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So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. BRALEY of lowa. Mr. Speaker, because
of flight delays due to extreme weather | will
not be present for tonight’s rollicall vote No.
241 and 242. Had | been present, | would
have voted “yes” on rollcall vote No. 241 and
“yes” on rollcall vote No. 242.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. TIBERI. Mr. Speaker, on rollcalls No.
241 and No. 242 | did not cast my vote due
to a weather-related flight delay. Had | been
present, | would have voted “yea” on both.

COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE,
AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2015

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous materials on the bill,
H.R. 4660, and that I may include tab-
ular material on the same.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BYRNE). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 585 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 4660.

The Chair appoints the gentlewoman
from Missouri (Mrs. WAGNER) to pre-
side over the Committee of the Whole.
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4660)
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making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Commerce and Justice,
Science, and Related Agencies for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2015,
and for other purposes, with Mrs. WAG-
NER in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.

The gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
WoLF) and the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. FATTAH) each will con-
trol 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.
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Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I am pleased to begin the consider-
ation of H.R. 4660, making appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2015 for Commerce,
Justice, Science, and Related Agencies.
This bill has a far-reaching impact,
from the safety of people in their
homes and communities, to exploring
the farthest reaches of space.

The bill before the Committee today
reflects a delicate balance of needs and
requirements. We have drafted what I
consider a responsible bill for FY 2015
spending levels for the departments
and agencies under the subcommittee’s
jurisdiction. We have had to carefully
prioritize the funding in the bill and
make hard choices about how to spend
scarce resources.

I want to thank Chairman ROGERS
for supporting us with a very fair allo-
cation and for helping us to move the
bill forward.

I want to thank the subcommittee
ranking member, Mr. FATTAH, who has
been a valued partner and colleague. 1
appreciate his commitment and his un-
derstanding of the wide variety of pro-
grams in this bill, and I thank him for
his help.

I want to thank all of the members of
the subcommittee for their help and as-
sistance and also thank Mrs. LOWEY,
the ranking member of the full com-
mittee.

I want to thank the majority staff
for their hard work—subcommittee
clerk Mike Ringler, Leslie Albright,
Jeff Ashford, Diana Simpson, Colin
Samples, and Taylor Kelly.

I also appreciate the professionalism
and cooperation of the minority staff.
In particular, I want to thank Bob Bon-
ner and Matt Smith for their help dur-
ing all of the long hours spent putting
this bill and report together.

The bill totals $51.2 billion in discre-
tionary spending, a reduction of $398
million, or approximately 1 percent
below the current fiscal year. Since the
beginning of the 112th Congress, the
committee has cut the total amount of
the CJS bill by $13.3 billion, or 20 per-
cent, over five fiscal years.

We have focused limited resources on
the most critical areas—fighting crime
and terrorism, including a focus on pre-
venting and investigating cyber at-
tacks; and boosting U.S. competitive-
ness and job creation by investing in
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exports, manufacturing,
space exploration.

For the Department of Commerce,
the bill includes $8.4 billion, $391 mil-
lion below the President’s request.

The bill provides funding above the
request for the National Weather Serv-
ice operations, weather research, and
NOAA’s two flagship weather satellite
systems that will result in more timely
and accurate warnings and forecasts.

Severe weather events often result in
the loss of life and economic ruin. We
saw this again, recently, with dev-
astating tornadoes in Arkansas, Mis-
sissippi, and elsewhere. These invest-
ments saved lives in Arkansas and Mis-
sissippi, and they will save lives wher-
ever the next severe weather event
strikes.

The bill makes critical investments
in manufacturing, export promotion,
and job creation, including a Com-
merce Department task force to
incentivize U.S. companies to bring
their manufacturing and services ac-
tivities back to the United States.

The bill includes $856 million for
NIST research and standards work that
is critical to innovation and competi-
tiveness, including $130 million for the
Manufacturing Extension Partnership
program to help advance job growth in
the manufacturing sector.

It also funds the Cybersecurity Cen-
ter of Excellence at NIST to work with
companies to bolster cybersecurity in
the retail sector and encourages the de-
velopment of a cyber breach database,
especially in light of the attacks on
Target and Neiman Marcus, which im-
pacted millions of Americans.

A primary area of focus in the bill
this year is scientific research, innova-
tion, and competitiveness. Investing in
basic research is key to growth and job
creation, and it is the foundation for
the economic security of future genera-
tions, which enables us to stay ahead
of China.

The bill includes $7.4 billion for the
National Science Foundation, an in-
crease of $232 million, or 3.2 percent,
above FY14 for basic research and
science.

Despite the constrained allocation,
this is an all-time high watermark for
NSF basic research funding that will
keep America’s economy strong by set-
ting the groundwork for the develop-
ment of new technologies—again, not
to be competitive with, but to stay
ahead of the People’s Republic of
China, a Communist government.

With increased funding comes in-
creased responsibility. I respect the
NSF to follow through on the commit-
ments it has made to the committee to
increase accountability and trans-
parency in its grant decision making.
No funny grants is what I am trying to
say. The new director must take every
necessary step to ensure that research
grants are scientifically meritorious,
that funding allocations reflect na-
tional priorities and that the taxpayer
investments in science are being used
wisely.

science, and
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Developing a well-educated STEM
workforce is also critical to American
competitiveness. More than $1 billion
is provided throughout the bill for
these efforts, including $876 million for
NSF programs to improve the quality
of science education.

For NASA, the bill includes $17.9 bil-
lion, including funding above the re-
quest to keep the development sched-
ule and flight milestones for the Orion
crew vehicle and the Space Launch
System, which will provide the capa-
bility for the U.S. to return to the
Moon and to go to Mars.

It is important for the U.S. to end
our reliance on Russia for crew access
to the International Space Station as
soon as possible, which is why Com-
mercial Crew Development is funded at
$785 million, with instructions to
NASA to find the fastest and safest
way to close this gap.

The bill includes an increase of $100
million for aeronautics research, a long
overdue boost to this part of NASA’s
research portfolio. Aerospace is a pillar
of the American manufacturing sector
and is one of our leading exports. This
investment will boost our aviation
competitiveness and improve airspace
safety.

The President’s request for NASA
science programs would have inhibited
progress on planetary science goals, in-
cluding missions to Mars and Europa.
This bill includes $5.2 billion for NASA
Science, which restores those cuts. The
bill also includes important resources
to address critical security gaps
throughout NASA.

As the recent espionage case further
demonstrated, countries like China are
engaged in an unprecedented effort to
steal cutting-edge technology from
U.S. labs and companies. This includes
the groundbreaking space and aero-
nautics research done at NASA every
day. We need to make sure we are
doing everything possible to prevent
the theft or unauthorized disclosure of
this technology.

Last year, at the committee’s direc-
tion, a National Academy of Public Ad-
ministration team, led by former At-
torney General Dick Thornburgh, con-
ducted an external review that found
troubling vulnerabilities in NASA’s se-
curity controls and practices.

They found NASA’s systems were
compromised, and they found a trou-
bling culture throughout the agency
that failed to prioritize or to enforce
security. Funding is included in this
bill for NASA to protect its cutting-
edge technology with improved IT se-
curity, export control training, addi-
tional counterintelligence staffing, and
the operation of a new Foreign Na-
tional Access Management program.

The bill also calls for NASA to sub-
mit a followup report by the end of
FY15 on NASA’s progress in imple-
menting the recommended improve-
ments. The committee will continue to
hold NASA accountable for the imple-
mentation of these security profes-
sions.
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For the Department of Justice, the
bill includes $27.8 billion, $384 million
above the current level. The top mis-
sion priority of the Justice Department
is defending national security from
both internal and external threats.

The bill includes $8.5 billion, an in-
crease of $1256 million, for the FBI—in-
cluding funds to prevent and combat
cyber intrusions, which Director
Comey believes may overtake ter-
rorism as the number one threat facing
the Nation.

Every major company in the United
States has now been hit by the Chinese
with cyber attacks. Many Members of
Congress have had their computers
stripped by the Chinese. The FBI con-
tinues to build a nationwide capability
for cyber investigations.

Last week, the Justice Department,
for the first time, charged five officers
of China’s People’s Liberation Army
with economic cyber espionage, which
is the first time foreign state actors
have been so charged.

I commend the administration, but
in having served in the Army and in
having been a private—a private never
did anything a sergeant didn’t tell him
to do; the sergeant didn’t do anything
the lieutenant didn’t tell him to do;
the lieutenant didn’t do anything that
the major didn’t tell him to do—right
up to the Commander in Chief.

So this is not just five low-level Chi-
nese officers. This goes to the highest
level of the Chinese Government. This
case is an example of the great work
the men and women of the FBI are
doing with these investments in this
bill over the last several years to con-
front cyber attacks, and we thank the
FBI. These efforts are necessary to
stop the plundering of American inno-
vation, jobs, and trade securities.

The FBI is also at the forefront of
the effort to combat violent gangs.
This bill increases the funding for Safe
Streets task forces to check this grow-
ing problem and to better support
State and local law enforcement efforts
to deal with gang networks in their
communities.

The bill includes $8.5 million for the
National Gang Intelligence Center, and
it gives the center a new name and an
additional mission to provide and co-
ordinate intelligence on human traf-
ficking networks nationwide and to
disseminate that intelligence to law
enforcement partnerships.

The Bureau of Prisons is responsible
for the custody and care of more than
215,000 Federal offenders in 119 institu-
tions nationwide. The bill includes $7
billion to ensure the safe and secure
operation of the Federal Prison Sys-
tem.

The bill continues funding for the
Chuck Colson Task Force on Federal
Corrections. When he got out of prison,
Chuck Colson dedicated his life to re-
forming the prisons, so we have named
this prison reform commission after
Chuck Colson, which will recommend
reforms to increase public safety, im-
prove offender accountability, reduce
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recidivism, and control costs in the
Federal Prison System.

This effort will distill lessons learned
from innovations at the State level—
many States are farther ahead, Texas
is farther ahead, and many others are
farther ahead than the Federal Bureau
of Prisons—and enable these reforms to
take hold in the Federal system and in
corrections systems nationwide.

The bill directs the Justice Depart-
ment’s Office for Victims of Crime to
provide the survivors and families of
the victims of the November 2009 ter-
rorist attack at Fort Hood all possible
and appropriate assistance. We are
going to help the victims of Fort Hood
and their families.

We are going to require the office to
report to Congress what, if any, role
the classification of the attack as a
workplace violence incident, rather
than as a terrorist attack, played in
determining what types of assistance
would be provided.

Awlaki was in touch with the major
when he shot them. If you look at
emails, this was a terrorist attack. It
was not workplace violence.

The bill includes a number of impor-
tant provisions in support of Second
Amendment rights, including a new
provision prohibiting the implementa-
tion of the Arms Trade Treaty, by ex-
ecutive order or otherwise.

The bill includes $2.1 billion for Jus-
tice grant programs that support
States, localities, and nonprofits. This
is a reduction of $73 million from the
current level. In fact, since 2009, these
programs have been reduced by 49 per-
cent. I know we are going to get
amendments here, complaining, but we
had an allocation, and we had to work
within that allocation.

Despite the reduction, the bill
prioritizes proven, high-priority pro-
grams, including Byrne Justice Assist-
ance Grants, State Criminal Alien As-
sistance, Violence Against Women pro-
grams, human trafficking grants, and
DNA backlog reduction.

This is a significant bill for reducing
violence against women and providing
services to victims of domestic vio-
lence, sexual assault, and stalking. The
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bill includes $425.5 million for these
programs, more than the current level
and more than the President’s request.

This bill triples the current level for
human trafficking task forces and vic-
tim services. We are determined to
make a difference and bring an end to
the heinous crime that is happening
not only in other countries, but right
here in the United States.

So we triple the current level—not
just talk, not just rhetoric, words—we
triple the amount, and every FBI office
is involved, and every U.S. attorney
has to have a task force to see if we
can actually end this, perhaps, in the
same way that William Wilberforce
ended the slave trade.

It also directs the Attorney General
to hold a national conference on sex
trafficking with every Governor, with
every U.S. attorney, and Federal,
State, and local law enforcement to
elevate awareness and to share the
very best practice.

What is going on in Texas can be
done in Virginia. What is going on in
Pennsylvania can be done somewhere
else. At this national conference, they
will all be together with the idea of
ending this.

The unacceptable backlog of DNA
tests at crime labs and law enforce-
ment agencies demands action. This
bill includes $1256 million for existing
DNA programs and an additional $36
million to address the backlog of sex-
ual assault kits at law enforcement
agencies nationwide.

The bill includes funding for pre-
scription drug monitoring grants,
thanks to Chairman ROGERS. It also in-
cludes a significant increase for the
DEA’s Tactical Diversion Squads to ad-
dress our Nation’s fastest growing drug
problem—prescription drug abuse.

Finally, after the Virginia Tech
shootings in 2007, Congress passed a bill
to improve the National Instant Back-
ground Check System, NICS, which is a
critical tool for keeping firearms out of
the hands of prohibited persons, but
NICS is only as effective as is the State
database on which it relies.
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The bill, for the second straight year,
includes funding above the request for
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grants to States to improve NICS
records. This bill includes $58.8 million,
an increase of 6 percent above the
President’s request, and $40 million
above the FY13 level.

The bill also includes $2 million for
the National Center for Campus Public
Safety, which the committee estab-
lished with the support of the Virginia
Tech Family Foundation. This center
serves as a clearinghouse for the dis-
semination of information and best
practices. There was no money re-
quested for this, but we wanted to fund
it.

Additionally, the bill includes $75
million for the Comprehensive School
Safety Initiative. The National Insti-
tute of Justice will study the role of
mental health, as well as exposure to
violent media—such as video games
and violent movies—in school violence
at the K-12 level. The initiative also
provides pilot grants to test effective
mental health interventions at schools
across the Nation.

NSF is also active in this area. They
are currently seeking proposals that
will enable a better understanding of
the factors, causes, and consequences
of youth violence.

That is a summary of the bill before
you today.

It provides for the increases and cuts
that were necessary. It carries on the
fight against terrorism, cyberattacks,
crime, trafficking in persons, and vio-
lence against women, and provides im-
portant increases to boost scientific re-
search, innovation, and competitive-
ness.

It provides strong support for all the
various NASA missions and continues
the effort to improve weather fore-
casting accuracy.

It represents our best take on match-
ing needs with scarce resources. We
have tried hard to produce the best bill
we possibly could within the resources
we had to work with.

I urge all Members to support this
bill, and I reserve the balance of my
time.
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COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE, AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2015 (H.R.

{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2014
Enacted

FY 2015
Request

4660)

Bill vs.
Enacted

H4871

Bi11 vs.
Request

TITLE I - DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
International Trade Administration

Operations and administration........ ... ... .. ... ..
Offsetting fee collections.... ... ...,

Direct appropriation.. .. .. i
Bureau of Industry and Security

Operations and administration....... ... ... ooy
Defense funchion. . . .. . i

Total, Bureau of Industry and Security........

Economic Development Administration

Economic Development Assistance Programs..............
Salaries and @XPeNSES. . ... it i e

Total, Economic Development Administration......
Minority Business Development Agency
Minority Business Development............. ... .. .c.ovov
Economic and Statistical Analysis
Salaries and EXPEeNSES. ... ..o v e
Bureau of the Census

Salaries and BXPeNSES. . ... . it e e
Periodic censuses and programs. .. ... .. i

Total, Bureau of the Census...... .. . cvvvionn,

National Telecommunications and Information
Administration

Salaries and GXPENASES. . .. .. e
United States Patent and Trademark Office

Salaries and expenses, current year fee funding.......
Offsetting fee collections. . . ... ... ... .. ... . vhuusn

Total, United States Patent and Trademark
{48 i i K - T O O

National Institute of Standards and Technology

Scientific ang Technical Research and Services........
{transfer OUL) . ... i e e

Industrial Technology Services........... ... cooviveyan
Manufacturing extension partnerships............ ..
Advanced manufacturing technology consortia.......
Manufacturing innovation institutes coordination..

Construction of research facilities................. ..
Working Capital Fund (by transfer)............ ... ...,

Total, National Institute of Standards and
TeChnology. « o o s

506,731
-9,439

473,000
-10,000

497,292

74,549
36,000

463,000

67,500
36,000

-1,950
+4,000

101,450

208,500
37,000

246,500

28,000

99,000

252,000
693,000

28,288

111,033

248,000
963,428

247,500

30,000

99,000

248,000
858,500

+2,000

-4,000
+165,500

+1,714

-12,033

-104,928

945,000

46,000

3,024,000
-3,024,000

1,211,428

51,000

3,458,000
-3,458,000

1,106,500

36,700

3,458,000
-3,458,000

+161,500

-9,300

+434,000
-434,000

-104,928

-14,300

651,000
(-2,000}

143,000
(128,000)
{15,000)

56,000
{2,000)

850,000

680,000
(-9,000}

161,000
{141,000}
(15,000}
(5,000)

59,000
(9,000)

670,500
(-2,000)

130,000
{130,000}

+19,500

-13,000

(+2,000)
(-15,000)

-700

-9,500
(+7,000)

-31,000
{-11,000)
{(-15,000)

(-5,000)

-3,700
{-7,000)

900,000
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COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE, AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2015 (H.R. 4660)
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2014 FY 2015 Bi11 vs. Bi11 vs.
Enacted Request Bi11 Enacted Request
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
Operations, Research, and Facilities.................. 3,157,392 3,237,993 3,089,480 -67,912 -148,513
(by transfer) . ... .. . i e (115,000} {123,164) {116,000) {+1,000) (-7,184)
Promote and Develop Fund {transfer out})........... (-115,000) {-123,184) (-116,000) {-1,000) (+7,164)
SUbtOTaT. ... e e s 3,157,392 3,237,993 3,089,480 -67,912 -148,513
Procurement, Acquisition and Construction...,.......... 2,022,864 2,206,382 2.176,280 +153,4286 -30,102
Pacific Coastal Salmon Recovery........ . ..ciuneieuin, 85,000 50,000 65,000 .- +15,000
Fishermen's Contingency Fund.................iivvun 350 350 350 ... .-
Fisheries Disaster Assistance............ ... vivvnaos 75,000 ERR . -75,000 .-
Fisheries Finance Program Account.......... ... ........ -6.000 -6,000 -6,000 .- ~--
Total, National Oceanic and Atmospheric
ADMinistration, ... ... vt s 5,314,606 5,488,735 5,325,120 +10,514 -163,615
Departmental Management
Salaries and eXPeNnSeS. . ... . vt n i 55,500 57,637 54,000 -1,500 -3,837
Renovation and Modernization........... . ieronany 4,000 11,733 4,000 - -7,733
Office of Inspector General..... ... .. ... hciinonn 30,000 30,596 30,596 +596 .
Total, Departmental Management.................. 89,500 99,966 88,596 -9C4 -11,370
Total, title I, Department of Commerce.......... 8,180,617 8,748,471 8,355,716 +175,099 -390,755
(by transfer) .. ... . e 117,000 132,164 118,000 +1,000 -14,164
{transfer out). ... .. i e -117,000 -132,164 ~-118,000 -1,000 +14,164

TITLE IT - DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

General Administration

Salaries and eXDPeNSES. . .. 110,000 128,851 103,851 -6,149 -25,000
Justice Information Sharing Technology............. ... 25,842 25,842 25,842 - -
Total, General Administration............ . ...... 135,842 154,693 129,693 -6,149 -25.000
Administrative review and appeals.... . .....c.vviun i 315,000 351,072 335,000 +20,000 -16,072
Transfer from immigration examinations fee

BOOOUNT . et et e e e e s -4,000 -4,000 -4,000 --- .o
Direct appropriation. .. ... ... .o cvovivnu i 311,000 347,072 331,000 +20,000 -16,072

Office of Inspector General........... ... .ciivinnnn 86,400 88,577 88,000 +1,600 -577

United States Parole Commission
Salaries and @XPENSES. .. . i e 12,600 13,308 13,308 +708 ..

Legal Activities

Sataries and expenses, general legal activities....... 867,000 935,854 893,000 +26,000 -42,854
Vaccine Injury Compensation Trust Fund................ 7.833 7,833 7.833 B ---
Salaries and expenses, Antitrust Division............. 160,400 162,248 162,246 +1,846 .-
Offsetting fee collections - current year......... -103.,000 -100,000 -100, 000 +3,000 -
Direct appropriation.... ... ... ... . . i 57,400 62,246 62,246 +4,846 ...
Salaries and expenses, United States Attorneys........ 1,844 000 1,955,327 1,970,000 +26,000 +14,673
United States Trustee System Fund. ... .............. .. 224,400 225,808 225,908 +1,508 -
Offsetting fee collections....... ... .. . i, -224 400 -225,908 -225,908 -1,508 R

Direct appropriation.......... .. . oo . . - I -
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FYy 2014
Enacted

FY 2015
Request
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2015 (H.R.

4660)

Bi1l vs.
Enacted

H4873

Bill vs.
Request

Salaries and Expenses, Foreign Claims Settlement

COMMISSTON . o i i e s
Fees and expenses of witnesses.............. ... ... ..
Salaries and expenses, Community Relations Service....
Assets Forfeiture Fund. ... ... ... v

Total, Legal Activities....... ... .. ... oo

United States Marshals Service

Salaries and eXPeNnSES . . ... e i e
CONSErUCETON. Lo i e e e
Federal Prisoner Detention.............. oo,

Total, United States Marshals Service..........

National Security Division

Salaries and @XPeNsSeS. ... ...t i

Interagency Law Enforcement

Interagency Crime and Drug Enforcement... ... ..........

Federal Bureau of Investigation

Salaries and @XPenSeS. . .. ... i e
Counterintelligence and national security........

Subtotal . . .
ConstrUCE O . e e s

Total, Federal Bureau of Investigation.........

Drug Enforcement Administration

Salaries and BXPeNSES. . .. i ir i s
Diversion control fund. ... .. .. i i

Total, Drug Enforcement Administration.......
Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives

Salaries and eXPeNSeS. ... . e

Federal Prison System

Salaries and eXPeNnSeS. . ... b e
Buildings and facilities...... ... ... ... .. o o
l.imitation on administrative expenses, Federal Prison

Industries, Incorporated........... . . . v

Total, Federal Prison System...................

State and Local Law Enforcement Activities

Office on Violence Against Women:

Prevention and prosecution programs..............

Office of Justice Programs:

Research, evaluation and statistics. . ............
State and local law enforcement assistance.......
Juvenile justice programs. ... .....virerenenan

+226

+14

-972

3,180,833

1,185,000
9,800
1,633,000

3,267,072

1,185,000

3,237,919

1,199,000
9,800
1,595,307

+57,086

+14,000

+62,307

-29,153

+14,000

2,727,800

91,800

514,000

3,345,322
4,900,480

2,790,107

91,800

505,000

3,358,219
4,920,000

2,804,107

94,800

515,000

3,390,377
4,966,480

+3,000

+1,000

+45,055
+66,000

+3,000

+10,000

+32,158
+48,480

8,278,219

68,982

8,343,284

2,378,917
-360,917

8,347,201

2,384,680
-366,680

8,467,839

2,420,000
-366,680

+124,555

+41,083
-5,763

2,018,000

1,179,000

8,769,000
90,000

2,018,000

1,201,004

6,804,000
90,000

2,053,320

1,200,000

6,865,000
115,000

+35,320

+21,000

+96,000
+25,000

-1,004

+61,000
+25,000

6,861,700

417,000

120,000
1,171,500
254,500

6.896,700

422,500

136,900
1,032,900
299,400

6,982,700

425,500

124,250
1,235,615
223,500

+121,000

+8,500

+4,250
+64,115
-31,000

+86,000

+3,000

-12,650
+202,715
-75,900
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COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE, AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 20185 (H.R. 4660)
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2014 FY 2018 Bi11 vs. Bi1l vs.
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
Public safety officer benefits:
Death benefits. .. ..... ... ... i i i 81,000 71,000 71,000 -10,000 ...
Disability and education benefits........... .. 16,300 16,300 16,300 - ..
Subtotal.. . ... 97,300 87,300 87.300 -10,000 -
Total, Office of Justice Programs......... ...... 1,643,300 1,556,500 1,670,685 +27,365 +114,165
Community Oriented Policing Services:
COPS PrOgramS. . ..ot v it ottt e 214,000 274,000 36,500 -117.500 -177,500

Total, State and Local Law Enforcement
ACtivItiBs ., .. e e s

Total, title I1, Department of Justice

TITLE IITI - SCIENCE
0ffice of Science and Technology Policy............... 5,555 5,555 5,555 E ---

National Aeronautics and Space Administration

ST BNCE . . vt e e 5,151,200 4,972,000 5,193,000 +41,800 +221,000
ABTONAUTTCSE. Lttt e e 566,000 551,100 666,000 +100,000 +114,900
Space TeChnOTOgY . vt i e s 576,000 705,500 620,000 +44,000 -85,500
EXpIOration. oot e s 4,113,200 3,978,000 4,167,000 +53,800 +191,000
Space QperationS. .. ...t e 3,778,000 3,905,400 3,885,000 +107,000 -20,400
EAUCALTON. i e e 116,600 88,900 106,000 -10,600 +17,100
Safety, Security and Mission Services................. 2,793,000 2,778,800 2,779,000 -14,000 +400
Construction and environmental compliance and

Festoration. ... .. i e 515,000 446,100 446,000 -69,000 -100
Office of Inspector General............. ... ... ... ... 37,500 37.000 34,000 ) -3,500 -3,000

Total, National Aeronautics and Space
Administration. ... .. i i e 17,646,500 17,460,600 17,896,000 +249,500 +435,400

National Science Foundation

Research and related activities............. .. .o 5,741,398 5,739,460 5,806,125 +164,727 +166,665
Defense funcltion. .. ... . . i i e 67,520 68,000 87,520 - -480
SUDLOtaT . . e s 5,808,918 5,807,460 5,973,645 +164,727 +166,185

Major Research Equipment and Facilities Construction.. 200,000 200,780 200,760 +760 .-
Education and Human ReESOUIFCES. . ... . . v vy 846,500 889,750 876,000 +29,500 -13,750
Agency Operations and Award Management................ 298,000 338,230 335,000 +37,000 -3,230
Office of the National $Science Board.................. 4,300 4,370 4,370 +70 .-
Office of Inspector General........... .. . c.icrieeieonen 14,200 14,430 14,430 +230 .-

Total, National Science Foundation

Total, title III, Science.......... ..o vvennnen.

TITLE IV - RELATED AGENCIES
Commission on Civil Rights
Salaries and BXPeNSES . .. v it 9,000 9,400 9,000 - -400
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission

Salaries and BXPENSES. ... e e 364,000 365,531 364,000 .- -1,531
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COMMERCE, JUSTICE, SCIENCE, AND RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS BILL, 2015 {H.R. 4660)

(Amounts in thousands)

HA4875

Bi11 vs.
Reguest

International Trade Commission

Sataries and eXPeNSeS ... . .. e e
Legal Services Corporation

Payment to the Legal Services Corporation...........
Marine Mammal Commission

Salaries and exXPenSeS. .. . e

Office of the U.S. Trade Representative

Salaries and BXPENSES. ... it

State Justice Institute

Salaries and exXpensSeS. .. .. ... v i
Total, title IV, Related Agencies.............

TITLE V - GENERAL PROVISICONS

NTIA, Public Telecommunications Facilities, Planning
and Construction (rescission}......... ... ........,
Commerce, Departmental Management, Franchise Fund
(rescissSion) . .. i e
DOJ, Working Capital Fund (rescission)..............
DOJ, Assets Forfeiture Fund (rescission)............
Federal Prisoner Detention {rescission).............
Violence against women prevention and prosecution
programs {rescission)......... ... ... .
Office of Justice programs (rescission).............
COPS (rescission) ... inein e os

Total, title V, Rescissions...................

Grand totaT . ... i s i e e
Approprialions. . ... . e s
RESCISSTONS . . v v st i i e

(by transfer) . .. .. . . i e

(transfer oUt). ... v e

FY 2014 FY 2015 Bi11 vs
Enacted Request Bi11 Enacted

‘. 83,000 86,459 84,500 +1,500

. 365,000 430,000 350,000 -15,000

e 3,250 3,431 3,250 .-

e 52,601 56,170 53,500 +899

. 4,900 5,121 5,121 +221

s s s

-1,9569

-80,000

-181

-2,670

- -8,500 —-- e +8,500
- a-- 2,906 -2,906 -2,906
. 30,000 54,000 54,000 24,000
. -83,600 -193,000 -193,000 109,400
. - -122,000 -122,000 -122,000
. -12,200 12,200 -12,200 .-
.. -59,000 58,000 -59,000 .
.. 26,000 -26,000 26,000 .
.. 219,300 -469,106 469,106 -249,806
.. 61,403,600 61,928,166  §2,172,002 +768, 492
.. {81.622,900) (62,397,272) (62,641,198) (+1,018,298)
. (-219,300) (-469,108) {-469,106) {-249,806)
. 117,000 132,164 118,000 +1,000
. -117,000 -132,164 -118,000 -1,000

+243,926
(+243,9286)

-14,164
+14,164
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Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I rise to offer to the House our sup-
port for the base bill. The chairman of
this committee, whom I have had the
honor to work with for a number of
years, has laid out in some detail some
of the appropriations in this bill. And
as our Constitution requires, no dollar
out of our Treasury shall be appro-
priated, except by act of Congress. So
we are here in our constitutional roles.

I want to thank Chairman WOLF for
all of the courtesies extended to the
minority. Obviously, if we were draft-
ing a bill, we might have a different set
of numbers in different areas, whether
for legal services or COPS. But in the
main, this is a bill that the chairman
has extended himself in every effort
that could be done to accommodate the
minority. I want to thank him for his
work with me over these many years,
inasmuch as this will be the last bill
that he will carry on the floor.

This bill, I think, represents a set of
priorities important to our Nation that
he has laid a predicate for that will be
carried on even by others who may as-
sume the role that he sits in today.

As for the Democrats, I want to say
a number of things. One is that we are
very pleased that in this bill the
science accounts have been a focus of
high priority. For NASA, over $17 bil-
lion. For the National Science Founda-
tion, $7.4 billion. As has been indicated,
it is the highest amount to date. The
Office of Science and Technology is
fully funded at the President’s request.

I think some of us know now that I
consider the science activities in this
bill to be very, very important. In par-
ticular, superior among equals in terms
of science-related activities is neuro-
science. Here, again, you will see an ex-
traordinarily significant increase. It is
one of the highest increases in any of
the science accounts.

The World Health Organization says
well over a billion people are suffering
from brain-related diseases and dis-
orders. The National Institutes of
Health says that 50 million Americans
suffer from dementia and epilepsy and
all manner of neurological-based dis-
eases and disorders.

In this bill, we continue to fund a
neuroscience initiative that was craft-
ed—and the chairman supported me in
this effort—in our very first bill. We
continue to lay important foundations
for the effort to actually come to grips
with some of these challenges. So I am
very pleased about that.

On the manufacturing initiatives, the
manufacturing extension partnership is
very important. Today, we lead the
world in manufacturing. Our lead that
was absolute is now relative. We see
other countries who are moving aggres-
sively in this field.

The chairman led an initiative in
terms of re-shoring these jobs. I have
focused on trying to bring in more
technology into our manufacturing
plants. But the two of us share a con-
cern that America has to be a country
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where we make things and where the
manufacturing sector is secure in
terms of being an important part of our
economy’s future.

I want to also mention the focus here
on youth mentoring. It is above the
President’s request. This includes
groups such as the Boys & Girls Clubs
of America, which is a congressionally
chartered organization serving some 4
million young people; Big Brothers Big
Sisters; and Girls, Inc.

We could go through the list. These
are national evidence-based organiza-
tions that are really making a dif-
ference in the lives of young people.
And the committee is aware of the
great work that these organizations
are doing. So we have seen fit—and ap-
propriately so—with the chairman’s
support, to raise the appropriations in
this regard even above the President’s
request.

So there will be a number of amend-
ments that we will debate. Democrats
may have a different opinion on some
of these items from our colleagues on
the other team. There may even be cir-
cumstances where there will be intra-
mural differences on some of these
issues.

At its base, I think the CJS bill we
present today reflects the Nation’s pri-
orities. Obviously, if we had a larger al-
location, we would invest even more in
a variety of these priorities.

I think some of the points that the
chairman has pointed to in terms of
human trafficking and aeronautics in-
vestments, on the manufacturing side,
there are a number of areas where you
can see clearly that the chairman has
taken extraordinary care to make sure
that a number of items get the appro-
priate revenues that are needed so that
we can truly make a difference.

So we are anxious to have the debate
and to get to the amendments and have
the House work its will.

I want to thank the majority as we
come here today. We have an open rule
so the House will have an opportunity
to work its will.

Madam Chair, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. ROG-
ERS), chairman of the full committee.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Thank
you, Mr. Chairman, for yielding the
time.

Madam Chairman, I rise in support of
this bill. I want to congratulate and
thank Chairman WOLF and Mr.
FATTAH, the ranking member, espe-
cially, and all the members of the sub-
committee and staff for bringing us a
bill that I think we can be proud of and
support entirely.

This is the third of the 12 appropria-
tions bills that make up our work—and
this is the third that we have brought
to the floor this year. I think this bill,
like the other two that passed, de-
serves our support. We are moving at a
very fast clip in the committee. That
should allow us to complete our appro-
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priations work for the 2015 fiscal year
on time. I promise that my committee
will do everything it can to make that
a reality.

As Chairman WOLF has said, the bill
provides $51.2 billion for the Depart-
ment of Justice, the Department of
Commerce, NASA, the National
Science Foundation, and related agen-
cies. This very thorough piece of legis-
lation, which was approved by the com-
mittee on a bipartisan basis, makes
clear our priorities of keeping our Na-
tion safe and growing our economy.

To achieve these goals, the com-
mittee has targeted precious tax dol-
lars toward those programs with prov-
en results and economic benefit.

For example, they increase the fund-
ing for the Department of Justice by
$383 million over last year. Within that
total, the bill targets FBI funding to-
ward counterterrorism programs and
programs that fight cyber intrusion,
gangs, and human trafficking.

We also work to fight drug traf-
ficking by providing the DEA with $2.4
billion. That includes $367 million to
combat prescription drug abuse, which
has quickly become our Nation’s num-
ber one drug threat. Prescription drugs
abuse is described by the Centers for
Disease Control as a national epidemic.

The funding in this bill will also help
to protect communities across the
country from the risks of devastating
natural disasters. We rejected the
President’s proposed cuts to the Na-
tional Weather Service and have made
sure that adequate funding is provided
for hurricane forecasting and tsunami
warning grants. We have also made in-
vestments in the future of weather
forecasting technology.

In addition to the efforts in the bill
to keep the Nation safe, we have also
funded programs that will help our Na-
tion prosper.

Within the National Science Founda-
tion and the Department of Commerce,
the bill invests in programs that foster
innovation and boost our economic
competitiveness. This includes funding
for programs that conduct research on
manufacturing, cybersecurity, neuro-
science, and STEM education, as well
as $6 million in grant funding to en-
courage the repatriation of overseas
jobs.

But, as my committee will do with
every bill we bring to the floor this
year, we have ensured that this funding
is responsible, is reasonable, and will
make the most out of every single tax
dollar spent. By scouring out waste and
trimming unnecessary or lower-pri-
ority spending, we have produced a bill
that comes in nearly $400 million below
the current year.

I would like to note that the com-
mittee did this in spite of the Presi-
dent’s request, which had $800 million
in false savings and offsets and under-
funded a variety of critical programs.
This bill rejects those gimmicks and
makes sure that these programs have
received funding levels that allow them
to do their important work.
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To make sure this good work does
not fall to the wayside, the committee
included several oversight provisions
that will ensure our tax dollars are
being spent responsibly.

In addition, the bill includes several
provisions that will assure the life, lib-
erty, and property of the American
people, such as prohibiting the transfer
or release of Guantanamo detainees
into the U.S., protecting our Second
Amendment rights, and preserving the
sanctity of life.

Madam Chairman, before I close, let
me take a moment to again thank the
chairman, FRANK WOLF; Mr. FATTAH;
and members of the committee and
staff for all their hard work on this
bill. This is a tough bill to put to-
gether, and the allocation they had to
work with was not the greatest in the
world. But they have, I think, fit the
needs of the country into this bill.

I want to particularly draw attention
to the chairman of this subcommittee
and the author of this fine piece of leg-
islation.

FRANK WOLF has served in this House
the same number of days that I have.
We came together in January 1981.
Over that 34 years of service in this
body, Chairman FRANK WOLF has been
a stalwart, passionate, compassionate
legislator, and a dedicated, conscien-
tious Member of Congress and appro-
priator. His expert work on this com-
mittee can be summed up in the legis-
lation that we have before us today.

I know that when he is gone, FRANK
WOLF’s absence will be deeply felt by
me, all of his colleagues, and I think by
the country, because he has truly
served America for all these years un-
selfishly and with hard work and with
compassion.

0 1945

So, Chairman WoLF, for all you have
done for this bill, the Appropriations
Committee, the House of Representa-
tives, your native Virginia and the
United States of America, we thank
you, and we will miss you.

With that, Madam Chairman, I urge
my colleagues to support the bill.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I yield
as much time as she may consume to
the gentlewoman from the great State
of New York (Mrs. LOWEY), the ranking
member for the Democratic team on
Appropriations.

Mrs. LOWEY. Madam Chair, the Fis-
cal Year 2015 Commerce-Justice-
Science bill before us today provides
good funding levels for important pro-
grams to support public safety, such as
Byrne Justice Assistance Grants and
Violence Against Women Act services.

I thank Chairman WOLF for working
with me to include report language di-
recting the FBI to publish annual re-
ports on the types of records submitted
by each State and Federal agency to
the National Instant Criminal Back-
ground Check System. It is only as use-
ful as the information it includes, and
these reports will help improve the sys-
tem.
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Chairman WOLF and Ranking Mem-
ber FATTAH should be commended for
fully funding the Office of Science and
Technology Policy, including its work-
ing group on Neuroscience, as well as
an increase of $21.5 million for National
Science Foundation’s BRAIN Initia-
tive.

Investments in research and develop-
ment grow our economy and help to en-
sure that future scientific break-
throughs happen in American labs, not
those overseas.

In addition, I am extremely pleased
that this bill will provide $125 million
for the DNA Initiative, as well as $36
million for a new community backlog
reduction program to process sexual
assault kits which, currently, are often
untested for years—sometimes dec-
ades—when information contained in
these Kkits could help put violent crimi-
nals behind bars.

However, I continue to be baffled by
efforts aimed at limiting the ability of
the Federal Government to keep fire-
arms out of the hands of dangerous in-
dividuals. An ill-advised and dangerous
amendment was included during the
markup to make it more difficult for
the ATF in four Southwest border
States to be aware of multiple pur-
chases of powerful semiautomatic ri-
fles.

ATF already receives this informa-
tion for handguns. It is unfathomable
that we would prevent law enforcement
from having this information for semi-
automatic rifles, especially when this
amendment would make it more dif-
ficult to prevent the smuggling of guns
to Mexican drug cartels. This back-
wards policy will put lives at risk. We
must not let it stand in the final bill.

Other measures must also be ad-
dressed before final enactment. The
COPS program would be cut by $118
million. The ‘“‘wet side” of NOAA is
also cut, including a 40 percent reduc-
tion to fisheries habitat conservation
and restoration, and the complete
elimination of the community-based
restoration program.

While the bill funds NOAA weather
satellites and the National Weather
Service, it includes a sizable cut of 24
percent to NOAA climate research.

As the National Climate Assessment
showed, storms and weather events are
becoming more frequent, more severe
and, as a result, more costly. We
should be investing in research to com-
bat the threat of climate change, not
sticking our heads in the sand, pre-
tending the science is wrong because
combating such an obstacle would be
too costly and inconvenient.

While far from perfect in its current
form, this is a reasonable bill that I
can support. However, it is imperative
that no poison pill policy riders be in-
cluded during House consideration.

As I close, I want to say to the chair-
man—Chairman WoOLF—and Ranking
Member FATTAH, this really is an ex-
ample of bipartisan cooperation. You
worked so effectively in putting this
bill together, and I want to congratu-
late you.
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Before I close, I also want to thank
the retiring chairman for your amazing
service to our country. It really has
been a pleasure for me to work with
you, and we know there is never a
doubt, when FRANK WOLF gets up to
speak, he speaks with conviction and
power and determination.

You are so impressive. I do want to
wish you and your family the very
best. For me, it has really been a de-
light getting to know you. Thank you
so much for your service.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. CULBERSON).

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chairman,
when I was first assigned to the Appro-
priations Committee, I asked specifi-
cally to serve on the Commerce, Jus-
tice, Science Appropriations Com-
mittee because of my passion for the
sciences, for NASA, for law enforce-
ment, but especially to serve alongside
FRANK WOLF.

I have come to know FRANK WOLF as
a model public servant. He is someone
who always does the right thing for the
right reasons, and the country is gen-
erally going to miss this good man. I
can’t think of a single issue that we
have dealt with in this bill that FRANK
hasn’t been the first to see the problem
approaching over the horizon—he has
recognized from the beginning.

When we took the majority several
years ago, Chairman WoLF, Chairman
ROGERS, all of us in the majority, as
fiscal conservatives, recognized the ur-
gent need to prioritize our constitu-
ents’ hard-earned tax dollars and tar-
get them on those areas that are the
highest priority for our Nation.

This bill, as Chairman ROGERS said,
is a true reflection of FRANK WOLF’s
priorities, the fact that it is one that
we are all able to work on together,
without regard to party labels, because
we found common ground.

One of the great joys of serving on
this committee is to find so many
areas where we are able to work to-
gether and find areas of agreement
when it comes to the sciences or law
enforcement.

The work that Chairman WOLF has
done, for example, in protecting per-
secuted Christians and religious mi-
norities around the world, this com-
mittee, all of us, Democrat and Repub-
lican alike, have been there to support
him.

Chairman WOLF was one of the first
to spot the problem of cyber crime
coming primarily out of Communist
China. FRANK was one of the very first
to ring the firebell and warn us of the
dangers of the People’s Liberation
Army and the cyber attacks on this
Nation and on private industry. We
have now recognized the scope of that
problem, and it is because of FRANK
WOLF’s leadership that we are in a po-
sition to fight it.

FRANK WOLF has led the way in
strengthening the FBI and their war on
terrorism and fighting human slavery
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around the world in this bill and in pre-
vious bills to help local law enforce-
ment agencies clean up the backlog of
rape Kits, preventing abuse in our pris-
ons, preventing the release of Guanta-
namo terrorists into the United States,
FRANK WOLF has led the way.

It was Chairman WOLF’s bill to cre-
ate the Select Committee on Benghazi.
Anywhere he sees a problem and genu-
inely recognizes in his heart of hearts
that that is something that is for the
good of the Nation, he has been fearless
about stepping forward and dealing
with it.

In the area of the sciences, we see
Chairman WOLF’s leadership in increas-
ing funding for the National Science
Foundation and NASA and NOAA.

The country will miss you, Chairman
WoLF, and I thank you for your service
to the people of America and the people
of Virginia.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON),
the ranking member on the Science
Committee, the authorizing committee
here in the House, and an extraor-
dinary leader on science and innova-
tion.

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas. Madam Chairman, funding for
research innovation and STEM edu-
cation is an investment in our future,
perhaps the single most important in-
vestment we can make.

Many of our competitors understand
this and are striving to surpass the
United States in innovation capacity
and in the creation of a highly-skilled
21st century workforce.

It used to be that the world’s best
and brightest flocked to our shores.
Now, many of our own best and bright-
est are finding better opportunities in
other countries, or we are chasing
them from STEM careers altogether.

In 2007 and, again, in 2010, the U.S.
Congress passed the America COM-
PETES Act, recognizing the impor-
tance of increased investment in re-
search, innovation, and STEM edu-
cation, signed into law by Presidents
Bush and Obama, respectively.

Appropriations have not kept pace
with authorizations, but not from the
lack of effort and commitment by ap-
propriations colleagues, CJS Appro-
priations Subcommittee Chairman
WoLF, Ranking Member FATTAH, Chair-
man ROGERS, and Ranking Member
LOWEY.

I want to thank them, my colleagues,
for their enduring support for science,
even when it meant making very dif-
ficult cuts elsewhere.

As this is Chairman WOLF’s last CJS
bill, I want to express my personal
gratitude to him in particular for being
a strong and unwavering champion for
the National Science Foundation and
for STEM education. I will miss him
greatly. We all will.

In sad and puzzling contrast, last
week, my own committee debated
COMPETES reauthorization legisla-
tion that would turn back the progress
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we have made in securing our Nation’s
future innovation capacity and voted
out a bill this afternoon, a substitute
today, without a single Democratic
vote.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues,
in the strongest possible terms, to add
their own vote of confidence in our Na-
tion’s premier science agency, the Na-
tional Science Foundation. It is the
only agency to fund basic research
across all fields of science and engi-
neering, including, importantly, the so-
cial and behavioral sciences.

The returns on our 65-year investment in
the National Science Foundation are too many
and too significant to list here. But perhaps
NSF’s most important investment is the invest-
ment it makes in human capital—the great sci-
entists, innovators, and job creators of tomor-
row and the workforce for tomorrow’s high-
skilled, high-paying jobs.

Some of my colleagues’ efforts to cut fund-
ing, to impose political review over peer-re-
view, to establish a message of distrust of sci-
entists, and to inhibit the normal advance of
science, are sending a chiling message to
smart young people across the nation to not
bother entering or sticking with STEM studies
or careers.

A vote to retain the modest 2.9 percent in-
crease to NSF in today’s legislation is a vote
to hold onto our nation’s future innovators and
job creators.

I will make just a few brief remarks about
other agencies within this appropriations bill.

The National Institute of Standards and
Technology is playing an increasingly critical
role in cyber security, forensics, advanced
manufacturing, and technology, and so many
other topics critical to our nation’s security and
wellbeing. | just wish we could do more for
NIST in this bill, but | understand this was one
of the difficult decisions that the appropriations
committee confronted.

| also want to thank Chairman WOLF and
Ranking Member FATTAH for their support for
NASA. While | would like to see NASA funding
at even higher levels, commensurate with the
tasks that we are asking the agency to carry
out, | am pleased that this bill proposes to
fund NASA at an increase of about 1.4 per-
cent over the Fiscal Year 2014 enacted appro-
priation.

In particular, | support the bill's sustained
funding levels for exploration and the Orion
spacecraft and Space Launch System, which
are being prepared for critical flight tests in
2017 and 2021, and which will enable our na-
tion’s return to human exploration of deep
space.

| also support the committee’s emphasis on
the need to enhance research on the Inter-
national Space Station, a unique and perish-
able asset that is important for both basic and
applied research and for enabling our goals in
human exploration of outer space.

| am also pleased that the committee has
sustained robust funding for NASA’s science
programs and, in particular, restored funding
to NASA’s planetary science program, which
has experienced cuts in recent years.

In addition, | applaud the committee for pro-
viding a robust increase for NASA’s aero-
nautics program, which provides critical R&D
to benefit our nation’s commercial aviation in-
dustry and helps sustain our nation’s competi-
tiveness in global aviation.
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Finally, | must express one significant con-
cern, and that is the large cut to climate re-
search activities at NOAA. The level proposed
in this bill is 44 percent below the President’s
request and 23 percent below current spend-
ing.

%\ number of my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle continue to bury their heads
in the sand as it relates to climate change, but
cutting the research that will improve our un-
derstanding of and our ability to adapt to the
impacts associated with climate change is not
the answer. If anything, given the uncertainties
that remain, we should be supporting in-
creased funding not less. | hope the needed
funding will be restored when this bill is
conferenced with the Senate.

In closing, | again want to thank Chairman
WoLF, Ranking Member FATTAH, and the rest
of your Committee members for your efforts to
protect and grow our nation’s science and in-
novation capacity.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROHRABACHER).

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Madam Chair, I
appreciate all the great things that the
chairman has done. I echo the remarks,
the praise that was sung by our friends
from Texas to the great job that Chair-
man WOLF has done in his career.

I appreciate, for example, tonight
that he is yielding me this time, know-
ing that he has strong disagreement
about which I will be speaking.

Tomorrow, I will be offering an
amendment to the CJS appropriations
bill, along with my colleagues SAM
FARR, DON YOUNG, EARL BLUMENAUER,
ToM MCCLINTOCK, STEVE COHEN, PAUL
BROUN, JARED POLIS, STEVE STOCKMAN,
BARBARA LEE, JUSTIN AMASH, and DINA
TITUS.

Very simply, our amendment would
prohibit the Department of Justice
from using funds in the bill from pre-
venting States from implementing
their State medical marijuana laws.

Importantly, this amendment gives
us an opportunity to show our support
and what we really believe about the
10th Amendment to the Constitution,
and it gives us an opportunity to sup-
port the intentions of our Founding
Fathers and Mothers. They never
meant for the Federal Government to
play the preeminent role in criminal
justice.

It should be disturbing to any con-
stitutionalist that the Federal Govern-
ment insists on the supremacy of laws
that allow for the medical use of mari-
juana.

So far, 28 States and the District of
Columbia—that is a majority of the
States of the Union—have enacted laws
to allow access to medical marijuana
or its chemical derivatives. They obvi-
ously believe enforcing such restric-
tions on the medical use of marijuana
is a waste of extremely limited re-
sources.

This amendment has solid bipartisan
support, and we have the opportunity
now, with this amendment, to tell the
Department of Justice that they are
not permitted to waste limited Federal
dollars interfering with the duly-en-
acted laws of our States concerning
medical marijuana.
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I urge my colleagues, Democrats and
Republicans alike, liberals and con-
servatives, to support my amendment.
Respect State medical marijuana laws.

O 2000

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from the
great State of California, Congressman
SAM FARR.

Mr. FARR. I thank the gentleman for
yielding.

Madam Chair, I rise in general debate
to talk about NOAA. But I first also
want to echo everything that has been
said about our great colleague from
Virginia, FRANK WOLF. FRANK is one of
the few Members of Congress who has
visited my district. He actually went
onto my property in Big Sur and ended
up coming back and saying: Now I un-
derstand why you are so passionate
about the oceans.

It is an interesting committee that
both Ranking Member FATTAH and
Chairman WOLF head because it is a
committee that has all of the Depart-
ment of Commerce; it has all of the De-
partment of Justice; and it has the
science programs, NASA, NSF, and the
Office of Science and Technology. Es-
sentially, the science of America is in
your hands. And this bill has a lot of it
in there.

Particularly, I would like to talk
about NOAA. NOAA is the National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion. And what has been happening is
that, as we have gotten interested in
the weather and as we have gotten in-
terested in sort of the sky, we are put-
ting a lot more money into it and suck-
ing funds away from the oceans. And
yet what is happening in the oceans is
that they are dying; and if the ocean
dies, planet Earth dies. So while there
is money in this to look at the moons
and oceans of other planets, we are
going to do it at the peril of our own
ocean.

Our coastal economies support 81 per-
cent of all U.S. employment in the
United States, over 100 million jobs.
Coastal economies contribute to 84 per-
cent of the U.S. GDP. Ocean tourism is
an $89.25 billion industry. It relies on
healthy marine mammal populations,
healthy coral reefs, and healthy clean
waters and beaches. Just think of all of
the people who recreate on beaches. If
those were polluted, they wouldn’t be
able to do so.

The United States plays a big role in
the world. We are, in fact, hosting the
international oceans conference next
month. And one of the topics is going
to be the blue economy: What does it
mean to all the countries of the world
and to the United States?

So as we go through this bill, I just
want to emphasize that the wet side
needs as much attention as the sky
side.

Again, I thank the gentleman from
Virginia, FRANK WOLF, for the great
job that he has done.

Mr. WOLF. I yield 2 minutes to the
gentleman from Indiana (Mr. YOUNG).
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Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. Madam
Chair, I rise today first in recognition
of the great professional public service
offered by Chairman WOLF. I appreciate
that so much.

I also rise in support of H.R. 4660, the
Commerce, Justice, Science, and Re-
lated Agencies Appropriations Act that
he and his staff have worked so hard
on.

This important measure provides
funding for a number of vital agencies,
of course one of which is the Office of
the United States Trade Representa-
tive. This approps bill provides funding
for the USTR to continue advocating
on behalf of the Trans-Pacific Partner-
ship, or TPP, and the Transatlantic
Trade and Investment Partnership, or
TTIP, and to continue enforcing exist-
ing free trade agreements. More spe-
cifically, funding USTR will help pro-

tect intellectual ©property rights
abroad.

Now, I continue to maintain very se-
rious concerns with Canada’s

misapplication of internationally rec-
ognized patent standards, which ap-
pears to violate their international ob-
ligations, and it is having a real eco-
nomic impact on innovative American
companies.

I appreciate that the USTR has ex-
pressed serious concern about these
practices in last year’s Special 301 Re-
port, given Canada’s continued failure
to bring its patent standards in line
with international obligations and best
practices. Accordingly, I strongly urge
the elevation of Canada to the Special
301 Priority Watch List in 2014.

IP is one of the main engines of the
United States’ innovative economy.
Approximately one-third of U.S. jobs
and 60 percent of our exports rely on
IP. With more than 95 percent of the
world’s population living outside of the
United States, strong IP protections
are essential to future U.S. economic
growth and competitiveness.

Funding USTR will ensure a contin-
ued enforcement of existing free trade
agreements while furthering future
U.S. economic interests through nego-
tiation of TPP and TTIP.

I would like to, again, thank Chair-
man WOLF and his staff for their im-
portant work in putting together this
approps bill.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I yield
myself as much time as I may con-
sume.

I want to take a minute to acknowl-
edge someone else who has played a
very important role in our country’s
science activities and is now retiring.

I spent some time over at NASA
headquarters, and I also went out to
visit the Jet Propulsion Laboratory to
see the Mars Rover land after 8%
months of travel. The NASA team is an
extraordinary team.

One of its members, the head of the
Education Office, a former astronaut,
is retiring, and I wanted to take a
minute during general debate to ac-
knowledge his great service to this
country. Leland Melvin hails from the
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chairman’s great State of the Common-
wealth of Virginia, and we want to
wish him well and thank him for his
service to our country.

I now yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI), my
colleague who has worked here on
small business and research connec-
tions to science to commercialize tech-
nology and to help build the American
economy.

Mr. LIPINSKI. I thank the ranking
member for yielding.

Madam Chair, I rise today in strong
support of H.R. 4660. I would like to
thank Chairman WoOLF and Ranking
Member FATTAH for their hard work on
this bill.

While they have had to make some
tough budget choices with a reduced
level of funding, this bill still shows a
strong commitment to scientific re-
search at the National Science Founda-
tion and also NASA.

Investment in research is vital to our
economic future because it helps us
achieve discoveries that will keep the
U.S. at the cutting edge of science and
technology and creating new American
jobs.

I also want to take a moment to
honor my good friend from Virginia,
Chairman WOLF. Even in an era of par-
tisan polarization and heated rhetoric,
he has taken great pains to craft bills
like this one that get broad support
from Members on both sides of the
aisle. He has been a strong defender of
American security and a strong sup-
porter of American manufacturing;
and, most importantly, throughout his
career, he has been a courageous fight-
er for human rights around the world,
while never losing sight of his duty to
his constituents here at home. He has
been a good example for all of us in
this body.

Madam Chair, I urge my colleagues
to support this bill and to support the
strong funding, especially for the Na-
tional Science Foundation, in this bill.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from New
Jersey, RUSH HoLT, my friend, the
great science leader here in the Con-
gress. He is the only one among us who
has a terminal degree in nuclear
science, and he is also retiring this
year.

Mr. HOLT. I thank the gentleman. I
certainly appreciate the very admi-
rable Chairman WOLF and my good
friend from Pennsylvania (Mr. FATTAH)

for the work they have put into
crafting this bill.
Madam Chair, however, I do have

some serious concerns, especially as re-
gards the cuts that are being made to
NOAA’s climate research programs.
This bill cuts NOAA’s climate research
for the next fiscal year by $38 million
below the current year, or $69 million
below the President’s request.

Now, deeper droughts, heavier rains,
more flooding, superstorms, tornadoes,
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rising seas, huge storm surges are all
getting worse. Would we not want to
understand what is going on?

I will be offering an amendment later
this evening to restore funding for crit-
ical NOAA climate research programs.
NOAA climate research programs sup-
port ocean and atmospheric research,
global data collection and sharing so
we can understand climate change.

This year, the report of the Intergov-
ernmental Panel on Climate Change
and the U.S. National Climate Assess-
ment were released. They agreed. They
come to the same conclusion: the cli-
mate is changing. Greenhouse gases by
human activities are the principal
cause. We have already begun to expe-
rience the effects, which will continue
to be costly in lives and dollars.

Those who would deny these changes,
some here in this very House, can’t
stop the changes from occurring. Deny-
ing funding for the research won’t stop
the changes. It will just leave us igno-
rant and less prepared. We need to sup-

port the science behind climate
change.
Now, since we are talking about

science, it is true, ostriches don’t actu-
ally bury their heads in the sand, but it
is a metaphor for what is going on
here. We should not bury our heads in
the sand. We should be supporting this
research vigorously because of all the
ways that the climate change will af-
fect our lives and our well-being both
around the world and here in the
United States.

Mr. FATTAH. I have no further re-
quests for time during general debate,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

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

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

During consideration of the bill for
amendment, the Chair may accord pri-
ority in recognition to a Member offer-
ing an amendment who has caused it to
be printed in the designated place in
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Those
amendments will be considered read.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That the following sums
are appropriated, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2015, and for
other purposes, namely:

TITLE I
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
INTERNATIONAL TRADE ADMINISTRATION
OPERATIONS AND ADMINISTRATION

For necessary expenses for international
trade activities of the Department of Com-
merce provided for by law, and for engaging
in trade promotional activities abroad, in-
cluding expenses of grants and cooperative
agreements for the purpose of promoting ex-
ports of United States firms, without regard
to sections 3702 and 3703 of title 44, United
States Code; full medical coverage for de-
pendent members of immediate families of
employees stationed overseas and employees

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

temporarily posted overseas; travel and
transportation of employees of the Inter-
national Trade Administration between two
points abroad, without regard to section
40118 of title 49, United States Code; employ-
ment of citizens of the United States and
aliens by contract for services; rental of
space abroad for periods not exceeding 10
years, and expenses of alteration, repair, or
improvement; purchase or construction of
temporary demountable exhibition struc-
tures for use abroad; payment of tort claims,
in the manner authorized in the first para-
graph of section 2672 of title 28, United
States Code, when such claims arise in for-
eign countries; not to exceed $294,300 for offi-
cial representation expenses abroad; pur-
chase of passenger motor vehicles for official
use abroad, not to exceed $45,000 per vehicle;
obtaining insurance on official motor vehi-
cles; and rental of tie lines, $473,000,000, to
remain available until September 30, 2016, of
which $10,000,000 is to be derived from fees to
be retained and used by the International
Trade Administration, notwithstanding sec-
tion 3302 of title 31, United States Code: Pro-
vided, That, of amounts provided under this
heading, not less than $16,400,000 shall be for
China antidumping and countervailing duty
enforcement and compliance activities: Pro-
vided further, That the provisions of the first
sentence of section 105(f) and all of section
108(c) of the Mutual Educational and Cul-
tural Exchange Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2455(f)
and 2458(c)) shall apply in carrying out these
activities; and that for the purpose of this
Act, contributions under the provisions of
the Mutual Educational and Cultural Ex-
change Act of 1961 shall include payment for
assessments for services provided as part of
these activities.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. LYNCH

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will report the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 3, line 10, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)’.

Page 44, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $3,000,000)"".

Page 45, line 17, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $3,000,000)"’.

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

Mr. LYNCH. Madam Chair, before I
get started, I just want to join the cho-
rus here and congratulate Chairman
WoOLF on his remarkable career as a
leader here in this Congress and as
someone who has worked diligently on
behalf of his constituents but also in a
way that I think has reflected greatly
on this body. I think that the work
product in this bill produced by Chair-
man WOLF and Ranking Member
FATTAH is a wonderful example of the
possibilities when people work to-
gether.

Madam Chairman, my amendment
would increase by $3 million the
amount appropriated for fiscal year
2015 for the Drug Courts program. The
$3 million added to the Drug Courts
program will be offset by decreasing by
$3 million the amount appropriated for
funding the International Trade Ad-
ministration.

Madam Chair, drug addiction in the
United States is at an epidemic level.
To call it otherwise grossly under-
states the problem. This epidemic af-

May 28, 2014

fects every city and town across Amer-
ica, and it cuts across every demo-
graphic. It simply does not discrimi-
nate.

Drug and alcohol addiction shatters
lives, destroys families, and costs tax-
payers billions of dollars annually. In
fact, according to the National Insti-
tute on Drug Abuse, estimates of the
total overall costs of substance abuse
in the United States—including lost
productivity, in-hospital care, incar-
ceration, rehab, and crime-related
costs—tally to over $600 billion annu-
ally in the United States.

O 2015

Now, many of us understand that
drug addiction is a disease, and certain
actions taken by people under the in-
fluence of drugs are typically
uncharacteristic of that person. A
handful of countries, as well as much of
our own society here in the United
States, have begun to realize that we
need to deal with addiction and its out-
comes in a way that can have a long-
term, positive effect on the parties and
families involved. Drug courts offer
just such an opportunity by providing a
support system and a roadmap for mov-
ing forward.

Madam Chair, drug courts are spe-
cialized court dockets designed to han-
dle cases involving drug and/or alcohol-
dependent offenders charged with of-
fenses such as possession of a con-
trolled substance or other nonviolent
offenses determined to have been
caused or influenced by their addiction.

Drug court cases are handled through
a comprehensive program of super-
vision, drug testing, treatment serv-
ices, and immediate sanctions and in-
centives designed to reduce the recidi-
vism rates of these offenders by helping
them overcome their substance abuse
problems, which are the primary and
proximate cause of their criminal ac-
tivities.

Drug courts coordinate the efforts of
the judiciary, prosecution, defense at-
torneys, probation departments, law
enforcement agencies, rehab facilities,
mental health and social services, and
also involve the community, the fam-
ily, and the employer in many cases in
an effort to break the cycle of sub-
stance abuse, addiction, and crime.

If we can break that cycle, we all
benefit. I have had the opportunity to
visit many of the prisons and houses of
correction in Massachusetts, where
about 91 percent of those inmates have
substance abuse problems or are dually
addicted.

The bottom line is that drug courts
save money, they reduce crime, and re-
store families. Quite simply, drug
courts work. According to the National
Association of Drug Court Profes-
sionals, the drug court approach re-
duces crime by as much as 45 percent
compared to traditional sentencing op-
tions. In fact, the available data indi-
cate that nationwide, 75 percent of
drug court graduates remain arrest-
free at least 2 years after leaving the
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program, and reductions in crime have
been maintained for at a minimum 3
years, and in many cases over 14 years.

In addition to reducing crime, drug
courts save money. As reported by the
National Association of Drug Court
Professionals, for every dollar invested
in drug courts, taxpayers save as much
as $27 when compared to the historic
approach to these problems. This sub-
stantial savings comes from avoided
criminal justice costs, reduced prison
costs, and reduced recidivism and
health care utilization—all areas, as we
know, that devour vast sums of money
annually in this country.

And very important to us all, drug
courts help restore families. According
to statistics, family reunification rates
for drug offenders are 50 percent higher
for drug court participants. People
struggling through addiction can be-
come isolated from friends and loved
ones. Reuniting with their family is
often the first step in returning to nor-
malcy and again becoming a produc-
tive member of the community.

Madam Chairman, the underlying bill
provides $41 million for drug court
funding, $2.5 million over the 2013 post-
sequester level. And I would like to
thank Chairman WOLF—he has long
been a champion of drug courts—as has
Ranking Member FATTAH. But these
have been underfunded for a long time,
and the adoption of this amendment
would meet the need that has been am-
plified lately.

I just urge my colleagues to support
my amendment, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I move to
strike the last word.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Vir-
ginia is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. WOLF'. I accept the amendment.
The President’s request had proposed
eliminating this as a separate program.
We rejected that proposal, and instead
we funded the program above, as the
gentleman from Massachusetts said—
and I appreciate it—above the level of
$41 million. This takes it to 44. He
makes a very powerful case. I think it
makes a lot of sense, so I accept the
amendment, and I think it is a good
amendment.

Mr. FATTAH. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. WOLF. I yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I concur
with the chairman.

Mr. WOLF. I yield back the balance
of my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. LYNCH).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MRS. DAVIS OF
CALIFORNIA

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Madam
Chair, I have an amendment at the
desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will report the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 3, line 10, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $3,000,000)"".
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Page 34, line 8, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)".

The CHAIR. The gentlewoman from
California is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Madam
Chair, first, I certainly want to thank
Chairman WOLF, Ranking Member
FATTAH, and, of course, the committee
for putting together a strong bill in
what we all know has become an in-
creasingly tough environment for ap-
propriations bills.

This year’s Commerce-Justice-
Science bill is clearly the product of a
great deal of bipartisan collaboration,
and, as a result, this bill provides
strong funding for a number of impor-
tant priorities that both Democrats
and Republicans can get behind. In
that vein, I want to offer an amend-
ment which I believe both sides of the
aisle should be able to support.

While only a small portion of the
overall Department of Commerce budg-
et, the U.S. and Foreign Commercial
Service plays a critical role in helping
American small business owners export
their products to foreign countries—
and we know that about 95 percent of
the world’s customers live overseas.

Unfortunately, while this year’s CJS
bill does a decent job of funding the De-
partment of Commerce, it failed to
fully match the President’s requested
increase of funds for the U.S. and For-
eign Commercial Service. Unfortu-
nately, that will mean that we will,
once again, continue the trend of
underfunding this vital national re-
source.

Specifically—and I wanted to note
these three points—this amendment
helps small businesses who can benefit
from overseas consumer activity by
helping them learn how to navigate red
tape imposed by governments overseas.
Big companies we know don’t nec-
essarily need this help but our small
business owners do.

Second, it will help them increase ex-
ports, create jobs, and boost economic
recovery. Third, the funding that was
requested in this amendment is $3 mil-
lion. The agency is currently $15 mil-
lion below the President’s request. So I
want to share where the offset comes
from. It comes from the Bureau of Pris-
ons, which was overfunded by $61 mil-
lion—and that is out of $7 billion. The
offset does not touch funding for new
construction, which we know there are
concerns about overcrowding from
time to time. That is not an issue in
this amendment.

Madam Chair, in order to remain
competitive in an increasingly
globalized economy, we must do every-
thing that we can to help our exporters
gain access to overseas markets. While
this amendment only amounts to real-
ly a small increase in funding, we know
from past experience that it will pay
enormous dividends. I certainly have
seen that in my community in Cali-
fornia.

Most importantly, it will allow U.S.
exporters to compete on a level playing
field with the rest of the world and will
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help strengthen the overall economy,
putting Americans back to work.

I urge my colleagues to support small
business owners all across this country
and adopt this amendment. I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I rise in
opposition to the gentlelady’s amend-
ment.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Vir-
ginia is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, the rec-
ommendation in this bill includes $323
million for the Global Markets pro-
gram, which includes the U.S. and For-
eign Commercial Service. This amount
is $3 million more than the current op-
erating level. Despite the continued
fiscal constraints, the committee has
supported increases to the Inter-
national Trade Administration over
the last few fiscal years in order to
support deployment of additional com-
mercial service and staff at embassies.
But this offset totally takes it from
the Bureau of Prisons. It reduces the
Bureau of Prisons’ salaries and ex-
penses account by $3 million.

The prisons are overcrowded. We
have had several prison guards killed.
With our high- and medium-security
institutions exceeding 51 and 41 percent
of their rated capacity, the prisons are
overpacked. They are maxed out. And
so with a population of 215,000 inmates
and 2,500 more expected in 2015, the Bu-
reau of Prisons just can’t keep up. So
this bill helps them recover. We don’t
want to have another prison guard
killed. So I think where they take the
money from—I would urge a ‘‘no’’ vote
on this amendment, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chairman, I
move to strike the last word.

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

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chairman, I
rise in the first instance in support of
the focus of the gentlelady’s amend-
ment, but I have to oppose the amend-
ment because of the offset. One of the
prison guards that was murdered was
from my home State of Pennsylvania,
and I think that depleting $3 million
from this account at a time when we
have a situation where we have far too
many people in prison—and hopefully
through our criminal justice reform ef-
forts, we will do something about
that—but while we have people in pris-
on, we have a responsibility to admin-
ister these prisons safely, and I think
it will be unwise.

Now, I support wholeheartedly export
initiatives. We have increased this ac-
count each year. I have visited and
spent time focused on this. And the
chairman had mentioned a number of
initiatives. We also fund the
SelectUSA and the other parts of the
President’s export initiative. But I am
opposed to this amendment solely on
the basis of the offset as offered.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from California (Mrs. DAVIS).
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The amendment was rejected.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. REICHERT

Mr. REICHERT. Madam Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will report the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 3, line 10, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $1)”.

Page 4, line 21, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $1)’.

Page 7, line 17, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘“‘(reduced by $110,000,000)".

Page 52, line 18, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $110,000,000)’.

Page 53, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $110,000,000)".

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

Mr. REICHERT. Madam Chair, I rise
today to offer a critical amendment
with Representatives PASCRELL, KING,
GRIMM, WELCH, JOHNSON, REED,
ENYART, DEFAZIO, and others.

This amendment funds the highly
successful COPS hiring program at the
fiscal year 2014 level. Ensuring the
safety of our communities and neigh-
borhoods should be one of our first pri-
orities, and we cannot afford to do that
without a sufficient number of capable
police officers trained across our coun-
try.

I became a law enforcement officer
because I wanted to serve and help oth-
ers. I brought that same desire to Con-
gress. The COPS program helps others
do the same. We cannot protect this
Nation without adequate funding for
law enforcement. Their service is our
gain.

Madam Chairman, this program is
vital. I was in law enforcement for 33
years. I started out in a patrol car and
was actually hired in 1972 under a Fed-
eral grant. After 30 some years or so, I
became the sheriff of King County, and
I was able to use those grants again to
hire additional police officers in the
sheriff’s office, and those additional po-
lice officers are used to be a part of
Federal teams, Federal law enforce-
ment task force efforts, across this
country. To mention a few, the cyber
security task force we have in some of
the major cities across this country is
integral to protecting this Nation, not
only our entire country, but our com-
munities. You cannot do that with just
Federal resources.

We always talk about the Federal,
State, and local partnerships as Fed-
eral representatives, and the FBI came
to me when I was the sheriff and said
that we want to work with you; provide
a police officer to our joint terrorism
task force, provide a police officer to
our task force to fight gangs, and pro-
vide a police officer to be a part of our
DEA effort to impact the use of drugs
and reduce the use of drugs in our com-
munities.

Well, Madam Chairman, local police
departments and sheriff’s offices don’t
have the money to continue to supply
police officers to these Federal efforts.
But they know they are needed.
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I would like to join everyone in con-
gratulating the chairman on his distin-
guished career and his efforts here
today in support of protecting our
country. Mr. WOLF has done an out-
standing job over his years of service.
From my perspective, though, we real-
1y need to strengthen this partnership,
and the way that you do that is you
allow these grants to be fully funded,
you allow police chiefs and sheriffs
across this country to hire additional
police officers to be a part of a national
effort to reduce human trafficking.
And I know this is one of Mr. WOLF’s
passionate issues right now, as well as
other Members of Congress. It has been
highlighted, and we need to highlight
it still. But the Federal Government
cannot stop human trafficking alone.
They need the help of those local police
officers and detectives on the street. If
we don’t have the people, we won’t be
putting them on the street.

O 2030

If they are not on the street, if they
are not working these cases, they will
not solved, and if they are not solved,
Madam Chair, our children will be at
risk, so I stand today to offer this
amendment because I know it is the
right thing to do.

I know it creates a partnership, a
true partnership between the Federal,
the State, and the local agencies. It is
critical. It is vital to our local law en-
forcement communities to have access
to these grants, to be a part of the na-
tional effort, and to fight not only
local crime, but those crimes across
State borders; and international crimes
are something that we also get in-
volved in.

I thank you for the opportunity to
speak, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I move to
strike the last word.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Vir-
ginia is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. WOLF. I am going to accept the
amendment. My father was a police-
man—Philadelphia policeman, badge
3990.

I think Mr. REICHERT makes a very,
very powerful case, and I have great re-
spect for law enforcement. I just want
to put it in context. We are going to
accept the amendment, but article I,
section 2 of the Constitution requires a
census every 10 years.

This is one of the few areas where the
Constitution actually requires this
body to do something. Frankly, this
body, a lot of times, does nothing.
This, we are required to do it. This
amendment cuts funding for the peri-
odic census. Without getting into de-
tail, we will try to work this out when
we g0 to conference because I am sym-
pathetic.

We are going to start getting a lot
more amendments: cut census, it is not
for a few more years. But then the time
comes. However, I think Mr. REICHERT
makes a powerful case. We do respect
law enforcement, and he makes a pow-
erful case.
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We cannot solve the issue of sexual
trafficking with just Federal officers.
We need the sheriffs and the police de-
partments. Having said all that, there
will be some pain, and we will have to
work this thing out, but I accept the
amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FATTAH. I move to strike the
requisite number of words.

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

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I sup-
port the chairman in accepting this
amendment, but his warning about
census and the need for us not to as-
sume that we can walk out with a bill
with zero for census and live up to our
responsibilities—our constitutional re-
sponsibility—is not an appropriate no-
tion for this Congress, so I do support
this one. I am going to be opposing
many others.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. PASCRELL. Madam Chair, I
move to strike the last word.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
New Jersey is recognized.

Mr. PASCRELL. Madam Chair, I just
want to say to FRANK WOLF: you are
good man, and I wish you the best of
luck. You raised the respect of this in-
stitution, and that is pretty difficult to
do nowadays, FRANK. I wish you the
best of luck.

As cosponsor of this amendment,
along with some others, I want to
thank all of those folks who came
aboard. We have to struggle every 2 or
3 years. I think it is the responsibility
that we, in some way, support our local
communities, our county sheriff de-
partments.

The COPS program has been a great
success. In fact, the two most effective
and efficient programs in the Congress
of the United States are the COPS pro-
gram and the fire program—FIRE Act.
We know where every dime is going, we
know how it is spent, but we certainly
couldn’t accept a 61 percent cut for a
fiscal year.

So this is going to allow us, Madam
Chair, to hire over 1,000 police officers.
God knows we need them. When we
take our oaths, some of us who have
had good fortune every 2 years, God
willing, the first thing we talk about is
defending the United States, defending
the Constitution, and defending
against attacks from the outside, as
well as inside. We have an obligation
and responsibility.

So we are taking this very, very seri-
ously. The gentleman from Washington
and I were the cochairs of public safety
in the Congress, and we work on this
all year around, not just budget time.

So I am proud to work with the Con-
gressman from Washington, and I
thank, wholeheartedly, the gentleman
from Virginia and wish him the best of
luck. You have made a big difference in
this Congress, and I mean that sin-
cerely.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. GRIMM. Madam Chair, I move to
strike the last word.
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The CHAIR. The gentleman from
New York is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. GRIMM. Madam Chair, first, let
me start by thanking my colleagues,
Mr. REICHERT and Mr. PASCRELL, for
their continued leadership on this issue
and specifically in joining me on this
COPS amendment.

I would also like to recognize Chair-
man WOLF for all of his outstanding
service and specifically his work and
with the subcommittee for their efforts
to fund the critically important pro-
grams within this bill while facing a
very tight fiscal environment. I recog-
nize this is absolutely no easy task.

While I agree Congress must rein in
our spending, doing so at the expense
of men and women in uniform who risk
their lives every single day to protect
our communities is simply unaccept-
able. That is why I am proud to cospon-
sor this bipartisan amendment to re-
place the drastic cuts to the Commu-
nity Oriented Policing Services hiring
program.

While some will argue that the COPS
program is a bailout to our local gov-
ernments, the truth is that this fund-
ing can only be used to supplement—
not replace—State, local, and other
funds used to hire and rehire additional
police officers.

Further, unless an agency can dem-
onstrate severe fiscal distress, COPS
funding has specific limits based on
sworn force strength and service popu-
lation.

Let me give you an example. An
agency can only request funding to
hire or rehire no more than 5 percent of
their sworn force strength and agencies
with a service population of a million
or more are capped at 25 officers. These
limits ensure that the COPS program
promotes community safety in an effi-
cient and fiscally responsible manner.

The reality is that our local and
State budgets are also being reduced,
and this 60-plus percent reduction to
Federal COPS funding would exacer-
bate the many dangers police officers
face on a daily basis because of low
staffing levels.

I also support the COPS hiring pro-
gram’s incentive to promote veteran
hiring by giving additional consider-
ation to agencies that commit to hir-
ing or rehiring at least one military
veteran.

As of 2013, 336 veterans have been
hired with this funding. So considering
the good that the COPS program has
done and that it will continue to do in
creating good-paying, career-oriented
jobs and enhancing safety in our com-
munities across the Nation, I want to
urge my colleagues to support this
amendment.

In closing, I want to emphasize we
spoke about human trafficking and the
horrors entailed there, and we need
every effort we can to combat that, but
I also want to highlight the prescrip-
tion drug epidemic which plagues my
district and many districts throughout
this country.

If we are going to be able to fight to
keep our children safe and keep people

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

from overdosing on prescription drugs,
we are going to need more and more
police officers to combat this.

I seriously urge all of my colleagues
to support this amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Washington (Mr. REICHERT).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. KILDEE

Mr. KILDEE. Madam Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will report the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 3, line 10, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $8,000,000)"".

Page 63, line 22, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000)"’.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Michigan is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. KILDEE. Madam Chair, my
amendment would ensure that the
Interagency Trade Enforcement Center
under the International Trade Admin-
istration’s budget is funded at this
President’s requested level of $15 mil-
lion by moving $10 million from
NASA’s $4.2 billion exploration fund,
which is funded $191 million above the
President’s request.

Here is the problem: Mr. PETERS and
I, who offer this amendment, represent
the State of Michigan, but I assume
this problem, the problem of access to
markets across the globe for American
products, is one that other Members in
this body experience on a regular basis
and hear about all the time.

We may disagree, and I suspect that
we would disagree on the elements of
our trade policy and particularly the
elements in form that many of the
trade agreements that this country en-
ters into with other Nations.

In fact, there is a debate brewing now
over the extent to which we continue
to expand those international trade
agreements, but the one thing we
ought not to disagree on is whether or
not we enforce the existing structures
that are in place and ensure that
American-made products have access
to markets that should be open to us
and, under existing agreements, would
be open to us if we had the strength
and the resources to enforce those
agreements the way they ought to be
enforced, and this is having a real ef-
fect.

I represent Michigan, as I said, and
the auto sector particularly has suf-
fered greatly as a result of trade prac-
tices. Just recently, as a matter of
fact, the WTO sided with the U.S. in a
dispute with China on duties it imposes
on imported American vehicles, duties
ranging from 2 percent to 21.5 percent,
affecting two-thirds of the $8.5 billion
worth of American vehicles that are
sold into that market.

This amendment would ensure that
there are adequate resources to ensure
that we enforce existing trade policy.
American workers and companies are
harmed when other countries are al-
lowed to use unfair trade policies un-
fettered.
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This amendment would ensure that
the Interagency Trade Enforcement
Center has the necessary resources to
go after unfair trade barriers. It sends
a strong message to the world that: If
you violate global trade laws, the rules
will be enforced and that there will be
consequences for bad behavior.

American workers deserve this.
American companies deserve this. We
should stand strong. This amendment
would make sure that the resources are
available to do just that.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I move to
strike the last word.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Vir-
ginia is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. WOLF'. I rise in opposition to the
amendment. The amendment would
take away from NASA’s Commercial
Crew Program. This is a program
where we are paying the Russians—
Putin, who invaded the Crimea—Putin,
we are paying Putin—this takes it
away from that, allowing NASA to
fund fewer development and testing ac-
tivities.

It would increase the likeliness that
we will have to extend our reliance on
Russia for access to the space station.
The Russians have even said that we
are going to have to use a trampoline
to get to the space station. They are
going to stop cooperating after 2020.

I could say more, but I don’t think
we want to take money from that pro-
gram. Because of that, I urge a ‘‘no”
vote.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I move
to strike the requisite number of
words.

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

Mr. FATTAH. I support the intent of
the amendment. I can’t support the off-
set. It comes out of the general explo-
ration account of NASA, but it would
put additional strains on programs like
Commercial Crew and Commercial
Cargo, which are very, very impor-
tant—not just because we have to de-
pend on the Russians at the moment to
take astronauts to the space station,
this was put in place years ago—but
given the political circumstances, and
the chairman is right, there have been
threats to whether or not we will have
access to transport.

We do have to think about accel-
erating our Commercial Crew Program.
It has been very successful to date, in
terms of cargo, but we have not uti-
lized the commercial cargo system yet
to actually put human beings into
lower Earth orbit on private spaceships
like SpaceX or Orbital Science, so it is
a concern now that this offset would be
used.

So I think what I am saying is that
I hope the gentleman will consider the
fact that we will look at this issue in
conference and try to find other ways
to do it, but I cannot support this off-
set. It would not be a responsible thing
for us to do, given where we are.
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I yield back the balance of my time.
J 2045

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr, Kildee).

The amendment was rejected.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

BUREAU OF INDUSTRY AND SECURITY
OPERATIONS AND ADMINISTRATION

For necessary expenses for export adminis-
tration and national security activities of
the Department of Commerce, including
costs associated with the performance of ex-
port administration field activities both do-
mestically and abroad; full medical coverage
for dependent members of immediate fami-
lies of employees stationed overseas; em-
ployment of citizens of the United States
and aliens by contract for services abroad;
payment of tort claims, in the manner au-
thorized in the first paragraph of section 2672
of title 28, United States Code, when such
claims arise in foreign countries; not to ex-
ceed $13,500 for official representation ex-
penses abroad; awards of compensation to in-
formers under the Export Administration
Act of 1979, and as authorized by section 1(b)
of the Act of June 15, 1917 (40 Stat. 223; 22
U.S.C. 401(b)); and purchase of passenger
motor vehicles for official use and motor ve-
hicles for law enforcement use with special
requirement vehicles eligible for purchase
without regard to any price limitation other-
wise established by law, $103,500,000, to re-
main available until expended: Provided,
That the provisions of the first sentence of
section 105(f) and all of section 108(c) of the
Mutual Educational and Cultural Exchange
Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2455(f) and 2458(c)) shall
apply in carrying out these activities: Pro-
vided further, That payments and contribu-
tions collected and accepted for materials or
services provided as part of such activities
may be retained for use in covering the cost
of such activities, and for providing informa-
tion to the public with respect to the export
administration and national security activi-
ties of the Department of Commerce and
other export control programs of the United
States and other governments.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. LANGEVIN

Mr. LANGEVIN. Madam Chair, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will report the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 4, line 21, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000) (increased by
$5,000,000)"".

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Rhode Island is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. LANGEVIN. Madam Chair, the
amendment that I offer today address-
es a topic that is of the utmost impor-
tance to our national defense, that is,
cybersecurity.

Before I go into the particulars, 1
would like to first acknowledge the im-
portant work of my colleague, Chair-
man WOLF, on this vital issue. Al-
though he is retiring at the end of the
year, he has certainly left a legacy of
support for cybersecurity funding
which he and Ranking Member FATTAH
have continued in this bill. I thank
them both for their important work.

Madam Chair, bad actors in cyber-
space are growing in number and in so-
phistication, and as policymakers we
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have an imperative to act in the public
interest. When Congress came up short
in its efforts to enact comprehensive
cybersecurity legislation in the 112th
Congress, the administration rightly
acted as best it could to advance the
ball on cybersecurity. The President
issued an executive order on this topic,
and among the many things it did, it
charged the National Institute for
Standards and Technology with the
creation of a framework for cybersecu-
rity, and it ensured an open process,
engaging all parties from across the
spectrum of industry, government, and
academia.

Madam Chair, my simple amendment
endorses the use of routine Department
of Commerce surveys in order to meas-
ure the extent to which businesses
have adopted the NIST voluntary cy-
bersecurity framework. In fact, my
amendment will ensure that the Bu-
reau of Industry and Security’s Office
of Technology Evaluation uses its De-
fense Production Act authority to con-
duct a survey about use of the NIST
framework.

While I applaud the President’s focus
on cybersecurity, and the NIST process
has been widely regarded as a laudable
example of public-private partnership,
much more needs to be done, and the
administration cannot go it alone. It
will take congressional action to ad-
dress issues such as incentives, liabil-
ity protections, information sharing,
and breach notification.

However, while we continue to work
toward passage of bipartisan cyberse-
curity legislation, it is important that
we measure how well the NIST frame-
work is faring. Our routine Commerce
Department survey, using existing au-
thority under the Defense Production
Act, will enable an assessment of the
NIST framework’s adoption rate, a key
component of its effectiveness.

Information sharing is also an impor-
tant part of the framework, so the sur-
vey will also allow BIS to ask compa-
nies what, if any, information from the
government they have used and how
they have used it. This brief survey
should be designed in a way to mini-
mize the burden on companies: deter-
mining if their using the framework or
information shared from the govern-
ment does not require an exhaustive
survey of their cybersecurity practices.

The NIST framework is a model for
cybersecurity. It doesn’t demand ad-
herence to a particular set of stand-
ards, nor does it proscribe certain ac-
tivities. Instead, it describes processes
that entities can adopt to help them
decide which standards and risk levels
are appropriate for their own situa-
tions.

I believe that this framework is a
useful tool for companies to help them
navigate new threats in the informa-
tion age. I know that some of my col-
leagues believe otherwise, but without
hard data, these sentiments would be
just that: beliefs. Measuring adoption
of the framework is a concrete step in
the right direction that we can take to
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help develop our own best practices for
what works in the realm of cyber pol-
icy.

So with that, Madam Chair, we have
all heard about major cyber attacks in
the news, including the Target breach
and the Heartbleed security vulnerabil-
ity. Just this month alone we have
seen the Department of Justice indict
Chinese soldiers for hacks of American
companies. We have seen the breach of
up to 145 million emails, birth dates,
and passwords from a major Internet
commerce site. We have even seen the
Department of Homeland Security
warned about a successful attack on a
public utility that compromised the
utility’s control system network.

My amendment will not solve all of
these problems at once, but it will help
policymakers here and in the adminis-
tration take effective and informed
steps to protect our networks from
cyber attacks.

So with that, let me again congratu-
late Chairman WOLF and thank him for
his distinguished service to this body.

I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I move to
strike the requisite number of words.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Vir-
ginia is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, the gen-
tleman is absolutely right. I com-
pletely agree with him. We will make
every effort to make sure this is in
there. He has been ahead of almost ev-
erybody else here, but I accept the
amendment. I think it is a very good
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I rise in
support of the amendment also.

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

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I thank
the chairman for agreeing to accept it.

I want to spend a second on this.
There is no more important an issue
facing our country in terms of national
security than this question of cyberse-
curity, and Chairman WOLF has been at
the very forefront of this.

We have seen the unfortunate cir-
cumstance, for instance, with a cor-
poration like Target. Target has in-
vested over a billion dollars in revital-
izing libraries in our schools in our
country. They have done a lot of great
work. They were victimized by cyber
criminals emanating from, apparently,
Ukraine. I think that whatever assist-
ance we are providing to the new gov-
ernment there should be contingent on
making sure that the cyber threat
emanating from Ukraine visited upon
our companies here should be part of
the considerations.

The chairman has also pointed out
what has now become obvious, given
the DOJ’s action, that China is also
quite active in this realm. We have
seen this problem in places like Nige-
ria. We can go around the globe. If we
are going to protect ourselves, we are
going to have to take action.
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I thank the chairman for accepting
this amendment. I think this is an ap-
propriate improvement to the base bill,
and I yield back the remainder of my
time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Rhode Island (Mr. LANGEVIN).

The amendment was agreed to.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Madam Chair,
parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIR. The gentleman will state
his parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Would a mo-
tion be in order to suspend the rules
and bring up an amendment that was
in the previous section at this time?

The CHAIR. That motion is not

available in the Committee of the
Whole.
Mr. WEBER of Texas. Thank you,

Madam Chair.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT ASSISTANCE
PROGRAMS

For grants for economic development as-
sistance as provided by the Public Works and
Economic Development Act of 1965, for trade
adjustment assistance, for the cost of loan
guarantees authorized by section 26 of the
Stevenson-Wydler Technology Innovation
Act of 1980 (15 U.S.C. 3721), and for grants,
$210,500,000, to remain available until ex-
pended; of which $5,000,000 shall be for
projects to facilitate the relocation, to the
United States, of a source of employment lo-
cated outside the United States; and of
which $5,000,000 shall be for loan guarantees
under such section 26: Provided, That the
costs for loan guarantees, including the cost
of modifying such loans, shall be as defined
in section 502 of the Congressional Budget
Act of 1974: Provided further, That these funds
for loan guarantees under such section 26 are
available to subsidize total loan principal,
any part of which is to be guaranteed, not to
exceed $70,000,000.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CICILLINE

Mr. CICILLINE. Madam Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will report the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page b, line 17, strike ‘‘grants’ and insert
“grants, including grants authorized under
section 27 of the Stevenson-Wydler Tech-
nology Innovation Act of 1980 (15 U.S.C.
3722)”.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I reserve a
point of order on the gentleman’s
amendment.

The CHAIR. A point of order is re-
served.

The gentleman from Rhode Island is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. CICILLINE. Madam Chair, I
thank and acknowledge the work of
Chairman WOLF and our Ranking Mem-
ber FATTAH for their exhaustive work
on this appropriations bill.

Madam Chair, in an effort to drive in-
novation and regional collaboration,
the America COMPETES Reauthoriza-
tion Act of 2010 established a Regional
Innovation Program within the Eco-
nomic Development Administration.
This program is intended to encourage
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and support the development of re-
gional innovation strategies, including
regional innovation clusters and
science and research parks.

For the past few years, the President
has consistently requested $25 million
to fund the Regional Innovation Strat-
egies Program. The program was pro-
vided $10 million in funding in the fis-
cal year 2014 omnibus appropriations
bill passed by this Chamber a few
months ago.

Funding for the Regional Innovation
Program supports the Economic Devel-
opment Agency’s interagency effort to
build regional innovation clusters, in-
cluding the Jobs and Innovation Accel-
erator Challenge and the Make It In
America challenge. This program helps
to ensure we build a cohesive, competi-
tive economy by aggregating existing
investments and technical assistance
from multiple Federal agencies to de-
velop a network of interconnected
firms and institutions. Together, this
network and other regional stake-
holders can use this funding to accel-
erate job growth, spur business forma-
tion and expansion, encourage innova-
tion, invest in workforce training, and
support small business development.

For example, the i6 Challenge grants
funded within the Regional Innovation
Program have already helped univer-
sities and research centers across the
country invest in efforts to scale up
groundbreaking ideas. This means pro-
viding these innovators with the nec-
essary resources to accelerate commer-
cialization and to attract venture cap-
ital for the most promising tech-
nologies. To compete in the 21st cen-
tury and win, America must invest in
scaling up promising technology and
innovative ideas.

In the long-term, these ideas will
help ensure our Nation remains at the
cutting edge. Importantly, investing
now will help jump-start our competi-
tive advantage in terms of producing
emerging technologies and supporting
advanced manufacturing. Through the
Regional Innovation Program, local
leaders are empowered to maximize ex-
isting assets and are provided resources
to ensure that historically underrep-
resented communities, including those
hardest hit by unemployment and eco-
nomic decline, are able to participate
in and benefit from a growth in a re-
gional cluster.

The Regional Innovation Program
has traditionally garnered support
from both Republicans and Democrats.
It is a truly bipartisan, evidence-based
method for creating jobs.

My amendment is simple and
straightforward. It would not create a
new program or new authorization. It
does not increase or decrease funding
for a single account in the appropria-
tions bill. Instead, this amendment
simply serves to include the Regional
Innovation Program within the bill and
to bring focus to this vitally important
job-creating initiative as this appro-
priations process moves forward.

In addition, the Regional Innovation
Program has consistently been specifi-
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cally supported and cited with a sepa-
rate line item in previous Senate CJS
Appropriations Committee reports.

To close, I strongly believe we must
recognize that innovation is critically
important to America’s ability to com-
pete in the 21st century global econ-
omy. Supporting the development of
regional innovation clusters strength-
ens our capacity to create and retain
new jobs and sustain our economic re-
covery. The Regional Innovation Pro-
gram will help Federal, State, and
local entities leverage existing re-
sources, spur regional collaboration,
and support economic recovery and job
creation in high-growth industries.

I recognize, after conferring with
Chairman WOoOLF, that there is a point
of order that has been raised on this.

Madam Chair, I ask unanimous con-
sent to withdraw this amendment and
look forward to working with the
chairman and the committee to see
that this program is both reauthorized
and funded.

The CHAIR. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Rhode
Island?

There was no objection.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. POMPEO

Mr. POMPEO. Madam Chair, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will report the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 5, lines 17 through 21, after each dol-
lar amount, insert ‘“‘(reduced to $0)”’.

Page 6, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert “‘(reduced to $0)”’.

Page 100, line 17, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $247,500,000).

O 2100

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
Kansas is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. POMPEO. Madam Chairwoman,
today, I rise to ask my fellow Members
of Congress to take one small step to-
wards fiscal sanity.

Chairman WOLF has done very nice
work on this bill, but we are all famil-
iar with agencies that have outlived
their usefulness and no longer can
withstand budget scrutiny. In these
times, if we don’t set priorities, noth-
ing is a priority. Here is one oppor-
tunity for all of us to make one tiny
step towards getting rid of what is now
over $17 trillion in debt.

We often talk on our side of the aisle
about having a spending problem. Here
is a chance for all of us on both sides of
the aisle to begin to attack that. We
have an opportunity.

Part of the Department of Com-
merce, the Economic Development Ad-
ministration, was established in 1965 as
an element of President Lyndon John-
son’s Great Society. The current ad-
ministration and, to be frank, many
administrations, have used this for
their own pork barrel projects and
their own cookie jar. The EDA has
spent over $3.2 billion in grants and
does nothing more than pick amongst
winners and losers by region, industry,
and community. At its very core, the
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EDA is nothing more than the purest of
wealth distribution programs.

My amendment would eliminate
funding for the EDA, totaling $247 mil-
lion in fiscal year 2015, and send this
money to the deficit reduction ac-
count. Based on current levels, elimi-
nating EDA will save over $2.5 billion
over the next decade.

Even though I ran two small busi-
nesses for 16 years, I had never heard of
the Economic Development Adminis-
tration before coming to Congress. I
suspect many of my colleagues are
similarly situated.

First, let me describe what the EDA
does. It takes dollars from all across
the country. That money comes to
Washington where the EDA takes 20
percent of it off the top. That is the
cost of the administrative burden of
running the Economic Development
Administration. They then ask compa-
nies and communities to apply for
“free money’’ from the Federal Govern-
ment to renovate a movie theater or to
build a new industrial park.

While many much these projects
aren’t necessarily bad, some are just
plain ridiculous. These are local
projects that either have enough sup-
port from their local communities so
they could certainly advance without
Federal funding or they require Fed-
eral money because the local commu-
nity won’t support them. Either way,
the Federal Government has no role in
being involved.

You might not be familiar with EDA
projects, so let me just talk about a
couple of them.

In 2008, the Economic Development
Administration provided $2 million to
begin construction of the UNLV Harry
Reid Research and Technology Park in
Las Vegas, Nevada. Currently, this
technology park features a paved road
and a Web site claiming to be the first
anticipated tenant moving in in 2010.
No construction has even begun.

In 2010, $25 million was spent by the
EDA for a Global Climate Mitigation
Incentive Fund and $2 million for a
“‘culinary amphitheater,” wine-tasting
room, and gift shop in Washington
State.

The EDA then gave New Mexico $1.5
million to renovate a theater in 2012.

In 2013 it gave Massachusetts $1.4
million to promote video games.

Back in the 1980s, the EDA used tax-
payer dollars to build replicas of the
Great Wall of China and the Egyptian
pyramids in the middle of Indiana.
They were never completed. It is now a
dumping ground for tires.

After doling out your tax dollars, the
Economic Development Administra-
tion often, along with a local Congress-
man or Senator, takes credit for these
projects. They go to ribbon cuttings.
The EDA is a frequent flyer, traveling
all around the country, for just such
ceremonies.

I first heard about the EDA in one
such project. I was sitting in a com-
mittee where the director of the EDA
proudly took credit for the jobs created
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at a $1.6 billion new steel plant. There
was a $1.4 million grant, less than one-
tenth of 1 percent of the project. My
guess is that the company’s CFO knew
nothing of the EDA grant.

Cutting the EDA, however, is not just
a conservative idea, it is a good idea,
and one that gets us closer to fiscal
sanity here in America.

Madam Chairwoman, my amendment
is fairly modest given the amount of
debt we are piling onto our children
and grandchildren. But this is an im-
portant vote to show that Members of
this body are serious about limiting
the size and scope of our Federal Gov-
ernment.

I urge passage of this amendment,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I move to
strike the requisite number of words.

The Acting CHAIR (Ms. FoxX). The
gentleman from Virginia is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I rise in
opposition to the gentleman’s amend-
ment.

This bill before the House today also
includes for the EDA $5 million to sup-
port projects to facilitate relocation to
the United States of jobs currently
being done overseas. If you have an
iPhone, it is made in China. GE has
moved plants off of the United States
to China. This is in order to fund. It
will enable EDA to help work with
American businesses to bring back, to
repatriate, their manufacturing activi-
ties back to the United States.

It does not support any projects in
my district, but it does support
projects in some very, very poor dis-
tricts throughout the United States.
These are areas that are struggling.
Because of that, sometimes EDA is
only a lifeline, a path, to more eco-
nomic sustainability.

I oppose the amendment, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chairman, I
move to strike the last word.

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

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chairman,
first of all, in terms of the previous
amendment that was withdrawn, it is
very important that we note that inno-
vation is the driving force in our econ-
omy. The World Economic Forum said:
America’s economy is built on innova-
tion. So I want to just add my voice in
terms of that amendment, but in terms
of the offering relative to the Eco-
nomic Development Administration.

The Speaker of the House earlier was
saying that as you listen to Americans,
they are concerned about jobs. Well,
one entity in the Federal government
has a track record of developing jobs in
each of our 50 States. Just recently
they announced a 300,000-mile initia-
tive in Alaska. Now, Alaska is a little
bit away from my hometown in Phila-
delphia, Pennsylvania, but wherever
you look in our country, the EDA has
been working. It stitches together com-
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munities of interest, builds support in
jobs. It is a program that the majority
would love because it is not decisions
from on high. These are decisions that
are made at the local level about where
to build industry, what types of indus-
tries to attract. It has a proven record
decade after decade stitched through-
out America, not one piece of unbroken
cloth, but kind of like a quilt, many
colors, many different pieces patched
together.

So I support the EDA, I oppose this
amendment, and I hope that we give a
resounding vote in support of the Eco-
nomic Development Administration. If
we can spend American taxpayers’
money in far off places in this world
building economies under the notion
that that is how you strengthen democ-
racies and provide peaceful places in
the world, then we can take American
taxpayers’ money and invest it in com-
munities right here at home so that
Americans can go to work.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam
Chairman, I move to strike the last
word.

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

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. My con-
gressional district, Madam Chairman,
encompasses rural parts of southern
and eastern Kentucky. The region has
historically lagged behind others in the
Commonwealth and in the country.
Particularly in recent years, as we
have reeled from a crushing downturn
in the coal industry that has cost my
district some 8,000 good-paying mining
jobs in just the last few months, we
have had to think and act strategically
to revitalize our economic engine. Cre-
ating jobs in a mountainous region
without sufficient roadways or suitable
water infrastructure might seem an
unsurmountable challenge. But I have
always encouraged my constituents
and community leaders to ‘‘plan their
work, and work their plan.” With the
help of EDA, this is what we have been
doing.

The Economic Development Adminis-
tration is one of the few entities in our
Federal Government uniquely qualified
to address the needs of communities
with chronically high unemployment
issues or facing enormous setbacks due
to natural disasters. EDA’s grants,
awarded in a competitive fashion, le-
verage over $10 from the private sector
for every Federal dollar invested and
are targeted at facilities that are es-
sential for private industry to remain
or locate in these underachieving
areas. As a result of these targeted in-
vestments in water systems, workforce
training centers, intermodal facilities,
or broadband networks, struggling
communities across the country have
seen the creation of hundreds of thou-
sands of jobs in just the last decade.

I wholeheartedly concur with the
sponsor of the amendment that the
role of the Federal Government is not
to create jobs, but instead to create the
conditions favorable for private sector
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job creation. By partnering with local
area development districts, leveraging
public and private dollars, and engag-
ing the local workforce, EDA does just
that.

This bill provides $247.5 million for
the agency, which is already below the
President’s request; rejects the admin-
istration’s request to shift funds away
from vital public works programs; and
supports a loan guarantee program to
develop innovative manufacturing
technologies that will keep rural areas
competitive nationally and globally.
With unemployment in rural areas
around the country still hovering well
above the national average, particu-
larly in coal country, the victims of
the war on coal, this is an investment
we cannot afford to lose.

I urge a ‘‘no” vote on the amend-
ment, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. POMPEO).

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

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Madam
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote.

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

Mr. CANTOR. Madam Chairman, I
move to strike the last word.

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

Mr. CANTOR. Madam Chairman, let
me begin by expressing my admiration
for my colleague from Virginia, the
chairman of the Commerce, Justice,
Science Subcommittee, FRANK WOLF.
The Commonwealth of Virginia, the
Nation, and, indeed, individuals from
around the world owe Chairman WOLF
a deep debt of gratitude for his years of
service.

The positive impacts of FRANK
WoLF’s efforts literally span the globe
as he has been a leader in the fight for,
and defense of, human rights and reli-
gious freedom around the world. Chair-
man WOLF is a principled leader, and I
and the rest of my colleagues will miss
his leadership in this House in the
years to come.

Madam Chairman, I also rise to ad-
dress the issue of funding for research
through the National Science Founda-
tion. I believe the Federal Government
has an important role to play in basic
research, including the research con-
ducted by the National Science Foun-
dation.

The dollars we invest in research in
the physical and biological sciences, in
particular, have the potential to cure
diseases and create new innovations
that will become the building blocks
for future economic growth and pros-
perity.

But I have been troubled that the ad-
ministration has been spending scarce
Federal resources allocated to the Na-
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tional Science Foundation, not on
these hard sciences, but instead on po-
litical and social science research, in-
cluding, for example, the attitude of
Americans on the filibuster, studying
“what makes politics interesting,” and
how politicians change their Web sites.

The National Science Foundation
even spent $700,000 to fund a musical—
a musical, not research—on climate
change.

My colleague, LAMAR SMITH, the
chairman of the Science, Space, and
Technology Committee, has been lead-
ing an effort to reform the NSF to
eliminate wasteful spending and
prioritize research that has the poten-
tial of truly benefiting our Nation.

Chairman SMITH’'S committee cur-
rently has a National Science Founda-
tion reform bill under consideration.
That bill takes important steps to set
appropriate national priorities. I thank
him for his efforts on this important
front.

In addition, Chairman SMITH is offer-
ing an amendment that will be offered
tomorrow to this bill that would seek
to leave funding for the social, behav-
ioral, and economic sciences direc-
torate at the current year levels and
then allocate the $15 million increase
requested by the President to other re-
search priorities.

I fully support Chairman SMITH’S
amendment and urge my colleagues to
support it as well. This is the first step
of many that I hope we will take to
protect taxpayers while at the same
time ensuring that high priority re-
search is appropriately funded. I look
forward to continuing to work with
Chairman SMITH on this initiative.

With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.
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Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I move
to strike the requisite number of
words.

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

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, first of
all, I appreciate the majority leader. I
know for certain that he has an inter-
est, particularly in these areas that he
has spoken about, because on one day,
at the end of a long week, the two of us
ventured over to the National Insti-
tutes of Health to sit and learn a little
bit more about the merit-based selec-
tion process for investment and inves-
tigations to end diseases, and LAMAR
SMITH, who is a great Member, led the
effort on patent reform.

However, I think that both are mis-
guided in this attempt to move away
from the world-renowned merit-based
selection process at the National
Science Foundation.

All of our competitors are actually
trying to mimic the merit-based selec-
tion process that the National Science
Foundation utilizes, and it is critically
important that the National Science
Board, in the ways that these decisions
are made, is not going to be influenced
by politics.
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That was in the wisdom of the cre-
ation of this, and it has worked so well
that we now lead the world. If we want
to continue to lead the world, the last
thing we want to do is to interject poli-
tics into the decisionmaking process of
what basic scientific research should be
supported.

There are more proposals that come
in than can be funded that are done on
a peer-review, science-only basis, and I
think it would be a very unwise signal
for this Congress to send if we were to
move in this direction.

I hope that our colleagues, even
though we have great respect for the
majority leader, would act with more
respect for basic science and for a
merit-based selection process.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of administering
the economic development assistance pro-
grams as provided for by law, $37,000,000: Pro-
vided, That these funds may be used to mon-
itor projects approved pursuant to title I of
the Public Works Employment Act of 1976,
title II of the Trade Act of 1974, and the Com-
munity Emergency Drought Relief Act of
19717.

MINORITY BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT AGENCY

MINORITY BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT

For necessary expenses of the Department
of Commerce in fostering, promoting, and
developing minority business enterprise, in-
cluding expenses of grants, contracts, and
other agreements with public or private or-
ganizations, $30,000,000.

ECONOMIC AND STATISTICAL ANALYSIS
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses, as authorized by
law, of economic and statistical analysis pro-
grams of the Department of Commerce,
$99,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2016.

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses for collecting, com-
piling, analyzing, preparing and publishing
statistics, provided for by law, $248,000,000:
Provided, That, from amounts provided here-
in, funds may be used for promotion, out-
reach, and marketing activities: Provided
further, That the Bureau of the Census shall
collect data for the Annual Social and Eco-
nomic Supplement to the Current Popu-
lation Survey using the same health insur-
ance questions included in previous years,
prior to the revised questions implemented
in the Current Population Survey beginning
in February 2014.

PERIODIC CENSUSES AND PROGRAMS

For necessary expenses for collecting, com-
piling, analyzing, preparing and publishing
statistics for periodic censuses and programs
provided for by law, $858,500,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2016: Provided,
That, from amounts provided herein, funds
may be used for promotion, outreach, and
marketing activities: Provided further, That
within the amounts appropriated, $1,551,000
shall be transferred to the ‘‘Office of Inspec-
tor General” account for activities associ-
ated with carrying out investigations and
audits related to the Bureau of the Census.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GIBSON

Mr. GIBSON. Madam Chair, I have an

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 7, line 17, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $4,000,000)".

Page 30, line 24, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $4,000,000)’.

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

Mr. GIBSON. First of all, let me
begin by recognizing my friend, Chair-
man WOLF, for his long and distin-
guished career in public service—a role
model for all of us. Let me say also
how impressed all of us are with the
teamwork of Chairman WOLF’s and of
Ranking Member FATTAH’s in putting
together this piece of legislation. I am
giving it my highest endorsement here.

Madam Chair, I rise today to offer an
amendment about an issue that is of
grave concern to us in upstate New
York, which is of the heroin and opiate
epidemic that is going on.

From the stories I have read, this is
actually an issue across our country. I
will note that the Governor of Vermont
spent the time in his State of the State
to address this issue. We certainly have
to do more on this score.

I have convened meetings in which I
have had an opportunity to listen very
carefully to district attorneys, to law
enforcement professionals, to medical
professionals, and to the families of
those affected. Without any doubt, we
are going to have to do more to address
this issue. I see it in three basic cat-
egories. One is doing more on preven-
tion. The second is enforcement. The
third is treatment. Treatment is han-
dled in the Labor-HHS bill, and I look
forward to our addressing that in the
weeks to come. Tonight, we can ad-
dress prevention and enforcement.

I do want to commend the com-
mittee, and I do want to read of some
specific areas of the bill in which the
committee, I think, has done great on
this issue.

In DEA Language:

Prescription drug and heroin abuse—the
committee is extremely concerned about the
continued threat posed by prescription drug
abuse, as well as about the resurgence of her-
oin abuse and overdoses that appear con-
nected to the enforcement of laws against
prescription drug diversion. The committee
has included in its recommendation funding
to support the enhancement of DEA’s inves-
tigative efforts to deal with these growing
threats and directs DEA to report to the
committee no later than 60 days after the en-
actment of this Act on the numbers of actual
and estimated heroin investigations in fiscal
years 2013 through 2015, the amounts and
street value of heroin associated with such
investigations and prosecutions resulting
from investigations.

In the DOJ General Administration:

Heroin—the committee notes with concern
the increase in heroin abuse. The Depart-
ment shall report no later than 90 days after
the enactment of this act on potential ways
to address this problem, such as prevention,
law enforcement strategies, prescription
drug disposal site expansion, and other evi-
dence-based approaches.

Then, finally, in Organized Crime
Drug Enforcement Task Force:
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Heroin—the recent surge in heroin use,
overdose deaths, and trafficking volumes
shows it to be one of the gravest problems
now facing law enforcement and the drug
treatment community. DEA noted in its 2013
threat assessment a trend of users switching
to heroin from prescription drug abuse as
one explanation for a rise in overdose deaths
and warned that persons addicted to opioid
prescription pills now find highly pure her-
oin easier and cheaper to obtain. The com-
mittee urges the Department to intensify its
use of task forces to address this disturbing
trend.

I commend the committee for their
work on this.

I rise to offer an amendment to in-
crease, by $4 million, the funding for
the account that addresses the Orga-
nized Crime Drug Enforcement Task
Force. This will help our country—and
my district in particular—in dealing
with high-level traffickers and gangs
that are selling heroin and opioids. I
think this will help.

It will be part of an overarching
strategy, and I think it synchronizes
with the committee, so I urge my col-
leagues to support the amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I move to
strike the requisite number of words.

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

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I have no
objection to the amendment. I think it
is a very good amendment, and I share
the gentleman’s concern.

Out in the western part of my dis-
trict, in the Shenandoah Valley, I
think they had one heroin death in 2011
or in 2012. In 2013 and this year, they
are surpassing that, and it is only May.
This is going to be an epidemic. It is
hitting the country.

They are actually finding that grow-
ers of marijuana in Mexico are getting
out of that business and are growing
poppies. So I think it is a very good
amendment, and I urge the support of
it.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I move
to strike the last word.

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

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I also
rise in support of the amendment.

This is a crisis any way you look at
it in my home State of Pennsylvania
whether it is in the Pocono Mountains
area or in the city of Philadelphia. All
throughout the country, we see this
epidemic. People are losing their lives,
and extraordinary action needs to be
taken.

I do want to say that our side, even
though we support this particular
amendment, is concerned about the off-
set. Just so that we can start to make
sure that everyone understands that we
are concerned about it, we will want a
recorded vote on this, and I will vote in
favor of it as we do have a responsi-
bility at some point to think about
funding the census. So I will stop
there.
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I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. GIBSON).

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIR. For what purpose
does the gentleman from California
seek recognition?

Mr. McNERNEY. Madam Chair, I
have an amendment at the desk.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I ask for
a recorded vote on the last one.

The Acting CHAIR. The Committee
had already progressed to the next
amendment.

Mr. FATTAH. I indicated in my re-
marks that we were asking for a re-
corded vote.

Would you like to read back my re-
marks?

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair did not
see any Member seeking recognition
for that purpose at the time the result
of the voice vote was called.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I re-
spect your decision then, and we will
proceed. Thank you.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MCNERNEY

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment offered by the
gentleman from California.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 7, line 17, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)"".

Page 52, line 18, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $3,000,000)"".

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

Mr. MCNERNEY. First, I want to rec-
ognize Chairman WOLF for his service
to this body and to this country, and I
want to recognize the chairman and
Ranking Member FATTAH for their
work on this bill.

Madam Chair, my amendment takes
$3 million from the Census Bureau and
transfers it to the COPS grant pro-
gram, with the intent that this $3 mil-
lion will go toward the COPS Tech-
nology grants program at the Depart-
ment of Justice.

I am proud to represent California’s
Ninth Congressional District and the
work our law enforcement agencies are
doing in our region. However, they
need additional support. Several cities
in my district have violent crime rates
that are well above State averages.

Law enforcement agencies are under-
staffed and are struggling to retain and
recruit officers. These first responders
are doing their best to stretch budgets
in tough economic times while trying
to manage crime activity.

This is an extremely difficult task
that stresses police departments, offi-
cers, their families, and our neighbor-
hoods. Consequently, it is even more
important that our communities and
law enforcement work together to en-
sure crime fighting is as effective as
possible while also yielding the best re-
sults.

One way to accomplish this goal is
through improvements in technology.
This increases effectiveness. It stream-
lines capabilities and increases infor-
mation sharing. Most importantly, it



May 28, 2014

improves the public’s and officers’ safe-
ty.

Through 2010, the COPS Technology
program helped more than 3,000 law en-
forcement agencies acquire essential
technology to help meet the needs of
their regions. That demand for tech-
nology funding by law enforcement
agencies across the country has in-
creased in the past 4 years.

I recently met with the chief of po-
lice from a city in my district who
asked how his department could obtain
funding for an innovative project that
will help officers identify the exact lo-
cation of gun shops within the city.
This pilot project in a very small area
has been extremely successful.

These technology grants would be
awarded on a competitive basis, ensur-
ing that each applicant has a fair op-
portunity to receive money and to ac-
quire and deploy crime fighting tech-
nologies.

I do understand the concerns about
taking money from the Census Bureau
as it begins its preparations for the
2020 census, but I believe that individ-
uals, families, and businesses in high
crime areas would greatly benefit from
the COPS Technology grant funding in
the short and in the long term. This
technology will save lives.

Lastly, I want to mention that the
International Association of Chiefs of
Police supports my amendment, and I
urge the adoption of the amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I move to
strike the requisite number of words.

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

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I announce
that we are going to postpone the 2020
census and move it to 2021 or maybe to
2022.

I am going to accept the amendment,
but if we keep taking it from the cen-
sus, there will be no census unless it is
going to be done on a voluntary basis,
and we can ask people if they will. I
think it is a good amendment.

I understand what you are trying to
do, but if we keep fining census, cen-
sus, census, then there will be no cen-
sus. I accept the gentleman’s amend-
ment. He makes a very powerful case,
and I think it is a very good issue.

I yield back the balance of my time.

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

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

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

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

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BRIDENSTINE

Mr. BRIDENSTINE. Madam Chair, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the amendment.
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The Clerk read as follows:

Page 7, line 17, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $12,000,000)"".

Page 13, line 21, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $12,000,000)’.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Oklahoma is recognized for 5 min-
utes.
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Mr. BRIDENSTINE. Madam Chair,
my amendment transfers $12 million
from the Census Bureau to the Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration’s Office of Oceanic and
Atmospheric Research for the specific
purpose of weather research.

We now know that technology exists
that can predict tornadoes nearly 1
hour in advance. This technology will
move us toward a day when we have
zero deaths from tornadoes.

My amendment today will direct
funds to research and technology vital
to saving lives and property. I want to
thank Chairman WOLF for working
with us towards this goal.

The $12 million added by this amend-
ment is for weather research in
NOAA’s office of Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Research, as authorized in my
House-passed, bipartisan Weather Fore-
casting Improvement Act. Specifically,
this increase provides for a total of $76
million for weather laboratories and
cooperative institutes to advance ob-
servational, computing, and modeling
capabilities and quantitative assess-
ment tools for measuring the value of
data and specific observing systems.
The funding will accelerate research,
development, and the development of
critical technologies like new aerial
weather observing systems; trans-
formative global, national, and re-
gional weather models; advancing high-
performance computing using graphic
processing information technology net-
works; and observing system simula-
tion experiments to deliver substantial
data improvements in weather fore-
casting and prediction of high-impact
weather events such as those associ-
ated with hurricanes and tornadoes.
This will save countless American lives
in the future and allow our citizens to
better protect their personal property.
This should be NOAA’s highest pri-
ority.

Another critical part of the Weather
Forecasting Improvement Act is a
joint technology transfer initiative be-
tween NOAA Research and the Na-
tional Weather Service. I urge the
Weather Service to follow through on
this House’s bipartisan voice vote back
in April and transfer the full $20 mil-
lion authorized in that legislation to
NOAA Research to carry out the tran-
sition of the latest scientific and tech-
nological advances into the Weather
Service operations. This will sunset
outdated and expensive operational
methods and tools to enable the cost-
effective transfer of new methods and
tools into operations.

Madam Chair, NOAA is the only Fed-
eral agency tasked with providing ac-
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curate and timely forecasts. I believe
this amendment is a big step forward
in reflecting this priority.

Again, I am grateful for the chair-
man’s guidance in working on this
amendment, and I am thankful for his
leadership on this issue. I hope that we
can work together to keep weather re-
search funding at this level when it
comes time to conference with the Sen-
ate. This amendment will save lives
and property.

With that, I urge the support of my
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chairman, I move
to strike the requisite number of
words.

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

Mr. WOLF. I have no objection to the
amendment. And the gentleman’s area
has been hit. We have all seen the pic-
tures of the towns in Oklahoma. So I
appreciate his efforts and diligence.

I just want Members to know the
Commerce-Justice-Science bill already
includes strong funding for the Na-
tional Weather Service. The bill is $16
million above the request for the Na-
tional Weather Service. We restore the
$10 million proposed reduction for in-
formation technology officers at each
weather forecast office. We restored a
proposed $8 million cut to the Hurri-
cane Forecast Improvement Program.
We restored $6 million in proposed cuts
to the tsunami community education
awareness program.

But I think the gentleman makes a
very, very powerful case, and we will
work to make sure that this stays in
until we go to conference. As he said,
we can save lives. And that is what we
want to do.

With that, I accept the amendment,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. FATTAH. I move to strike the
last word.

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

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chairman, I
rise in support of the amendment. I
have spent a lot of time and effort on
this issue. I join with the chairman in
acknowledging the fact that in the
chairman’s mark is a very significant
investment in the National Weather
Service and in our severe weather fore-
casting activities.

And, again, the offset here is the U.S.
Census. And so even though I support
the amendment, I am going to be seek-
ing—and will remain standing—a re-
corded vote. Because the House needs
to acknowledge that if we are taking
money from the Census now, there will
come a time in which we will have to
ante up on our constitutional respon-
sibilities.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma (Mr.
BRIDENSTINE).
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The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it.

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

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

Mr. JOLLY. Madam Chairwoman, I
move to strike the last word.

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

Mr. JOLLY. Madam Chairwoman, I
rise for the purpose of entering into a
colloquy with Chairman WOLF, some-
one I have great respect for, and I com-
pliment him on a bill that he has pre-
pared, along with the ranking member.

I prepared an amendment at the desk
this evening that would reduce $8 mil-
lion from the Census Bureau and in-
stead move that money to the National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion’s operations, research and facili-
ties account for the Office of Marine
and Aviation Operations—essentially,
NOAA marine research.

I appreciate the chairman’s com-
ments about continuing to slice at the
Census Bureau account, and for that
reason, I rise for purposes of a col-
loquy.

I understand the bill includes $175
million to operate and maintain
NOAA’s ships. While I would have liked
to see that number increase, I under-
stand it does match the President’s
budget, and in fact represents an in-
crease of over $6 million above the en-
acted level from last year for purposes
of funding additional days at sea.

NOAA marine research is critical for
a number of reasons. I represent a gulf
coast district. Many Members of this
House do. One of the purposes of NOAA
marine research and one of the benefits
that we see from it is more and better
stock assessments when it comes to
fisheries.

We need to do better as a Nation in
our stock assessments and how we
study fisheries. We need to have addi-
tional study and research into the sur-
vivability of juvenile stocks. We need
to have better research into invasive
species and how that leads to closures.
Perhaps the best way we could ever ad-
dress closures is with additional re-
search into studying the survivability
of juvenile stocks.

NOAA marine research also advances
our interest in water quality. It edu-
cates us and provides additional re-
search for Federal agencies when it
comes to emergency situations like oil
spills; red tide plumes, which are crit-
ical in the gulf; as well as responding
to the stranding of endangered marine
mammals.

NOAA marine research also, ulti-
mately, improves the economy for
areas along the gulf and other areas in
the Nation. It affects the quantity of
fish that we are able to produce for our
food supply, but it also addresses qual-
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ity of life for communities like mine in
Pinellas County. It also assists the eco-
nomic development of regional econo-
mies that depend on a robust fish
stock.

The increase that I would have pro-
posed tonight was in an effort to help
NOAA better fulfill this research mis-
sion as something I believe we need to
continue to put an emphasis on. I
thank the chairman for his commit-
ment thus far already in the chair-
man’s mark in the bill we are consid-
ering today when it comes to NOAA
marine fisheries and marine research,
but I would simply ask the chairman to
consider continuing this commitment
as this process winds its way. As you
get to conference, if there is an oppor-
tunity to identify additional resources,
I certainly would appreciate the chair-
man and the ranking member’s consid-
eration.

Mr. WOLF. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JOLLY. I would be happy to
yield to the gentleman from Virginia.

Mr. WOLF. I thank the gentleman for
withdrawing the amendment.

As the gentleman is aware, the bill
before the House today includes $175
million to support the operation of
NOAA'’s research vessels. This amount
is the same as the request—a $5 million
increase above the enacted level.

We will take a look at it, and I appre-
ciate the gentleman raising it. We will
stay with him as we go to conference.

Mr. JOLLY. Thank you, Mr. Chair-
man.

Madam Chairwoman, I yield back the
balance of my time.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. NUGENT

Mr. NUGENT. Madam Chairwoman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 7, line 17, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $4,000,000)".

Page 44, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $4,000,000)".

Page 45, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $2,000,000)"’.

Page 48, line 11, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘“‘(increased by $2,000,000)"".

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

Mr. NUGENT. Chairman WOLF, I
want to thank you for your leadership
and all the years of service to this
body, and to the Nation in general.

Each day, more and more Americans
are realizing that we need to take ac-
tion to deal with mental health issues
in this country. You merely need to
watch the news. We need to make it a
priority.

My amendment, in keeping with that
sentiment, would provide additional
funding for programs under the Men-
tally Ill Offender Treatment and Crime
Reduction Act, or MIOTCRA, and for
Veterans Treatment Courts. These pro-
grams have a proven track record of ef-
fectively addressing some of the impor-
tant issues associated with mental
health illnesses.
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My amendment would offset this in-
crease by taking $4 million from the
periodic censuses and programs ac-
count, which I have heard had been hit
over and over again. This is less than
one-half of 1 percent.

Madam Chairman, both of the pro-
grams that would receive an increase
in funding under my amendment high-
light the need for our justice and men-
tal health systems to work together.

As a former sheriff, I can tell you co-
operation is vital. If our justice and
mental health systems are collabo-
rating, we can provide more positive
outcomes—not only for those with
mental health issues, but for our tax-
payers as well.

Grants provided under MIOTCRA are
used, among other purposes, to set up
mental health courts, for community
reentry services, and training for State
and local law enforcement to help iden-
tify and respond to people with mental
illnesses, which should be obvious to
folks back home, just as with what
happened in California.

During my 37 years as a cop, I saw
firsthand how our jails are becoming
warehouses for people with mental
health issues. No one is well served by
this process—not those with mental
health issues, not our taxpayers, and
certainly not our veterans.

Let me provide some numbers to il-
lustrate what is actually going on in
our jails.

According to the Florida Mental
Health Institute, over a 5-year period,
97 individuals in the metro Miami-Dade
area accounted for 2,200 bookings into
the county jail, 27,000 days in jail, and
13,000 days in crisis units, State hos-
pitals, and emergency rooms. The cost
to the State and taxpayers was nearly
$13 million for just 97 people over a 5-
year period. However, the type of pro-
grams my amendment supports have
shown to dramatically reduce these
rates.

In Pinellas County—another county
in Florida—for instance, a mental
health jail diversion program showed
an 87 percent reduction in rearrests for
nearly 3,000 offenders that were en-
rolled in that program. Not only does
my amendment support these programs
but recognizes the unique responsibil-
ities that we have to our veterans.

Veterans are disproportionately af-
fected by mental health issues. Even
more, they likely wouldn’t have these
issues had it not been for their service
to our country. We owe them a better
outcome. And Veterans Treatment
Courts can help.

The point, Madam Chairman, is we
don’t have to waste taxpayer dollars
warehousing people in jail. We don’t
have to be content with a system that
isn’t effectively serving the people it is
supposed to. We have programs to help
and that save money. And we can make
this a priority.

I know that this account has been hit
numerous times, but I would tell you
that you need only to see what is going
on in this country. Mental illness is a
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problem that needs to be addressed.
The Veterans Treatment Courts that
can be put in place by this, I think, is
owed to our veterans, and certainly is
owed to the people we represent.

So I urge adoption of my amendment,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.
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Mr. WOLF. Madam Chairman, I move
to strike the requisite number of
words.

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

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I rise in
support of the gentleman’s amend-
ment. I think Mr. NUGENT makes a
very powerful case. As more veterans
return from combat, we are seeing the
increased involvement in the justice
system.

The committee did establish the Vet-
erans Court program in fiscal year 2013
and has increased its funding for this
year. The President did not request
funding specifically for this program.

The Mental Health Court Program is
important as well and, given that a sig-
nificant percentage of the justice-in-
volved population have mental health
disorders, these courts help with recidi-
vism.

I think Mr. NUGENT again, as I said,
makes a very powerful case, so I sup-
port the amendment and urge its adop-
tion.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I move
to strike the last word.

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

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I will
not request a recorded vote on this
amendment, but I did want to speak on
behalf of it.

Colleagues in my home State of
Pennsylvania, Congressman MEEHAN
and Congressman BRADY, have been
very interested in the Veterans Courts.

I was originally involved in the cre-
ation of the drug courts in Pennsyl-
vania years ago. I think this is a very
important effort, particularly as it re-
lates to our veterans, but in terms of a
host of populations to help divert peo-
ple, when possible, from the criminal
justice system and make our commu-
nities safer at the same time, so this is
a very important amendment.

I disagree with the offset, and I want
that to be registered, but I will not
burden the House with another re-
corded vote.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. NUGENT).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MCDERMOTT

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

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

The Clerk read as follows:
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Page 7, line 17, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)".

Page 13, line 21, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $3,000,000)".

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

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Madam Chairman,
fisheries management is something
that has had a long history on the Pa-
cific coast. As we built the dams on the
Columbia River back in the 1930s, we
made treaties with the Canadians. The
Mitchell Act was passed, and we have
been subsidizing the propagation of fish
since that period.

We also have Canadian and United
States treaties for the fish caught in
the rivers along our borders. The fish
don’t know where they came from.
They don’t know whose fish they are,
and the human beings have got to sort
it out.

We have had these treaties in place,
but we have been gradually reducing
the amount of money we spent in this
enforcement and propagation of fish.

Now, this $3 million seems like a
very small amount, but what it is real-
ly all about is it means a hatchery clo-
sure, which will reduce, by 3 million,
the Chinook that are released next
year, along with another 500-some odd
thousand other kinds of salmon.

You can’t do this fisheries manage-
ment by turning on the switch and
turning off the switch. The fish go out
for 3 years, they come back, and it is a
longstanding process, and we are
gradually whittling down what we are
doing to one of the major sources of
protein for this country.

It is a huge economic effect on Alas-
ka, Washington, Idaho, and northern
California, and it is money well-spent.

If you don’t understand fish and you
don’t live in a community, as I do,
where the entire Alaska fishing fleet is
right now getting ready to go up and
catch the salmon that you are used to
eating in this country, you don’t un-
derstand what it means when you don’t
have hatcheries producing salmon.

The enforcement issue is really a
matter of getting people to count and
make sure that we get what is ours and
also make sure that the fish are count-
ed, so we know about the sustain-
ability.

One of the issues that is going on in
the world today that people are not
paying attention to is the acidification
of the ocean. Acidification of the ocean
means that salmon eggs are not as fer-
tile as they were before, and you are
coming to a time when we are going to
have serious problems with our fish-
eries all along the northwest coast of
the United States.

So this $3 million, although it seems
like a very minimal amount, is nec-
essary to continue the treaties with
the Canadians and to continue the
propagation.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I move to
strike the requisite number of words.

H4891

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

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I am going
to oppose the amendment. We are just
taking out of census, and so the Mem-
bers know, this is the same as last
year’s level, so there are not any big
major cuts here.

Also, we are above the request. We
are $3 million above the request, so I
don’t question what the gentleman
says. He knows a lot more about salm-
on than I do. He has probably forgotten
more about salmon than I will ever
know, but we can’t keep going into the
census and going into the census.

Since it is $3 million above the re-
quest, it is at the same level last year,
we added money into the salmon in the
full committee, and so I am going to
ask for a ‘“‘no’’ vote on the amendment.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I move
to strike the last word.

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

Mr. FATTAH. The chairman and I sat
through some hearings last year, lis-
tening to and learning about the hatch-
eries in Washington State and learning
about both the treaty responsibilities
and the natural hatchery programs. I
think we funded it at the level that
was requested and then above that.

On top of the fact that we are at a
level beyond what was requested, this,
again, would diminish the accounts for
the census.

We have a constitutional responsi-
bility. We swear our oath to the Con-
stitution. It requires the United States
Congress to fund a census, and even
though the hatcheries in Washington
State deserve appropriate support, I
think that the committee has moved in
that direction.

I have to oppose this on the basis
that it, again, attacks an account that
we have a responsibility to protect,
even though it may not have the same
level of political or popular support as
some of these items.

I love eating the fish, but we have
got to make sure we count the census,
so that we can live up to our responsi-
bility as a Congress.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
MCDERMOTT).

The amendment was rejected.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

NATIONAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS AND
INFORMATION ADMINISTRATION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses, as provided for by
law, of the National Telecommunications
and Information Administration (NTIA),
$36,700,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2016: Provided, That, notwith-
standing 31 U.S.C. 1535(d), the Secretary of
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Commerce shall charge Federal agencies for
costs incurred in spectrum management,
analysis, operations, and related services,
and such fees shall be retained and used as
offsetting collections for costs of such spec-
trum services, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided further, That the Secretary
of Commerce is authorized to retain and use
as offsetting collections all funds trans-
ferred, or previously transferred, from other
Government agencies for all costs incurred
in telecommunications research, engineer-
ing, and related activities by the Institute
for Telecommunication Sciences of NTIA, in
furtherance of its assigned functions under
this paragraph, and such funds received from
other Government agencies shall remain
available until expended.

PUBLIC TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES,

PLANNING AND CONSTRUCTION

For the administration of prior-year
grants, recoveries and unobligated balances
of funds previously appropriated are avail-
able for the administration of all open grants
until their expiration.

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK

OFFICE
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses of the United
States Patent and Trademark Office
(USPTO) provided for by law, including de-
fense of suits instituted against the Under
Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual
Property and Director of the TUSPTO,
$3,458,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That the sum herein appro-
priated from the general fund shall be re-
duced as offsetting collections of fees and
surcharges assessed and collected by the
USPTO under any law are received during
fiscal year 2015, so as to result in a fiscal
year 2015 appropriation from the general
fund estimated at $0: Provided further, That
during fiscal year 2015, should the total
amount of such offsetting collections be less
than $3,458,000,000 this amount shall be re-
duced accordingly: Provided further, That any
amount received in excess of $3,458,000,000 in
fiscal year 2015 and deposited in the Patent
and Trademark Fee Reserve Fund shall re-
main available until expended: Provided fur-
ther, That the Director of USPTO shall sub-
mit a spending plan to the Committees on
Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate for any amounts made
available by the preceding proviso and such
spending plan shall be treated as a re-
programming under section 505 of this Act
and shall not be available for obligation or
expenditure except in compliance with the
procedures set forth in that section: Provided
further, That any amounts reprogrammed in
accordance with the preceding proviso shall
be transferred to the United States Patent
and Trademark Office Salaries and Expenses
account: Provided further, That from
amounts provided herein, not to exceed $900
shall be made available in fiscal year 2015 for
official reception and representation ex-
penses: Provided further, That in fiscal year
2015 from the amounts made available for
‘“Salaries and Expenses’ for the USPTO, the
amounts necessary to pay (1) the difference
between the percentage of basic pay contrib-
uted by the USPTO and employees under sec-
tion 8334(a) of title 5, United States Code,
and the normal cost percentage (as defined
by section 8331(17) of that title) as provided
by the Office of Personnel Management
(OPM) for USPTO’s specific use, of basic pay,
of employees subject to subchapter III of
chapter 83 of that title, and (2) the present
value of the otherwise unfunded accruing
costs, as determined by OPM for USPTO’s
specific use of post-retirement life insurance
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and post-retirement health benefits coverage
for all USPTO employees who are enrolled in
Federal Employees Health Benefits (FEHB)
and Federal Employees Group Life Insurance
(FEGLI), shall be transferred to the Civil
Service Retirement and Disability Fund, the
FEGLI Fund, and the FEHB Fund, as appro-
priate, and shall be available for the author-
ized purposes of those accounts: Provided fur-
ther, That any differences between the
present value factors published in OPM'’s
yearly 300 series benefit letters and the fac-
tors that OPM provides for USPTO’s specific
use shall be recognized as an imputed cost on
USPTO’s financial statements, where appli-
cable: Provided further, That, notwith-
standing any other provision of law, all fees
and surcharges assessed and collected by
USPTO are available for USPTO only pursu-
ant to section 42(c) of title 35, United States
Code: Provided further, That within the
amounts appropriated, $2,000,000 shall be
transferred to the ‘‘Office of Inspector Gen-
eral” account for activities associated with
carrying out investigations and audits re-
lated to the USPTO.
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF STANDARDS AND
TECHNOLOGY
SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL RESEARCH AND
SERVICES

For necessary expenses of the National In-
stitute of Standards and Technology (NIST),
$670,500,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, of which not to exceed $9,000,000 may
be transferred to the ‘Working Capital
Fund”: Provided, That not to exceed $5,000
shall be for official reception and representa-
tion expenses: Provided further, That NIST
may provide local transportation for summer
undergraduate research fellowship program
participants.

INDUSTRIAL TECHNOLOGY SERVICES

For necessary expenses of the Hollings
Manufacturing Extension Partnership of the
National Institute of Standards and Tech-
nology, $130,000,000, to remain available until
expended.

CONSTRUCTION OF RESEARCH FACILITIES

For construction of new research facilities,
including architectural and engineering de-
sign, and for renovation and maintenance of
existing facilities, not otherwise provided for
the National Institute of Standards and
Technology, as authorized by sections 13
through 15 of the National Institute of
Standards and Technology Act (16 U.S.C.
278c-278e), $55,300,000, to remain available
until expended: Provided, That the Secretary
of Commerce shall include in the budget jus-
tification materials that the Secretary sub-
mits to Congress in support of the Depart-
ment of Commerce budget (as submitted
with the budget of the President under sec-
tion 1105(a) of title 31, United States Code)
an estimate for each National Institute of
Standards and Technology construction
project having a total multi-year program
cost of more than $5,000,000 and simulta-
neously the budget justification materials
shall include an estimate of the budgetary
requirements for each such project for each
of the 5 subsequent fiscal years.

NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC
ADMINISTRATION

OPERATIONS, RESEARCH, AND FACILITIES
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses of activities au-
thorized by law for the National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration, including
maintenance, operation, and hire of aircraft
and vessels; grants, contracts, or other pay-
ments to nonprofit organizations for the pur-
poses of conducting activities pursuant to
cooperative agreements; and relocation of fa-
cilities, $3,089,480,000, to remain available
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until September 30, 2016, except that funds
provided for cooperative enforcement shall
remain available until September 30, 2017:
Provided, That fees and donations received by
the National Ocean Service for the manage-
ment of national marine sanctuaries may be
retained and used for the salaries and ex-
penses associated with those activities, not-
withstanding section 3302 of title 31, United
States Code: Provided further, That in addi-
tion, $116,000,000 shall be derived by transfer
from the fund entitled ‘“‘Promote and De-
velop Fishery Products and Research Per-
taining to American Fisheries’: Provided fur-
ther, That of the $3,220,480,000 provided for in
direct obligations under this heading
$3,089,480,000 is appropriated from the general
fund, $116,000,000 is provided by transfer, and
$15,000,000 is derived from recoveries of prior
year obligations: Provided further, That the
total amount available for National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration corporate
services administrative support costs shall
not exceed $215,654,000: Provided further, That
any deviation from the amounts designated
for specific activities in the report accom-
panying this Act, or any use of deobligated
balances of funds provided under this head-
ing in previous years, shall be subject to the
procedures set forth in section 505 of this
Act: Provided further, That in addition, for
necessary retired pay expenses under the Re-
tired Serviceman’s Family Protection and
Survivor Benefits Plan, and for payments for
the medical care of retired personnel and
their dependents under the Dependents Med-
ical Care Act (10 U.S.C. 55), such sums as
may be necessary.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. HOLT

Mr. HOLT. Madam Chair, I have an
amendment at the desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 13, line 21, and page 14, lines 8 and 9,
after the dollar amounts insert ‘‘(increased
by $37,450,000)(reduced by $37,450,000).

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New Jersey is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. HOLT. Madam Chair, I rise today
as a member of the Sustainable Energy
and Environment Caucus. This coali-
tion of Members has formed in order to
advance policies to promote clean en-
ergy; protect our land, air, and water;
and to address one of the dominant
issues of our time: human-induced
global climate change.

I am joined in this amendment to-

night by Representatives MORAN,
PETERS of California, PoLIs,
LOWENTHAL, CONNOLLY, HASTINGS of

Florida, HUFFMAN, TONKO, and CART-
WRIGHT, and we rise because, unfortu-
nately, this bill fails to make the crit-
ical investments that are needed to
further our understanding of the at-
mospheric changes that we know are
affecting our planet.

This bill we are debating here to-
night would cut NOAA climate re-
search for the next fiscal year by $37.5
million dollars below the current year
or $69 million below what the President
is asking for.

NOAA climate research funds atmos-
pheric and oceanic research, climate
research laboratories, cooperative in-
stitutes, regional climate data and in-
formation, competitive climate re-
search global data collection and shar-
ing.
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As the climate changes, we will con-
tinue to experience deeper droughts,
more intense wildfires, more frequent
storms and floods, superstorms like
Hurricane Sandy, higher sea levels,
bigger storm surges. Would we not
want to understand what is going on?

It is ironic that, as Members here to-
night are trying to outdo each other in
supporting weather research, they pro-
pose to cut climate research. I suppose,
when we come to NIH, they will be
tripping over themselves to talk about
research in symptoms, but ban any
study of the causes of the disease.

Now, earlier this year, the Intergov-
ernmental Panel on Climate Change re-
leased their fifth assessment report,
and earlier this month, the Federal
Government released the U.S. National
Climate Assessment.

Both reports, which were the product
of years and years of research, the
combined efforts of literally thousands
of scientists spanning the globe, came
to the same conclusions: the climate is
changing.

Emissions of greenhouse gases from
human activities are the principal
cause, and the result is costly, in lives
and dollars—yes, deadly.

Just about a year ago, we passed a
landmark in human history, 400 parts
per million of carbon dioxide in the air
worldwide. Now, I say in human his-
tory because, indeed, it is human activ-
ity, the way we produce and use en-
ergy, that is primarily responsible for
this large increase in the concentration
of carbon dioxide.

It is of historic importance because,
as scientists have made clear, this
great concentration of carbon dioxide
and other greenhouse gases is changing
our very climate.

Now, we know some Members, even
in this Chamber, have their doubts
about manmade climate change—the
human-induced climate change. They
say: maybe the climate is changing and
humans aren’t to blame; or maybe hu-
mans are changing the climate, but it
is really not as bad as the alarmists
say.

Still, others outright deny the
science, reject the calls for action by
scientists. Why this denial?

It wouldn’t happen in other in-
stances. If a firefighter bangs on your
door to tell you that your house is on
fire, would you look at this stranger
dressed in fireproof clothing and wear-
ing a helmet and an oxygen tank and
say, I don’t believe you? Or would you
get out?
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Why, then, when thousands of the
world’s best scientists are telling us
that humans are dangerously changing
the planet’s climate, that your house,
planet Earth, is in deep trouble,
wouldn’t we get moving? This is not a
joke. It is not a hoax. It is not a false
alarm.

This bill would cut critical invest-
ments that are needed for ongoing cli-
mate research, and failing to provide
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the resources necessary to study our
changing climate won’t make the prob-
lem go away; it will just make it hard-
er to predict and more difficult to un-
derstand. Denial is the result of igno-
rance and only deepens our ignorance.

We need to support the science be-
hind climate change. We need to de-
velop policies that would help us miti-
gate and adapt to the threats of cli-
mate change.

I yield back the balance of my time

Mr. FARR. Madam Chair, I move to
strike the last word.

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

Mr. FARR. Madam Chair, I rise in
support of the gentleman from New
Jersey, Dr. RUSH HOLT, who is probably
the smartest scientist we have ever had
in the United States Congress. He gave
us a warning that we need to pay at-
tention to climate research. It is not
weather research. Weather, we have
just put a lot more money into. We are
worried about prediction. We are wor-
ried about what is going to happen.
They want to know in the next few
days whether there is going to be a tor-
nado or a hurricane.

But climate is what tells us what is
going to happen in the long-term fu-
ture, whether we are going to have a
sustained drought, whether we are
going to have fire danger because of
winds and droughts, whether we will
have rainfall patterns—that it falls in
one part of the country and not in the
other—that will affect agriculture and
water resources.

I live on the coast. And although a
lot of people deny that there is global
warming and, therefore, ice melting
and, therefore, the oceans rising, I can
tell you that it is actually asked in all
the zoning matters and building per-
mits. Now in California, if you are
going to build along the coastline,
what is that coastline going to look
like 10 years out? What does the cli-
mate forecast—climate, not weather
forecast—tell us about these rising
oceans that will not allow your house
to be built exactly where you want it
to be built? So this is really important
information to have.

We have understood how important
ports are to the United States’ trade.
We can’t live without goods going out
of this country and goods coming in,
and they come through our ports. And
if the oceans are going to rise and de-
stroy our docks and our facilities, that
is going to have a huge impact on our
national economy.

Ocean chemistry, the next amend-
ment is going to talk about ocean
acidification. I am going to rise on that
as well, which is very important to our
fisheries.

So I think that an amendment like
this is really important to invest in.
We cannot really understand weather
unless we understand the patterns of
climate.

Climate change will impact trade.
Climate change will impact food secu-
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rity. Climate change will impact na-
tional security. Climate change will
impact human health.

It is imperative that we robustly
fund NOAA climate research in order
to be prepared for and adapt to the
changing weather and changing -cli-
mate.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. TONKO. Madam Chair, I move to
strike the last word.

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

Mr. TONKO. Madam Chair, this bill
is providing reasonable levels of fund-
ing for research and development to
the National Science Foundation and
NASA, but in the NOAA accounts, cli-
mate research is singled out for major
cuts below last year’s spending.

It seems there are a number of us
who Dbelieve that we can improve
weather forecasting without doing cli-
mate research. This simply is not the
case.

The distinction between weather and
climate is created by the time period
we define to examine the temperature,
precipitation, humidity, and other at-
mospheric phenomena we are experi-
encing.

As our society and our economy have
become more advanced, more inter-
connected, and more global, we in-
creasingly operate 24 hours a day, 7
days a week, and 365 days a year. For
better or worse, we assume that every-
thing can and is operating all the time.
Well, often because of weather condi-
tions, that assumption is challenged.
Travel delays in the airline industry
alone due to weather events can result
in multibillion-dollar losses.

Phenomena such as droughts and
floods and fires are not merely single
weather events. Their probability of
occurrence, duration, and intensity is a
function of climactic factors that
can only be understood and predicted
if we can better understand short-,

medium-, and long-term climate
trends.

I would note that the bill before us
retains funding for the National

Drought Information System. That is
good news. But by cutting the climate
research that drives improvements in
the information delivered through this
system, we are stifling the potential
for this tool to provide better informa-
tion to farmers, to ranchers, water
managers, energy utilities, and the
many other businesses, communities,
and citizens who require dependable,
adequate water supplies.

It was climate research that led to
our much-improved understanding of
the El Nino and La Nina cycles that
drive predictable changes in weather.
As a result, farmers are able to adjust
crop varieties or practices to prevent
losses.

We are spending an increasing
amount of money every year on reliev-
ing drought, fighting forest fires, and
on relieving disasters from tornadoes,
hurricanes, and flood events. Instead of
cutting climate research funds, we
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should be expanding them. Instead,
this Congress continues to deny what
is all too obvious to many of our citi-
zens and to those of other nations: that
climate change is underway.

Some of our agricultural systems,
transportation systems, and essential
infrastructure are at risk. We can
adapt. We can redesign and rebuild in-
frastructure, but we need to know
where to concentrate our efforts and
what type of adaptations will be nec-
essary. We need to have a better under-
standing of the rate of change that we
will experience. Climate research is
providing that understanding.

In February last year, the Govern-
ment Accountability Office added the
financial risk of climate change to its
High Risk List. This past February,
GAO testified before the Senate Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs about the fiscal li-
ability associated with weather and cli-
mactic disasters.

GAQO’s recent work on this topic
found that the number of disaster dec-
larations increased from 65 in 2004 to 98
in 2011. The financial risk from the two
primary Federal insurance programs—
National Flood Insurance Program and
the Federal Crop Insurance Program—
are over $1 trillion. We paid over $60
billion on Hurricane Sandy recovery
alone. And these are only the financial
costs.

Hurricanes Irene and Lee swept
through my district in 2012. I saw first-
hand the suffering caused by these
storms. The loss of human lives and
the destruction of homes and commu-
nities exact a terrible cost on those
who experience these devastating
events.

We should be doing much more to
spare our citizens from these experi-
ences. With financial exposure of over
$1 trillion and the known risks to indi-
viduals, communities, businesses, and
infrastructure from climate and weath-
er, it is absurd to claim that we are
saving money by cutting $37 million
from these programs.

We must do our part to ensure that
future generations have the opportuni-
ties that our parents and grandparents
secured for us. Past generations built
this Nation through their willingness
to tackling the challenges of their
time, by believing in the future of this
Nation, and by investing in it.

Climate change is real, and it will
not have less impact if we pretend it
isn’t happening. We must stop ignoring
this problem. We can choose to deny.
We can bury our heads in the sand.
When that sand is washed away, how-
ever, by climate change, it is over.

Climate research is vital to our na-
tional security, our food security, our
economic security, and to our future as
a Nation. We should continue this im-
portant research effort and use the
knowledge gained from it to inform
and implement an adaptive strategy.

With that, I urge support for this
amendment and yield back the balance
of my time.
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Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Madam Chair, I
move to strike the last word.

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

Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Madam Chair, I
rise also in support of the amendment
offered by my dear friend from New
Jersey, Dr. Holt. And I also want to
echo the words of the gentleman from
California, Representative FARR, in
saying that it has been an honor and a
privilege to serve in his company in the
United States House of Representa-
tives.

Madam Chair, average temperatures
have risen across the contiguous 48
States since 1901, with an increased
rate of warming over the past 30 years.
Seven of the top 10 warmest years on
record have occurred since just 1998.
Tropical storm activity in the Atlantic
Ocean, the Caribbean, and the Gulf of
Mexico has increased during the past 20
yvears. In the past 2 years alone, ex-
treme weather events resulted in 109
Presidential major disaster declara-
tions, 20 events that each inflicted at
least $1 billion in damage, 409 deaths,
and $130 billion in economic losses in 44
States. All that was caused by these 20
events alone.

Every part of the Southwest experi-
enced higher average temperatures be-
tween 2000 and 2013 than the long-term
average dating back to 1895. Some
areas were nearly two degrees warmer
than average. We simply cannot afford
to ignore this increasing threat in the
future. In times like these, it would be
irresponsible to cut funding for re-
search dedicated to predicting future
extreme weather events, but that is
just what this legislation does.

Madam Chair, research is how we
educate ourselves. And the familiar
maxim to everyone is, if you think edu-
cation is expensive, try ignorance.

The bill, as it stands, currently
would cut $37.5 million from research
on the effects of climate change, like
tropical storms, floods, and droughts.
That is why I support Dr. Holt’s
amendment, which would restore fund-
ing to the FY14 budget levels so that
we can continue our research into
these disasters and save the lives and
businesses affected by climate change.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. POLIS. Madam Chair, I move to
strike the last word.

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

Mr. POLIS. Madam Chair, I am very
concerned with regard to the House
CJS appropriations bill and the drastic
cuts to climate research. The House
bill provides for $69 million below the
President’s request and $37.5 million
below the 2014 level. These cuts endan-
ger our economy, our recovery, would
harm our understanding of climate
change, and will set scientists back
years with regard to understanding our
climate.

Climate research is critical for our
economy. It provides us with forecasts
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beyond 2 weeks, including heat waves,
hurricanes, droughts, and tornado pre-
dictions. Cutting these functions would
negatively impact transportation, agri-
culture, commerce, and all industries
that make important planning deci-
sions based on these long-term fore-
casts. Cutting this important invest-
ment will hurt economic growth and
destroy jobs in these critical sectors.

Based on climate research informa-
tion, some examples of how it is used
are: a cargo ship can reroute its course
to circumvent a storm; a trucker can
choose a different road to mitigate
delays; or a water manager may re-
strict types of water use to plan for ex-
tended droughts, like we have had in
Colorado these last few years.

The Second Congressional District of
Colorado is home to two world-class
universities—the University of Colo-
rado at Boulder and Colorado State
University at Fort Collins—in addition
to the numerous Federal labs, collabo-
rative institutes, and research institu-
tions. I am proud to represent a com-
munity that has deep roots in science,
with many scientists among my con-
stituents, providing technology, re-
search, and innovation in the public,
nonprofit, and private sectors. Science
is an incredibly important driver of
economic growth in my district.

Federally funded research is a
linchpin in helping our country under-
stand and respond to the concerns of
climate change, severe storms,
drought, and fire risks. We need to in-
vest more in climate research in order
to plan for and respond to severe
weather events and climate events, re-
ducing damage and increasing eco-
nomic growth. That is why, for the sec-
ond year in a row, I was proud to lead
an appropriations letter, along with 73
of my colleagues, requesting full fund-
ing for the NOAA Office of Oceanic and
Atmospheric Science. Climate research
is an important part of this program.

I urge my colleagues to support cli-
mate research and restore critical
funding to at least the 2014 levels, and
hopefully more, so that we can have
the very best science guiding our deci-
sions, provided to companies in com-
merce, transportation, and agriculture,
and employing the very best informa-
tion that we have with regards to cli-
mate science.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Madam Chair, I
move to strike the requisite number of
words.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes.
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Mr. LOWENTHAL. Madam Chairman,
I join my colleagues tonight in opposi-
tion to the irresponsible cuts in this
bill to vital climate research. The CJS
mark slashes NOAA’s climate research
program by 24 percent below the fiscal
year 2014 levels and 37 percent below
the President’s fiscal year 2015 request.
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Does the majority think that with
less climate research we can make bet-
ter informed decisions? Does the ma-
jority think that with less climate re-
search we can better prepare our com-
munities for higher storm surges? Does
the majority think with less climate
research we can better understand why
the Western United States has in-
creased wildfires and water shortages?
Does the majority think that with less
climate research we can improve our
predictions and responses in our plan-
ning for hurricanes? And, finally, does
the majority think that with less cli-
mate research we can improve our abil-
ity to model regional weather pattern
changes, which will affect the produc-
tivity of our agricultural sector?

Unfortunately, the majority’s bill
shortchanges our ability to realize all
these vital benefits of climate re-
search. If we hide our heads in the
sand, the laws of physics will not
change. We cannot wish away this
problem. Denying a changing climate
is not just another political position. It
is a denial of reality.

I want to make this point to those in
Congress who think the verdict is still
out on whether human actions con-
tribute to climate change. This is false,
it is wrong, and it is misleading. The
case is closed: climate change is hap-
pening, and humans are contributing.

Today, there is not a single scientific
body of national or international
standing that rejects the findings of
human contribution to climate
change—not one. To further make this
point, let me share the latest work
from researcher Dr. James Powell, a
geochemist and 12-year member of the
National Science Board who was ap-
pointed by both President Reagan and
President George H.W. Bush.

Dr. Powell recently completed an up-
date to his comprehensive study of the
peer-reviewed literature on climate
change. Dr. Powell found that of the
10,885 peer-reviewed scientific papers
that were published on climate change
in all of 2013, only two papers reject
human contributions to climate
change—two out of nearly 11,000. That
is less than two-hundredths of 1 per-
cent of all scientific journal papers
published in 2013 that are peer reviewed
rejected some form of human contribu-
tion to climate change.

This is not disagreement. This is not
a divided scientific community. The
reason for this is simple: there is no
convincing scientific evidence against
a human role in climate change. Pe-
riod. End of discussion. Those that
deny human contributions to climate
change offer no compelling evidence to
better explain the undeniable rise in
atmospheric concentrations of green-
house gases and accompanying rising
global temperature.

The case is closed. We need to put
this illusion of major scientific dis-
agreement behind us and take action.
We should be fully funding NOAA’s cli-
mate research hopefully at the level re-
quested by President Obama in his 2015
budget request.
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Mr.
yield?

Mr. LOWENTHAL. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I rise in
support of this amendment.

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Madam Chairman,
I yield back the balance of my time.

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

The amendment was rejected.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. BONAMICI

Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 13, line 21, after the dollar amount in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $9,000,000) (increased by
$9,000,000)".

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Oregon is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Chair, I rise
in support of increasing funding to the
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad-
ministration, NOAA, to support its In-
tegrated Ocean Acidification research
line and fulfill the administration’s re-
quested funding level of $15 million in
fiscal year 2015.

The administration’s requested in-
crease of funds for ocean acidification
research reflects a growing consensus
in both the scientific community and
the coastal and fishing communities
that I and so many of our colleagues
represent that ocean acidification is al-
ready affecting marine organisms and
could irreversibly alter the marine en-
vironment and harm our coastal eco-
systems and economies.

On the west coast alone, a $270 mil-
lion shellfish industry has experienced
disastrous oyster production failures
and near collapse in recent years be-
cause of changes in water conditions
that have been attributed to ocean
acidification. This change in chemistry
is caused by carbon dioxide in the at-
mosphere dissolving into the ocean,
and the increased acidity of the ocean
is harming the basic building blocks
for life in the ocean, making it more
difficult for marine organisms to build
their skeletons and shells, and slowing
the formation of important ecosystem
features such as coral reefs.

In the Pacific Northwest, for exam-
ple, the combination of seasonal
upwelling of acidic waters, low alka-
linity, and increased anthropogenic
CO, create some of the most corrosive
ocean conditions in the world.

In just the last few years, the sci-
entific community has been increas-
ingly raising concerns about ocean
acidification with policymakers. Re-
searchers at Oregon State University
have been working with the fishing
community in Oregon to determine the
impacts of acidification. They have
been helping the shellfish industry, es-
pecially the hatcheries, assess the
causes of oyster die-off and how to
mitigate the harmful upwelling events
through monitoring the water entering

FATTAH. Will the gentleman

H4895

their facility. This exemplifies the
kind of academic and industry partner-
ships that become possible when the
Federal Government supports the aca-
demic research enterprise.

Funds provided by NOAA’s Inte-
grated Ocean Acidification research
program will support extramural re-
search awards that will fund studies on
the impact of acidification in coastal,
estuarine, coral reef, and shell environ-
ments. Not only will NOAA support
studies on the impact of acidification,
the agency runs the observing system
that helps monitor areas experiencing
increased acidity, and it also helps
coastal communities and impacted in-
dustries develop adaptation strategies.

Now, my examples thus far have fo-
cused on the impact in Oregon and on
the west coast, but, colleagues, this is
important to everyone because it af-
fects the whole shellfish industry. I
know from working with my colleagues
in the Pacific coast States that this is
a problem that their constituents raise
with them more frequently, and they
point to it as an immediate threat to
coastal economies. In conversations
I've had with many constituents, the
threat is made more immediate by how
little is known about how these
changes could impact the marine orga-
nisms and the people who depend on
ocean resources for their livelihoods.
This is why we need more information,
and this is why we need NOAA’s Inte-
grated Ocean Acidification research
program and why it needs more robust
funding. The science community at
large is still grappling with the extent
and impact of changing ocean condi-
tions.

The bill before us today is full of im-
portant priorities and accounts that
could use more funding if we in Con-
gress were able to provide it. Research-
ers at NOAA have indicated that even
increasing the funding to $15 million
does not provide them with enough re-
sources to fully address a problem of
this magnitude. But even a modest in-
crease will go a long way to supporting
our hard-hit coastal communities and
industries and would better prepare
communities to address the creeping
threat of changing ocean chemistry.

Now, Madam Chair, at the appro-
priate time, I plan to withdraw my
amendment, but I do hope that the
chairman, the ranking member, and
the committee will work with me on
this important issue going forward, and
I know there is at least one additional
Member who wishes to speak on this
issue.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FARR. Madam Chair, I move to
strike the last word.

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

Mr. FARR. Madam Chair, I rise in
support of this amendment and this
concept. I want to thank the gentle-
woman from the Northwest, Congress-
woman BONAMICI, for introducing this
amendment.
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Look, this is a science bill, and there
is a lot of discussion tonight on
science, and a lot of it is on weather
and climate. What generates the cli-
mate of this planet is the ocean, and
we sometimes often overlook the im-
portance that the ocean plays. Now, if
we are killing the ocean, which some
people think we are doing, because if
you think about it, we have dumped ev-
erything we don’t want on the main-
land into the ocean, including nuclear
waste and all kinds of other waste, we
have caught everything that is in the
ocean that is edible, and we have never
found the balance. There is one indus-
try that has, and that is the shellfish
industry, which doesn’t have to go out
and just collect wild shellfish anymore.
It is the fish farming industry, and it is
a $270 million industry on the west
coast.

Guess what is happening to that in-
dustry? The seawater that they use
that is necessary has become acidic,
and therefore the shells can’t form. It
is sort of like, remember what we were
doing with DDT and you had eggshells
from birds, pelicans, that couldn’t get
hard? And we eliminated the DDT. We
got sensible about that.

Well, we have to get sensible about
what we are going to do about ocean
acidification. DON YOUNG, our col-
league from Alaska, and I are working
on a bill, on a substantive bill, for the
policy of ocean acidification. But that
policy can’t be implemented unless the
Department carries it out, which the
amendment that the gentlewoman has
introduced will allow it to do.

I don’t know how to put this in any
clearer terms, but if our water that we
were trying to drink was getting so bad
that it was killing people, we did some-
thing about it in Congress. We passed a
national Clean Water Act that says
that you can’t do bad things to water
that we use for beneficial purposes.
When air was getting so bad that peo-
ple were getting harmed by air, Con-
gress enacted a national air pollution
act—the Clean Air Act—and said we
have to clean up the air. It certainly
was a big impact in California with all
the smog in southern California, and
we tackled it. We invested money into
it, we invested politics into it, and we
cleaned up the air in the southern Cali-
fornia basin—not perfectly, but it is
certainly a lot better than it used to
be.

So the point of it here is, look, if we
don’t pay attention to the ocean and
what is happening to the chemistry of
the ocean, in the long run our concerns
about deficits, war, and pestilence
around the world mean nothing be-
cause if that ocean gets so toxic, it
kills us all, it kills all living things on
Earth. Seventy-three percent of the
planet is ocean.

So let’s begin doing what we have
done well in paying attention to clean
air and clean water and start thinking
about, what is it going to take to pay
attention to clean oceans or do no
harm or stop dumping into the oceans?
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Let’s not kill one of Earth’s life forms
that is so important. And particularly,
since we get so much sustenance from
the oceans in the shellfish industry,
let’s not kill a private sector business
that is managing itself well because we
are not paying attention to acidifica-
tion of our oceans.

So please adopt this amendment. If
you are going to withdraw it, I hope we
can work something out in conference
to pay attention to this very important
issue.

Madam Chairman, I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. HOLT. Madam Chairman, I move
to strike the requisite number of
words.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New Jersey is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. HOLT. Madam Chairman, I rise
in support of the amendment from our
colleague from Oregon.

There has been a lot of talk tonight
on both sides of the aisle about science.
The point of science research is to
teach us things that we don’t already
know. In fact, it was just a few years
ago that science research showed some-
thing that we should have known but
didn’t, which was that our oceans were
becoming acidic, that our oceans were
becoming acidic to the point of dam-
aging fisheries, damaging coral reefs,
and damaging many of the things that
we value and should value in this world
of ours.

This is an important amendment,
and although I understand that the
gentlelady intends to withdraw it, I do
hope that the chair will find some way
to address her point as this bill goes
through the legislative process, as I
also hope the chair will find some way
to address the point of my earlier
amendment about NOAA climate re-
search.

With that, expressing strong support
for this amendment, I yield back the
balance of my time.
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Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Chair, I ask
unanimous consent that my amend-
ment be withdrawn.

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection
to the request of the gentlewoman
from Oregon?

There was no objection.

Mr. CARNEY. Madam Chair, I move
to strike the last word.

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

Mr. CARNEY. Madam Chair, in lieu
of offering my amendment at the desk,
I rise to engage in a colloquy with the
chairman.

Madam Chairman, I rise to discuss
with you the importance of our Na-
tion’s fisheries and, in particular, the
survey of horseshoe crab populations
along the Atlantic coast. The Delaware
Bay supports the largest population of
horseshoe crabs in the world.

This unique and ancient species is
critical to not only the ecology of the
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Atlantic coast region,
State’s economy as well.

Horseshoe crab eggs are a critical
food source for migrating shore birds.
An estimated 450,000 to 1 million of
these shore birds visit Delaware Bay
each year, along with them come bird-
watchers who contribute to Delaware’s
tourism economy. Horseshoe crabs also
provide bait for commercial American
eel and conch fisheries along the coast.

Less well known is that horseshoe
crabs are used for biomedical applica-
tions. Extract of horseshoe crab blood
is used to ensure that injectable medi-
cations like intravenous drugs, vac-
cines, and medical devices are free of
bacterial contamination.

While there are some indications
that horseshoe crabs are thriving in
the Delaware Bay, we need additional
research about their migratory pat-
terns and prevalence in other parts of
the mid-Atlantic region.

Congress has, in the past, provided
funding for comprehensive surveys of
horseshoe crab populations. The data
collected through these surveys allows
the Atlantic coastal States to set an-
nual quotas for the Delaware Bay re-
gion to protect both horseshoe crabs
and migratory shore birds.

For a very small investment, we can
generate the research necessary to en-
sure this critical species remains on a
sustainable path.

Although I am withdrawing my
amendment, I look forward to con-
tinuing to work with the Appropria-
tions Committee on ways to improve
funding for the science and data collec-
tion needed for surveys of horseshoe
crab populations along the Atlantic
coast.

Mr. WOLF. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CARNEY. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Virginia.

Mr. WOLF. I thank the gentleman for
withdrawing the amendment. I under-
stand how important the horseshoe
crab is. I have been to Lewes, Dela-
ware, many times; and I understand.

You make a very powerful point, but
as the gentleman is aware, the bill be-
fore the House today includes $72 mil-
lion for stock assessments, which is the
same as the request, and a $3 million
increase above the enacted level. We
will continue to work with the gen-
tleman, and I appreciate his comments.

Mr. CARNEY. I thank the gentleman
and look forward to working more with
the committee on this issue.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FATTAH. I move to strike the
last word.

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

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I concur
with the chairman and look forward to
working with the gentleman from
Delaware on this issue of horseshoe
crabs because they are critically im-
portant to both biomedical research
and to the economy. We look forward
to working with him as we go forward.

I yield back the balance of my time.

but to my
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The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.
The Clerk read as follows:

PROCUREMENT, ACQUISITION AND CONSTRUCTION

For procurement, acquisition and con-
struction of capital assets, including alter-
ation and modification costs, of the National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration,
$2,176,290,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2017, except that funds provided
for construction of facilities shall remain
available until expended: Provided, That of
the $2,189,290,000 provided for in direct obli-
gations under this heading, $2,176,290,000 is
appropriated from the general fund and
$13,000,000 is provided from recoveries of
prior year obligations: Provided further, That
any deviation from the amounts designated
for specific activities in the report accom-
panying this Act, or any use of deobligated
balances of funds provided under this head-
ing in previous years, shall be subject to the
procedures set forth in section 505 of this
Act: Provided further, That the Secretary of
Commerce shall include in budget justifica-
tion materials that the Secretary submits to
Congress in support of the Department of
Commerce budget (as submitted with the
budget of the President under section 1105(a)
of title 31, United States Code) an estimate
for each National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration procurement, acquisition or
construction project having a total of more
than $5,000,000 and simultaneously the budg-
et justification shall include an estimate of
the budgetary requirements for each such
project for each of the 5 subsequent fiscal
years: Provided further, That within the
amounts appropriated, $1,302,000 shall be
transferred to the ‘‘Office of Inspector Gen-
eral” account for activities associated with
carrying out investigations and audits re-
lated to satellite procurement, acquisition
and construction.

PACIFIC COASTAL SALMON RECOVERY

For necessary expenses associated with the
restoration of Pacific salmon populations,
$65,000,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2016: Provided, That, of the funds
provided herein, the Secretary of Commerce
may issue grants to the States of Wash-
ington, Oregon, Idaho, Nevada, California,
and Alaska, and to the Federally recognized
tribes of the Columbia River and Pacific
Coast (including Alaska), for projects nec-
essary for conservation of salmon and
steelhead populations that are listed as
threatened or endangered, or that are identi-
fied by a State as at-risk to be so listed, for
maintaining populations necessary for exer-
cise of tribal treaty fishing rights or native
subsistence fishing, or for conservation of
Pacific coastal salmon and steelhead habi-
tat, based on guidelines to be developed by
the Secretary of Commerce: Provided further,
That all funds shall be allocated based on
scientific and other merit principles and
shall not be available for marketing activi-
ties: Provided further, That funds disbursed to
States shall be subject to a matching re-
quirement of funds or documented in-kind
contributions of at least 33 percent of the
Federal funds.

FISHERMEN’S CONTINGENCY FUND

For carrying out the provisions of title IV
of Public Law 95-372, not to exceed $350,000,
to be derived from receipts collected pursu-
ant to that Act, to remain available until ex-
pended.

FISHERIES FINANCE PROGRAM ACCOUNT

Subject to section 502 of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974, during fiscal year 2015,
obligations of direct loans may not exceed
$24,000,000 for Individual Fishing Quota loans
and not to exceed $100,000,000 for traditional
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direct loans as authorized by the Merchant
Marine Act of 1936.
DEPARTMENTAL MANAGEMENT
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses for the manage-
ment of the Department of Commerce pro-
vided for by law, including not to exceed
$4,500 for official reception and representa-
tion, $54,000,000: Provided, That the Secretary
of Commerce shall maintain a task force on
job repatriation and manufacturing growth
and shall produce an annual report on re-
lated incentive strategies, implementation
plans and program results.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. THOMPSON OF

CALIFORNIA

Mr. THOMPSON of California.
Madam Chair, I have an amendment at
the desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 17, line 24, after the dollar
insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)"’.

Page 22, line 13, after the dollar
insert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)"".

Page 35, line 21, after the dollar
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,500,000)"".

Page 35, line 22, after the dollar
insert ‘‘(reduced by $5,500,000)"’.

Page 44, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $19,500,000)"".

Page 46, line 18, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $19,500,000)’.

Page 70, line 17, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000)".

Mr. THOMPSON of California (during
the reading). Madam Chair, I ask unan-
imous consent to dispense with the
reading.

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

There was no objection.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 56 minutes.

Mr. THOMPSON of California.
Madam Chair, I want to thank my
friend, Mr. WOLF, for all of your years
of outstanding service to this fine in-
stitution.

I rise in support of the bipartisan
Thompson-King-Esty-Heck-Fitzpatrick
amendment to strengthen the National
Instant Criminal Background Check
System.

Everyone agrees that we don’t want
criminals, domestic abusers, or dan-
gerously mentally ill folks getting
guns; and the first step in stopping this
is through our background checks sys-
tem, but the background checks sys-
tem is only as good as the data you put
in it.

Right now, all of the information
isn’t getting in. When the information
doesn’t get into the system, we can’t
enforce the law, and dangerous people
who otherwise wouldn’t pass a back-
ground check can slip through the
cracks and buy guns.

A recent USA Today report found
that, in just five States, records for 2.5
million fugitives weren’t entered into
the NICS system. Six States have fewer
than 30 total records in the NICS sys-
tem, and 12 States have submitted
fewer than 100 mental health records to
the NICS system.

When States fail to submit these
records, there is nothing to stop a dan-

amount,
amount,
amount,

amount,
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gerously mentally ill person from pass-
ing a background check and buying a
gun. This is exactly what happened in
the tragedy at Virginia Tech.

My bipartisan amendment will ad-
dress this dangerous shortfall. It pro-
vides an additional $19.5 million to help
States improve their submissions into
the criminal background checks sys-
tem. It will bring NICS grant funding
to $78 million.

Many people on both sides of the
aisle have already voted to support
funding at levels that are much higher.
After the Virginia Tech shooting, Con-
gress unanimously enacted legislation
that authorized DOJ to provide up to
$190 million per year to help States im-
prove submissions into the NICS sys-
tem.

The NRA supported it, too. In fact,
Wayne LaPierre said:

Our members don’t want mental defectives
and criminals buying handguns. We sup-
ported the background checks and support
the money to make it work effectively.

Since the unanimous passage of this
NICS improvement legislation, Con-
gress hasn’t come close to appro-
priating these funds. In FY 2013, Con-
gress appropriated just $18 million.

Last year, we started to move in the
right direction, increasing funding to
almost $59 million. While this was a
good bump, it wasn’t enough because,
also last year, almost $20 million in re-
quests from States went unfunded.

Our States need more resources to
get all their information into the NICS
system. If we give them the resources,
we can stop dangerous people from get-
ting guns, and we can save lives.

Every day, our background checks
system stops more than 170 felons,
some 50 domestic abusers, and nearly
20 fugitives from buying a gun; but mil-
lions of dangerous purchasers could be
passing background checks when they
shouldn’t be, all because States don’t
have the money they need to get
records into the criminal background
check system.

Madam Chair, this is dangerous. We
can only stop criminals, domestic abus-
ers, and the dangerously mentally ill
from getting guns if their information
is in the system, so let’s pass this
amendment and give our States the re-
sources they need to keep people safe.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I move to
strike the last word.

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

Mr. WOLF. I rise in strong support of
the gentleman’s amendment, and I
thank him for taking the initiative and
doing what he has done. Enforcing ex-
isting laws that keeps guns out of the
hands of prohibited individuals is a
goal we all share.

The bill already includes funding
over 6 percent above the President’s re-
quest for NICS grants. The level is $40
million above the fiscal year 2013 level.
We can maybe even get it up higher
than the gentleman has when we go to
conference.
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I think what he is doing is very im-
portant. I am going to ask for a roll
call vote on this. I think it is very,
very important. It is not enough to just
talk about something; I think it is im-
portant we do it. I thank the gen-
tleman and strongly support his
amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I move
to strike the requisite number of
words.

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

Mr. FATTAH. I rise in support of this
amendment and thank the chairman
for accepting it. I join with the chair-
man in asking for a recorded vote.

My home State, like many of our
States, rushed forward with hundreds
of thousands of names into the system
after the Newtown shooting of 20
schoolchildren, but names that should
have been in the system from the be-
ginning.

So I think it is very important that,
if we are going to have this system,
that we have the information in it, and
this amendment provides the re-
sources, and none of the offsets are
from the census account.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. ESTY. Madam Chair, | urge my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to support
the Thompson-King-Esty-Heck amendment to
increase funding for the National Instant Crimi-
nal Background Checks Systems (NICS).

The NICS database provides critical infor-
mation on prospective firearms buyers, pro-
tecting the 2nd Amendment rights of law-abid-
ing gun owners. Information in the database is
used to determine whether an individual is in-
eligible to purchase a firearm because they
are a felon, a domestic abuser, or seriously
mentally ill. The NICS database allows sellers
to conduct criminal background checks to
make sure firearms are not getting into the
hands of people who may be a danger to the
public or even themselves.

Unfortunately, many states do not have ade-
quate funding and resources to submit the
most recent and comprehensive data to the
NICS database. Our amendment would in-
crease funding for NICS by $19.5 million to
meet the growing demand from states to re-
sponsibly update the database.

According to the Brady Campaign to Pre-
vent Gun Violence, criminal background
checks have blocked more than 2.1 million il-
legal gun purchases, including more than
291,000 by domestic abusers. Background
checks prevent more than 171 convicted fel-
ons from purchasing firearms every single
day. These simple checks have saved count-
less lives in the past two decades, and it is
essential that states have the necessary tools
to prevent more tragedies in the future.

| thank my good friends Rep. MIKE THOMP-
SON, Rep. PETER KING, and Rep. JOE HECK for
their outstanding partnership on this common-
sense amendment. Their leadership proves
that legislation to prevent gun violence and
protect our families should not be a partisan
issue. | urge all Members to support this com-
monsense amendment to save lives.

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

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

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

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

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

RENOVATION AND MODERNIZATION
For necessary expenses for the renovation
and modernization of Department of Com-
merce facilities, $4,000,000, to remain avail-
able until expended.
OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General in carrying out the provi-
sions of the Inspector General Act of 1978 (b
U.S.C. App.), $30,596,000.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BROUN OF
GEORGIA

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam
Chair, I have an amendment at the
desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 18, line 11, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $596,000)’.

Page 100, line 17, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $596,000)".

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

Mr. BROUN of Georgia. Madam
Chair, this amendment would elimi-
nate the increase of $596,000 for the Of-
fice of Inspector General under the De-
partment of Commerce and apply that
amount to the spending reduction ac-
count. This amendment has the sup-
port of the ranking member of the Sub-
committee on Oversight, Representa-
tive MAFFEI, as well.

As chairman of the House Science
Oversight Subcommittee within the
Science, Space, and Technology Com-
mittee, I have had the unfortunate re-
sponsibility of discovering an incidence
of whistleblower intimidation per-
petrated by top-level agency employees
at the Department of Commerce, Office
of Inspector General.

Consequently, the Office of Special
Counsel was brought in to investigate
these allegations of whistleblower re-
taliation.

The investigation in this particular
case found that the counsel to the in-
spector general and the principal as-
sistant inspector general for investiga-
tions and whistleblower protection had
threatened whistleblowers with an ulti-
matum: to either sign an agreement to
not ‘‘disparage the agency to Congress
and their staff, the Office of Special
Counsel, and the media’’ or have failing
performance reviews added to their
permanent files.

Unfortunately, the Office of Inspec-
tor General ignored these findings and
took minimal action against these in-
dividuals. That is not enough.

As a result, I, along with all of the
members of the subcommittee, sent a
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letter on April 1, 2014, to the Commerce
IG demanding he immediately fire the
two officials in question.

The inspector general responded by
saying, in part, that the office had
“moved on.”

It is beyond hypocritical that the in-
spector general’s office has conducted
itself in this manner.

According to its website, the Office of
Inspector General ‘‘endeavors to detect
and determine waste, fraud, and abuse”’
throughout the Commerce Department
and ‘‘keep Congress fully and currently
informed about problems and defi-
ciencies and the need for corrective ac-
tion.”
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As lawmakers, we depend on just and
ethical inspectors general to protect
taxpayers’ interest and to hold Federal
Government officials accountable to
the law. Yet we can’t depend on the Of-
fice of Inspector General at the Depart-
ment of Commerce to even police its
own, much less others who may seek to
violate whistleblower protection laws.
At the very least, we must refuse to in-
crease the OIG’s appropriation until
corrective action is taken.

I urge my colleagues to adopt this
nonpartisan amendment, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I move to
strike the requisite number of words.

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

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I reluc-
tantly rise in opposition to the gentle-
man’s amendment.

The Commerce IG performs an im-
portant oversight for the Department
and for our subcommittee and com-
mittee.

I understand that the inspector gen-
eral has asked the Integrity Committee
of the Council of Inspectors General for
Integrity and Efficiency for an objec-
tive review and recommendations con-
cerning this matter taking into ac-
count all the facts; the OIG has imple-
mented each of the corrective actions
proposed by the Office of Special Coun-
sel, and that those actions were accept-
ed by the Office of Special Counsel to
address concerns contained in its re-
port as a result of its investigation.
Further, I understand there was no tes-
timonial or documentary evidence that
the inspector general had committed
any prohibition with regard to per-
sonnel. It appears also that the IG has
asked the counsel—they call it the
CIGIE—to further review this matter.
Until that process is concluded, it
could be premature to reduce the com-
mon inspector general funding.

Because of that, I rise in opposition
to the amendment and yield back the
balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. BROUN).

The amendment was rejected.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.



May 28, 2014

The Clerk read as follows:
GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF

COMMERCE
SEC. 101. During the current fiscal year, ap-
plicable appropriations and funds made

available to the Department of Commerce by
this Act shall be available for the activities
specified in the Act of October 26, 1949 (15
U.S.C. 1514), to the extent and in the manner
prescribed by the Act, and, notwithstanding
31 U.S.C. 3324, may be used for advanced pay-
ments not otherwise authorized only upon
the certification of officials designated by
the Secretary of Commerce that such pay-
ments are in the public interest.

SEcC. 102. During the current fiscal year, ap-
propriations made available to the Depart-
ment of Commerce by this Act for salaries
and expenses shall be available for hire of
passenger motor vehicles as authorized by 31
U.S.C. 1343 and 1344; services as authorized
by 5 U.S.C. 3109; and uniforms or allowances
therefor, as authorized by law (b U.S.C. 5901
5902).

SEC. 103. Not to exceed 5 percent of any ap-
propriation made available for the current
fiscal year for the Department of Commerce
in this Act may be transferred between such
appropriations, but no such appropriation
shall be increased by more than 10 percent
by any such transfers: Provided, That any
transfer pursuant to this section shall be
treated as a reprogramming of funds under
section 505 of this Act and shall not be avail-
able for obligation or expenditure except in
compliance with the procedures set forth in
that section: Provided further, That the Sec-
retary of Commerce shall notify the Com-
mittees on Appropriations at least 15 days in
advance of the acquisition or disposal of any
capital asset (including land, structures, and
equipment) not specifically provided for in
this Act or any other law appropriating
funds for the Department of Commerce.

SEC. 104. The requirements set forth by sec-
tion 105 of the Commerce, Justice, Science,
and Related Agencies Appropriations Act,
2012 (Public Law 112-55), as amended by sec-
tion 105 of title I of division B of Public Law
113-6, are hereby adopted by reference and
made applicable with respect to fiscal year
2015.

SEC. 105. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, the Secretary may furnish serv-
ices (including but not limited to utilities,
telecommunications, and security services)
necessary to support the operation, mainte-
nance, and improvement of space that per-
sons, firms, or organizations are authorized,
pursuant to the Public Buildings Cooperative
Use Act of 1976 or other authority, to use or
occupy in the Herbert C. Hoover Building,
Washington, DC, or other buildings, the
maintenance, operation, and protection of
which has been delegated to the Secretary
from the Administrator of General Services
pursuant to the Federal Property and Ad-
ministrative Services Act of 1949 on a reim-
bursable or non-reimbursable basis. Amounts
received as reimbursement for services pro-
vided under this section or the authority
under which the use or occupancy of the
space is authorized, up to $200,000, shall be
credited to the appropriation or fund which
initially bears the costs of such services.

SEC. 106. Nothing in this title shall be con-
strued to prevent a grant recipient from de-
terring child pornography, copyright in-
fringement, or any other unlawful activity
over its networks.

SEC. 107. The Administrator of the Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion is authorized to use, with their consent,
with reimbursement and subject to the lim-
its of available appropriations, the land,
services, equipment, personnel, and facilities
of any department, agency, or instrumen-
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tality of the United States, or of any State,
local government, Indian tribal government,
Territory, or possession, or of any political
subdivision thereof, or of any foreign govern-
ment or international organization, for pur-
poses related to carrying out the responsibil-
ities of any statute administered by the Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion.

SEC. 108. The Department of Commerce
shall provide a monthly report to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives and the Senate on any offi-
cial travel to China by any employee of the
U.S. Department of Commerce, including the
purpose of such travel.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Department
of Commerce Appropriations Act, 2015,

TITLE II
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
GENERAL ADMINISTRATION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For expenses necessary for the administra-
tion of the Department of Justice,
$103,851,000, of which not to exceed $4,000,000
for security and construction of Department
of Justice facilities shall remain available
until expended.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. MOORE

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

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 22, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)’.

Page 22, line 25, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)"".

Ms. MOORE (during the reading).
Madam Chair, I ask unanimous consent
to dispense with the reading.

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection
to the request of the gentlewoman
from Wisconsin?

There was no objection.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Wisconsin is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. MOORE. Madam Chair, my
amendment adds $1 million to the Ex-
ecutive Office for Immigration Review,
EOIR, and is offset through the Depart-
ment of Justice salaries and expenses
account.

Now, I really do want to acknowledge
the committee for their great work in
increasing funding for the EOIR for
this fiscal year, but even with this in-
crease, Madam Chair, funding is still
woefully short of the President’s re-
quest. This bill doesn’t nearly go far
enough to address the crisis our immi-
gration courts face today.

This House has spared no expense—
no expense—when it comes to throwing
money at our failed enforcement-only
immigration system. Since we are
spending about $18 billion a year on en-
forcement, we are detaining and de-
porting immigrants at record levels.
An estimated 1,000 deportations take
place each day. Yet, Madam Chair, we
have done little to nothing to ensure
that our Nation’s immigration courts
keep up with that pace, let alone fix
many of these problems. This is one
more example to demonstrate why we
should have passed comprehensive im-
migration reform this year.

But that having been said, this
amendment seeks to address that dis-
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parity. This mismatch, Madam Chair,
between immigration review resources
and aggressive enforcement efforts has
created a backlog of over 366,000 cases
in our immigration courts. The average
wait for a hearing is over 570 days.

Many justified—justified—immigra-
tion relief and asylum seekers can find
themselves waiting years in limbo. And
these unacceptable delays waste tax-
payer dollars by keeping people in de-
tention.

Moreover, our tradition of due proc-
ess is in serious jeopardy. EOIR has
been forced to do everything in its
power to accommodate their dockets,
but only so much can be done without
sacrificing essential aspects of the
court.

Now, Madam Chair, in February, a
Washington Post article described the
day-to-day world of one of our immi-
gration courts, where a judge had, on
average, 7T minutes to decide each case:
7 minutes to decide whether to deport
a person who might be eligible for asy-
lum because they could be Kkilled if
they are sent back to their home coun-
try; 7 minutes for a judge to decide if a
child will grow up without that father
or mother—7 minutes. One judge de-
scribed it in testimony before Con-
gress: It is like doing death penalty
cases in a traffic court setting.

My amendment also highlights the
need to fund and expand the Legal Ori-
entation Program. This important pro-
gram gives detainees basic legal infor-
mation, makes our system more effi-
cient, and strengthens due process.

About 41 percent of those awaiting
hearings before an immigration judge
don’t have legal representation. Chil-
dren, Madam Chair, would benefit from
this. In March of 2014, a U.N. refugee
agency report cited a strong link be-
tween instability and violence in the
Americas region and the new displace-
ment patterns of children fleeing
northward. Yet these children, ranging
from toddlers to teenagers, are so vul-
nerable, but they are less likely to
have legal advice and counsel, our no-
tion of guardian ad litem, to help them
navigate the complex immigration
laws. This is so important, Madam
Chair. I hope we can work together to
expand it.

I urge my colleagues to support my
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I move to
strike the requisite number of words.

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

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I under-
stand it takes a million from Attorney
General Holder’s office and puts it into
the immigration area. I think she
makes a powerful case. I have no objec-
tion.

Mr.
yield?

Mr. WOLF. I yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. FATTAH. I concur with the gen-
tleman’s remarks.

FATTAH. Will the gentleman
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Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I yield
back the balance of my time.

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

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Chair, I
move to strike the requisite number of
words.

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

Mr. GOODLATTE. Madam Chair, I
rise today to express my support for
the fiscal year 2015 Commerce, Justice,
Science, and Related Agencies Appro-
priations bill and to thank Chairman
WoLF for his steadfast service as chair-
man of the Commerce, Justice,
Science, and Related Agencies Sub-
committee.

On behalf of the members of House
Judiciary, I would like to express my
gratitude for the cooperative spirit in
which Chairman WOLF and the CJS
Subcommittee has worked with us to
ensure that many of the Judiciary
Committee’s concerns were addressed.

Funding for immigration courts, in-
tellectual property rights, enforce-
ment, and crime victims are just a few
of the critical priorities addressed by
the bill. T am pleased to say that the
bill includes an increase in funding for
the administrative review and appeals
account. This increase will support
much-needed additional immigration
judge teams. I commend the committee
for their efforts to allocate this fund-
ing, which is crucial to reducing the
backlog of unadjudicated removal and
asylum cases.

I also want to express my apprecia-
tion for language included to ensure
that the Executive Office for Immigra-
tion Review will not use taxpayer
funds to pay for attorneys for aliens in
removal proceedings, except to the ex-
tent required by Federal court order.

This bill also increases funding avail-
able for crime victims by raising the
cap on the crime victims fund, a man-
datory account supported by criminal
fines, forfeited bail bonds, and special
assessments, as opposed to appro-
priated funding.

Furthermore, I applaud Chairman
WoLF and Ranking Member FATTAH for
the extraordinary efforts shown
throughout ¢title II of this bill to
prioritize the elimination of human
trafficking, using all of the law en-
forcement components and tools of the
Department of Justice.

This bill also maintains many impor-
tant restrictions on the use of funds,
such as a prohibition on the transfer or
release of Guantanamo detainees into
the U.S., the continuation of various
provisions related to firearms, and lim-
itations on the use of funds by the
Legal Services Corporation.

The bill also provides $3.46 billion for
the Patent and Trademark Office, an
amount equal to the fees that are ex-
pected to be collected by the PTO in
the coming fiscal year.

While I am disappointed that the bill
includes no funds for the Juvenile Ac-
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countability Block Grant program, a
program that was zeroed out as of fis-
cal year 2014, the House Judiciary Com-
mittee intends to examine this pro-
gram further, including to potentially
reauthorize this program.

In conclusion, I appreciate the efforts
of Chairman WOLF and Ranking Mem-
ber FATTAH to work with the Judiciary
Committee on this very important bill.
I urge its support.

I also want to take a moment to per-
sonally thank Chairman WOLF for his
service to this body and to the Com-
monwealth of Virginia. He has been a
leading advocate for justice, human
rights, and religious freedom, and his
efforts have left an indelible mark on
the Nation as well the world.

I yield back the balance of my time.

O 2300
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. SINEMA

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

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 22, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)".

Page 38, line 2, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)".

Page 40, line 3, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from Arizona is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. SINEMA. Madam Chair, the
amendment today is a commonsense,
budget-neutral amendment that pro-
vides colleges and universities with ad-
ditional resources to prevent and re-
spond to sexual violence on campus.

This amendment increases funding
for the Department of Justice’s grants
to reduce domestic violence, dating vi-
olence, sexual assault, and stalking on
campus program by $1 million and off-
sets this increase by reducing DOJ gen-
eral administration funding by the
same amount.

Madam Chair, I offer this amendment
because nearly one in five female un-
dergraduate students report being sex-
ually assaulted in college. According to
the Department of Education, 60 higher
education institutions across the coun-
try—including Arizona State Univer-
sity, which I represent—are under in-
vestigation for their handling of sexual
violence and harassment complaints.
We must do more to protect students
and equip universities to respond ap-
propriately to sexual assault on cam-
pus.

This amendment will allow more in-
stitutions of higher education to imple-
ment comprehensive, coordinated re-
sponses to sexual violence through the
campus grant program.

The campus grant program was cre-
ated by the Violence Against Women
Act of 2005 and reauthorized by the Vi-
olence Against Women Reauthorization
Act of 2013, a bill which I worked hard
to pass.

Increasing funding to this vital pro-
gram represents an important step in
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empowering victims of sexual assault
and protecting both men and women on
college campuses in Arizona and across
the country.

I urge my colleagues to support this
amendment.

Before I close, I want to thank the
chairman of the Appropriations Com-
mittee, Mr. ROGERS, and the chairman
of the Commerce, Justice, Science Ap-
propriations Subcommittee, Mr. WOLF,
and the ranking member, Mr. FATTAH,
for working with me on this issue. Fi-
nally, I would like to thank Mr. WOLF
for the years he has devoted to public
service over the course of his very dis-
tinguished career.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chairman, I move
to strike the requisite number of
words.

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

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chairman, I ac-
cept the amendment. I think it is a
very good amendment. I congratulate
the gentlelady from Arizona, and I urge
a ‘‘yes’ vote.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chairman, I
move to strike the last word.

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

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chairman, I
rise again in support of this amend-
ment. I join with the chairman.

I do note that this review has taken
place at a number of universities, but
none of these investigations have con-
cluded and we don’t know the exact
facts. But we do know that young peo-
ple on college campuses and in other
circumstances are victimized. It is im-
portant that this program receive addi-
tional support.

I thank the gentlewoman for bring-
ing this amendment to our attention,
and I thank the chairman for accepting
it.

I yield back the balance of my time.

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

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. KING OF IOWA

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Chairman,
I have an amendment at the desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 22, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $5,000,000) (increased by
$5,000,000)’.

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

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Chair,
first, I would like to reiterate the
statement made by the chairman of the
Judiciary Committee, Mr. GOODLATTE,
and my appreciation for the service of
Mr. WoOLF from Virginia and the job
that he has done for my years that I
have been here for my years and be-
yond. As a member of the Judiciary
Committee and this Congress, I very
much appreciate FRANK WOLF’S con-
tribution to the well-being of this
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country and the well-being of justice
and compassion around the world that
he has demonstrated.

The amendment that I offer this
evening, Madam Chair, is an amend-
ment that calls upon the Department
of Justice to use $5 million from the
general administration fund to inves-
tigate the discretionary enforcement
decisions of the Department of Home-
land Security concerning their release
of—and I will go through a series of
these numbers that catch my attention
and should alarm Americans:

For 2013, potentially deportable
aliens, ICE encountered 722,000, accord-
ing to a report. They only charged
195,000. That means they released
527,000 potentially deportable aliens.

Of the criminal aliens they encoun-
tered, they released 68,000 criminal
aliens. That was 35 percent of the
criminal aliens that they encountered.
Roughly another 195,000 encountered;
68,000 released. That is with no charges,
Madam Chair. Some will say that is
under the DACA provisions. I will say
that the President has no constitu-
tional authority to create groups of
people that are exempt from the law—
DACA standing for Deferred Action for
Criminal Aliens, in this case, Madam
Chair. It is not prosecutorial discre-
tion.

Deportable aliens released on the
streets now—they are on the ICE dock-
et for removal, but they are on the
streets—_870,000; 36,007 criminal aliens
released pending deportation—36,007. Of
those are 88,000 convictions all to-
gether in a variety of crimes from mur-
der to Kkidnapping, arson, sexual as-
sault, extortion, robbery, burglary, as-
sault, and many others. We know this:
that for a long period of time, about 15
years on average, 76 percent of these
criminals released do not show up for
their final removal hearing. That
means 27,000 of the 36,000 will abscond.
The administration will say: Well, we
had to release these criminals, these
murderers and sexual assaulters and
kidnappers, we had to release them be-
cause of a Supreme Court decision in
about 2001 called the Zadvydas v. Davis
decision.

In that the Supreme Court held that
we couldn’t retain an individual who
was being deported when the home
country wouldn’t accept that indi-
vidual. But that is only 3,000 of the
36,000 that would be under the
Zadvydas decision. That is 8 percent.
The other 92 percent could have, and
should have, been removed from this
country—193 homicide convictions of
the 36,000. So when the gentlelady from
Wisconsin laments 1,000 deported
today, there is about every other day—
more often than every other day—there
is a murderer released on the streets
under this policy that we are getting
out of the Department of Homeland Se-
curity and ICE.

So my request is that $6 million out
of this administrative budget be di-
rected to investigating the actions of
the Department of Homeland Security
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and coming back with an analysis of
what is going on and why that we have
s0 many criminals released onto the
streets of America: 193,000 murderers in
1 year alone; 426,000 who have com-
mitted sexual assault; 303 kidnapping
convictions; 1,076 aggravated assaults,
on down the line; 16,070 drunk or drug
drivers released. And here is the kick-
er, Madam Chair: 303 were released to
have been convicted of flight escape.
They had broken out of jail, convicted
for breaking out of jail, put them back
in jail, and released them again to save
them the trouble of having to break
out of jail again.

These are the kind of things that I
would ask the Department of Justice
to take a look into because their mis-
sion statement says that they are to
enforce the law, ensure public safety,
control crime, and seek punishment for
those who violate the laws. It is de
facto amnesty that is going on in the
Department of Homeland Security. It
is very consistent with the Department
of Justice’s mission statement that
they look into these actions.

Let’s protect the American people
from criminals being poured loose on
the street by the tens of thousands. I
don’t lament so much 1,000 deporta-
tions a day as I do 193 murderers
turned loose in a year. I would point
out to the gentlelady that if the depor-
tations in this country exceeded the il-
legal entries, we wouldn’t have this
issue of illegal immigration in Amer-
ica.

I urge adoption of my amendment,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chairman, I
move to strike the requisite number of
words.

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

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chairman, I
thank my colleague from Iowa for of-
fering his amendment. I oppose it.

I would hope that we would usher in
the day in which the House would take
up comprehensive immigration reform.
The President has acted, the Senate
has acted. The people’s House should
vote on this matter so that we can
come to some conclusion on these
issues. We are not going to handle it in
a piecemeal fashion, but I think that it
is clear that there is enough concern in
our country. The Chamber of Com-
merce says we need to do immigration
reform. Every responsible organization
has spoken out on this, all of our reli-
gious leaders have spoken out.

The United States Congress has the
responsibility not to run from this
issue but to stand up and vote and be
counted. I hope one day the gentleman
from Iowa will have an opportunity to
vote on comprehensive immigration re-
form, and I hope that the people in my
district will have a chance to see me
vote on this. The House should not
delay any longer.

This is an appropriations bill. We are
not in the business of immigration re-
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form on this bill. We are just trying to
run the bare bones of the United States
Government. I hope one day we will
come back to this issue appropriately.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. KING).

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

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Chair, I
demand a recorded vote.

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

poned.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. BROWNLEY OF
CALIFORNIA
Ms. BROWNLEY of California.

Madam Chair, I have an amendment at
the desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 22, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)"".

Page 44, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)"".

Page 48, line 11, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $1,000,000)"".

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

Ms. BROWNLEY of California.
Madam Chair, I rise tonight to offer an
amendment to H.R. 4660, which would
increase funding for Veterans Treat-
ment Courts.

Our Nation’s heroes are returning
home from over a decade of war with
the invisible wounds that come with
multiple deployments and military
service to our Nation. I am concerned
that the effects of posttraumatic stress
and TBI have led to a rise in substance
abuse among our veterans, which in
turn too often leads to criminal activ-
ity.

This has led to an increase in vet-
erans being incarcerated by our justice
system without addressing the mental
health counseling they need after their
service to our country.

My simple amendment would in-
crease funds for Veterans Treatment
Courts by $1 million. Treatment courts
are designed to address fundamental
problems with our troubled veterans
who have succumbed to substance
abuse and have gotten in trouble with
the law. These courts are designed to
provide mental health counseling that
focuses on rehabilitation and sobriety,
and works with veterans to address the
reasons for their criminal behavior.
Veterans Treatment Courts provide our
veterans with Ilong-term solutions
versus short-term punishment.

In January, I visited a Veterans
Treatment Court in Ventura County.
They are doing an amazing job with a
team of professionals really truly sav-
ing one life at a time and providing a
last chance for our veterans. Rather
than arresting and jailing veterans for
a few days or weeks, only to return
them to the same type of life, the Ven-
tura County collaborative court con-
nects veterans to needed treatment and
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services, which may include mental
health care, drug and alcohol treat-
ment, vocational rehabilitation, or
other life skills services and programs.

The process begins with a guilty plea
and in-court meeting involving the vet-
eran, his or her attorney, and a VA rep-
resentative. I was very impressed with
the care that the court officers and vol-
unteers extended to veterans who
found themselves before the court.

In Ventura County, Judge Toy White
has been a real champion of the vet-
erans court and has put together a very
successful and effective program.

However, the Ventura County court
is just one example of many of a Vet-
erans Treatment Court. I believe we
need to increase Federal resources to
these critical programs nationwide,
which is what my amendment seeks to
accomplish.

It is our obligation to ensure our vet-
erans receive the appropriate attention
to their needs and that we do whatever
we can to help them transition to an
independent civilian life.

I strongly urge my colleagues to sup-
port my amendment to rehabilitate
veterans who have gotten in trouble
with the law and help them secure a
strong future.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chairman, I move
to strike the requisite number of
words.

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

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chairman, this is
a good amendment. We accepted Mr.
NUGENT’s amendment earlier this
evening, I think for $2 million. For this
we accept the amendment.

I urge a ‘‘yes’” vote, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-

tlewoman from California (Ms.
BROWNLEY).
The amendment was agreed to.
O 2315

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MCKINLEY

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

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 22, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,500,000)".

Page 74, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $1,500,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from West Virginia is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. MCKINLEY. Before I get to my
remarks, let me join in the thanks for
Chairman WOLF and Ranking Member
FATTAH and for their staffs for all of
the hours that they put in here to-
night. I have sat here and listened to
all of these amendments. I have appre-
ciated the patience you all have exhib-
ited through this.

Madam Chairman, many small busi-
nesses around the country are strug-
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gling to compete against unfair, low-
priced foreign imports. They are in-
timidated by the cost of the legal chal-
lenge to push back. The intent and pur-
pose of this amendment is simple. It
transfers $1.5 million to the Inter-
national Trade Commission to provide
legal and technical assistance to small
businesses seeking a remedy.

Time and time again, small busi-
nesses are losing business against un-
fair, low-cost imports that flood this
country. Something needs to be done.
Small businesses need help.

They don’t have access to the same
legal resources as larger companies,
and they can’t afford the cost to file a
claim against large state-supported in-
dustries like we find in China.

In West Virginia, we have one par-
ticular company that manufactures
glass lead-free marbles. The company
has fewer than 50 employees, and it has
asked our office a very simple ques-
tion: When the average cost to file an
antidumping claim is between $1 mil-
lion and $2 million, how can a small
manufacturer afford access to justice?

The Federal Government provides
pro bono attorneys in criminal cases
for those who can’t afford representa-
tion. Why not offer something similar
to our small businesses facing unfair
dumping competition?

On two occasions last year, this par-
ticular company had the opportunity
to bid on significant contracts that
would have allowed it to hire back laid-
off workers, plus add an additional 20
people. Both times, the company was
knocked out by questionable Chinese
competition.

A recent contract was offered for 300
million marbles per year. That con-
tract would have guaranteed 300 days
of production for hardworking Ameri-
cans. Again, a Chinese company under-
cut them unfairly.

Unfortunately, we have seen this
story before with Chinese currency ma-
nipulation and State subsidies that
have crushed our tin, rebar, and hot
rolled steel industries, among others.
The ITC must have the tools to protect
our small businesses, and this amend-
ment is a step in the right direction.

Let’s be clear, Madam Chairman. Do
we want to keep talking about jobs? Or
do we want to do something about it?
Supporting this amendment will be an
immense help for small employers in
fighting back against unfair trade.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I move to
strike the requisite number of words.

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

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I rise in
strong support of this amendment. The
gentleman from West Virginia is ex-
actly right.

One of the frustrating things to keep
in mind is that, in China, there are 24
Catholic bishops under house arrest,
and nobody seems to care. There are
big law firms in Washington that rep-
resent the Chinese Government, and
nobody seems to care.
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They have plundered Tibet, and yet
American companies have to go up
against American law firms that are
paid for by Chinese filthy money, so I
think it is a very good amendment. I
would have made it double the amount,
but we will try to add that when we get
to conference. I accept the amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I move
to strike the last word.

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

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I rise in
support of this amendment and its
goals, and I agree with the spirit of the
chairman on this matter.

I do want to note that we went
through a series of amendments in
which we cut the general administra-
tive accounts at the Department of
Justice, and there will be a day of reck-
oning as there was with the Census Bu-
reau. It has nothing to do with your
amendment, but we do have to fund
those accounts.

This is what happens when you have
an allocation that is squeezed: the off-
sets all start to sound pretty familiar.
The last three or four amendments
have all been related to cutting money
from these general accounts. They are
good amendments, and this is a good
amendment, so I stand in support of it.

I just want the House to take note
that, at some point, we will have to
reconcile these figures and conference
with the Senate in that we will have to
be funding for these general accounts
at DOJ.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from West Virginia (Mr. McKIN-
LEY).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. MICHELLE LUJAN
GRISHAM OF NEW MEXICO

Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of
New Mexico. Madam Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 22, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘“‘(reduced by $2,000,000)’.

Page 44, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $2,000,000)"".

Page 45, line 19, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $2,000,000)"’.

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

Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of
New Mexico. Thank you, Chairman
WoLF and Ranking Member FATTAH,
for your leadership and tireless work
on this bill.

Madam Chairman, my amendment
would add $2 million to the Mentally
I11 Offender Treatment and Crime Re-
duction Act programs. This will par-
tially restore these programs to
presequestration levels and provide
desperately needed funding for increas-
ing the collaboration between our Na-
tion’s criminal justice and mental
health systems.
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My amendment is offset by the De-
partment of Justice’s general adminis-
tration account. While I recognize the
importance of funding the DOJ, this
amendment amounts to less than two-
tenths of 1 percent of DOJ’s total ad-
ministrative budget.

Even though this $2 million invest-
ment is modest, it will have a tremen-
dous impact on existing State and local
law enforcement agencies all across
the country to provide a broad range of
mental health services, including men-
tal health courts, mental health and
substance abuse treatment, rehabilita-
tion and community reentry services,
and training for State and local law en-
forcement to help them identify and
improve responses to people with men-
tal illnesses.

I want to particularly express my
support for crisis intervention training
for State and local police officers,
which receives funding through the
Mentally Ill Offender Treatment and
Crime Reduction Act.

Officer encounters with mentally ill
individuals during crises too often end
in tragedy. Crisis intervention training
can help prevent injuries to officers, al-
leviate harm to the person in crisis,
promote the decriminalization of indi-
viduals with mental illness, and reduce
the stigma associated with mental dis-
orders.

We can all agree that the mental
health and criminal justice systems in
this country are failing the American
people. Focused more on prosecution
than on prevention and rehabilitation,
jail is often used as a de facto holding
area for the mentally ill.

The Department of Justice estimates
that 64 percent of local jail inmates
and 56 percent of State inmates have
symptoms of severe mental illness.

Without treatment, rehabilitation,
and community reentry services, these
individuals are much more likely to
spend their lives in and out of the pris-
on system. In fact, 81 percent of men-
tally ill inmates in State prison and 79
percent of mentally ill inmates in local
jails have had prior convictions.

Considering that it takes more
money to keep a person in jail for a
year than to send him or her to college,
we cannot afford to do nothing.

I believe my amendment is in the
spirit of this bill’s goal of investing in
prevention and rehabilitation in order
to reduce recidivism and long-term in-
carceration costs.

I urge my colleagues to support my
amendment and ensure that our crimi-
nal justice and mental health systems
have the funds that they need to serve
this country’s most vulnerable people.

With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I move to
strike the requisite number of words.

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

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, we have al-
ready increased this, but I think it is
meritorious, so I have no objection to
the amendment.
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I yield back the balance of my time.
The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from New Mexico (Ms.
MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM).
The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. COFFMAN

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

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 22, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,044,445)"".

Page 26, line 1, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)".

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

Mr. COFFMAN. Madam Chairman, I
rise to offer an amendment to the Jus-
tice appropriation that would plus-up
the account for salaries and expenses
by $1 million for the United States At-
torneys’ Office and make an offsetting
decrease in the amount appropriated
for general administration.

The first reason I offer this amend-
ment is to acknowledge that, over the
past couple of years, the United States
Attorneys’ Office has devoted substan-
tial resources in the successful pros-
ecution of numerous individuals for the
fraudulent use of the service-disabled,
veteran-owned small business pref-
erence program.

My subcommittee worked diligently
to bring attention to this type of fraud
to the VA Office of the Inspector Gen-
eral and to get its commitment to pur-
sue these cases.

A recent case involved a joint VA
OIG-FBI investigation of a sham com-
pany set up as a passthrough to secure
almost $13.5 million in set-aside con-
tracts that rightfully should have gone
to a business owned by a qualified serv-
ice-disabled veteran.

Victimizing veterans must not be tol-
erated. As chairman of the Sub-
committee on Oversight and Investiga-
tions of the House Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs, I want to see these in-
vestigations and prosecutions con-
tinue.

Second, I anticipate a serious need
for investigative and prosecutorial re-
sources, going forward, nationwide, as
a result of the burgeoning scandal in-
volving the manipulation of appoint-
ment scheduling records at VA medical
facilities.

My subcommittee has been inves-
tigating problems with appointment
scheduling, consult delays, and timely
health care for over 3 years. Lists with
true wait times are being kept off the
official books. According to these
sources, as many as 40 veterans may
have died while waiting for an appoint-
ment at the Phoenix medical center.

Upon this discovery, the full com-
mittee chairman, JEFF MILLER, imme-
diately called for an in-depth criminal
investigation by the VA OIG at all
medical centers where such schedule
manipulation, appointment delays, and
preventable deaths may be occurring.
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The VA has had knowledge of the in-
tentional manipulation of appointment
schedules and the falsification of offi-
cial records since at least 2010, when an
internal memorandum warned of the
use of as many as 17 different sched-
uling schemes. Such manipulation oc-
curs because scheduling delays nega-
tively affect a performance metric used
for bonuses at the VA.

In an interim report issued today,
the VA OIG confirmed that the manip-
ulation of appointment schedules per-
sist, and they substantiated that sig-
nificant delays in access to care have
negatively impacted the quality of care
at the Phoenix medical center.

Further, they indicated that they
opened investigations at 42 other VA
medical facilities across the Nation.
We do not yet know the full extent of
the scandal, including how many vet-
erans have died while waiting for an
appointment with the VA.

As with every scandal, I am very con-
cerned that additional crimes may be
committed during the coverup. I have
instructed my investigators to con-
tinue to pursue leads in furtherance of
the committee’s congressional over-
sight duties.
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In this role, we have received cred-
ible allegations from numerous em-
ployees that multiple VA supervisors
are instructing them to destroy evi-
dence and are dictating what to say to
OIG investigators. These allegations
are being referred to the OIG for crimi-
nal investigations.

Given the scope of the problems and
the seriousness of the allegations, I
strongly urge passage of this amend-
ment to provide additional money to
the U.S. Attorneys’ Offices who will be
tasked with the difficult job of pur-
suing investigations and prosecuting
the crimes related to this national
scandal unfolding at the VA.

When our servicemembers are de-
prived of the quality health care that
they have earned, we must demand jus-
tice from those who are found respon-
sible.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I move to
strike the requisite number of words.

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

Mr. WOLF. I support the amendment,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I move
to strike the last word.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Pennsylvania is recognize for 5
minutes.

Mr. FATTAH. The gentleman moved
back and forth from the original alle-
gations to today’s report from the in-
spector general, but left out some very
important points, and I want to make
sure the House is operating from full
information.
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The allegation that veterans died for
a lack of care was not proven by to-
day’s report. In fact, the inspector gen-
eral said today they have no ability to
determine this issue.

The actual whistleblower who made
this allegation in the first place was on
FOX News on Sunday and said that he
had no ability to tie the death to the
delay.

I think we don’t want to create a sit-
uation where we don’t have veterans
seeking care based on misinformation.

So what I want to do is just take a
minute and make sure the House is
aware that under every analysis, the
care at the VA is good or excellent.
This is from the actual veterans’ care
organizations and their testimony be-
fore the Congress, House, and Senate.

In fact, today, I had a young woman
who was a paralyzed Vietnam war vet-
eran. She walked into my office. She is
involved in a spinal cord program at
the Bronx VA that has got her up and
walking. It is part of the ReWalk sys-
tem.

She was first denied some benefits
because her autoimmune deficiency
was caused by agent orange, and that
had been denied for many years. But
under General Shinseki, they have al-
lowed this. And now, because she had
more than a 50 percent disability, a
quality wheel chair and other access.

I want to make this point clear. One
is that no one anywhere has found that
some veteran died because of a lack of
service. It has not been proven. It is an
allegation. There is an investigation.
And we should see the investigation to
its conclusion. But the one thing we
don’t want to do is create a situation
where veterans who need care don’t
pursue it. And especially in spinal cord
and in terms of artificial limbs and
traumatic brain injury, there is no bet-
ter care that our veterans can get than
at the VA.

So I just want to make this point
that we are not dealing with the sub-
stance of the amendment, but that on
the facts of this investigation the
House would be well served to let us
have an investigation and then let us
react to what the facts are.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chair, I
move to strike the last word.

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

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Chair, I
rise in strong support of the gentle-
man’s amendment, because as the Con-
gress has learned today in the VA in-
spector general’s report, quoting di-
rectly from that report:

The inspector general’s review at a grow-
ing number of VA medical facilities has con-
firmed that inappropriate scheduling prac-
tices are systemic throughout veterans
health administration.

To date, our work has substantiated seri-
ous conditions at the Phoenix health care
system.

And as my colleague said, they have
initiated reviews at 42 others. They
have already identified an additional
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1,700 veterans waiting for primary care
appointments but who were not on the
electronic waiting list. Until that hap-
pens, the inspector general states, the
wait time is not even started.

This report is deeply, deeply dis-
turbing, and as it comes to those indi-
viduals, my good friend from Pennsyl-
vania is correct, there are no conclu-
sions yet drawn about whether or not
anyone died as a result of being denied
access to the VA because the inspector
general doesn’t have enough evidence
yet.

As he says in the report:

We are not reporting the results of our
clinical reviews as to whether or not some-
one may have as a result of a delay died or
been adversely affected while on a waiting
list.

To quote the inspector general:

These assessments need to draw conclu-
sions based on analysis of medical records,
death certificates, and autopsy results. We
have made requests to appropriate State
agencies and issued subpoenas to obtain
those records. They are gathering the infor-
mation.

The gentleman’s amendment is an at-
tempt to add additional funding to the
Department of Justice to pursue crimi-
nal investigations and pursue criminal
charges. I sincerely hope that that does
not come to pass, but we have a report
right in front of us today that tells us
it is headed in that direction.

The inspector general has said in
this, again, preliminary report, they
find that inappropriate scheduling
practices are a systemic problem na-
tionwide in the Veterans Affairs De-
partment.

It is just appalling and unacceptable.

The VA staff at two VA medical fa-
cilities deleted consults without full
consideration of the impact to pa-
tients. Multiple schedulers described to
us a process they use that essentially
overrides appointments to reduce the
reported waiting times.

The inspector general found out that
at the Phoenix health care center cer-
tain audit controls were not even en-
abled. This limited the ability of the
Veterans Affairs Department and the
inspector general to determine whether
any malicious manipulation of the
electronic medical records occurred.

Somebody turned off—or didn’t even
turn on—the audit controls that would
allow a criminal investigation to deter-
mine whether or not there was a mali-
cious intent.

This is outrageous. It is unaccept-
able. As chairman of the Veterans Af-
fairs Appropriations Subcommittee I
assure you that our subcommittee—I
know Chairman MILLER and your sub-
committee and the United States Con-
gress—is going to devote every re-
source, every tool, every asset at our
disposal to assure veterans are given
immediate access to health care. They
have earned it. They deserve it. They
are going to get right in immediately,
whether it is a VA hospital or another
hospital.

We are going to fix this problem and
make sure that those that are on the
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waiting list are taken care of imme-
diately. And those who have been de-
nied care—God forbid somebody died as
a result of being denied care—that is
going to result in criminal charges,
which is what the gentleman’s amend-
ment is intended to do—to make sure
the Attorney General has the resources
to follow the facts where they may
lead.

We need to be careful to follow the
facts. But I am quoting directly from
the report. This is absolutely unaccept-
able. It is outrageous. This is the op-
portunity during this debate on this
bill to add additional resources to the
Attorney General’s office so they can
hire the investigators and attorneys
that are necessary—when this inspec-
tor general’s report is final—to pursue
criminal charges, if they are merited.

So I strongly support the gentle-
man’s amendment. This is another
arrow in our quiver to do everything in
our power to protect the health and
well-being of the men and women of
this country who have served us so well
in defending our freedom and our pros-
perity.

I urge all of us to support the chair-
man’s amendment, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. COFFMAN).

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

JUSTICE INFORMATION SHARING TECHNOLOGY

For necessary expenses for information
sharing technology, including planning, de-
velopment, deployment and departmental di-
rection, $25,842,000, to remain available until
expended: Provided, That the Attorney Gen-
eral may transfer up to $35,400,000 to this ac-
count, from funds available to the Depart-
ment of Justice for information technology,
for enterprise-wide information technology
initiatives: Provided further, That the trans-
fer authority in the preceding proviso is in
addition to any other transfer authority con-
tained in this Act.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. LEE OF
CALIFORNIA

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

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

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 22, line 13, after the dollar
amount, insert: ‘‘(reduced by $2,500,000)".

On page 34, line 8, after the dollar amount,
insert: ‘‘(reduced by $500,000)’.

On page 44, line 6, after the dollar amount,
insert: ‘‘(increased by $3,000,000)".

On page 48, line 6, after the dollar amount,
insert: ‘‘(increased by $3,000,000)’.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. LEE of California. Madam Chair,
let me thank our ranking member, Mr.
FATTAH, for his tremendous leadership
on the subcommittee. Also, I want to
thank Chairman WOLF, first of all, for
your years of service and for so much
of your hard work on this bill and so
many other issues. We have worked to-
gether for so many years. Your legacy
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in this body will continue for many,
many years. You have made such a
positive impact on the lives of so many
people, not only in our own country,
but throughout the world. So thank
you again for your service.

Let me thank also our staff on both
sides of the aisle for their assistance,
for their support, their very astute un-
derstanding of this bill, and for helping
us put together this amendment, which
is really very simple, and hopefully
Members on both sides of the aisle can
support.

It would increase funding for Second
Chance Act programs by $3 million, off-
set from the justice information shar-
ing technology and the Bureau of Pris-
on salaries account.

I have to once again thank the chair
and Ranking Member FATTAH for fund-
ing the Second Chance Act to the
President’s request in this bill.

Now, more than ever, we need strong
investments in bipartisan and proven
effective programs like the Second
Chance Act. Congressman DANNY DAVIS
from Illinois has been such a leader on
this issue and has fought for many,
many years to make sure that Second
Chance Act not only is authorized, but
it is funded.

At a time when our Nation incarcer-
ates its citizens at the highest rate in
the world, the fact of the matter is this
program needs very strong support.

In 2009, there were over 1.6 million in-
mates incarcerated in the TUnited
States. That is one in every 199 United
States residents. If you include those
housed in local jails, that number in-
creases to 2.2 million.

We also need to acknowledge the dis-
parate impact that mass incarceration
has on communities of color. In 2011, 1
in 13 Black males ages 30 to 34 were in
prison, along with 1 in 36 Hispanic
males. That number is 1 in 90 for White
males.

This is an issue that tears at our
communities and our families each and
every day.

Unfortunately, we know that more
than half of the inmates who are re-
leased from prison who have served
their time are re-incarcerated within 3
years.

So we need to lower these unaccept-
able recidivism rates by addressing the
overwhelming obstacles faced by the
reentry population. That is exactly
what the Second Chance Act does, by
providing grants to State and local
governments as well as nonprofit orga-
nizations who are working to improve
outcomes for people returning to com-
munities from incarceration.

This also increases public safety and
actually reduces the burden on tax-
payers.

The Second Chance Act grants funds
for comprehensive and coordinated
services in employment, housing, edu-
cation, substance abuse, mental health,
and family counseling.

Since becoming the law, the Second
Chance Act has authorized nearly 600
grants that have been awarded to local
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governments and nonprofit organiza-
tions in 49 States. For example, in my
own district in the city of Oakland, a
program known as Comprehensive
Community Cross System Reentry
Support brings together government
and nonprofit partners to reengage
youth in school after leaving a juvenile
detention center.

Also, in my home district, the Ala-
meda County Sheriff’s Office has im-
plemented Operation My Home Town,
which provides pre- and post-release
services to inmates at the Santa Rita
Jail, the fifth-largest county jail in the
Nation.

These are just a couple of examples
of the hundreds of successful programs
that have helped previously incarcer-
ated individuals get back on their feet
during a very difficult time. These pro-
grams work in our district.

This is a bipartisan bill, a bipartisan
program. I know that there is support
for this program and reforming our
prison system on both sides of the
aisle.

This is also a fiscal issue. It is one
that has economic implications. It is
also a humanitarian issue.

So I urge ‘‘yes’” on this amendment.

Once again, I want to thank the
chair, ranking member, and our staffs
for your assistance and leadership.

I yield back the balance of my time.
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Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I move to
strike the requisite number of words.

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

Mr. WOLF. I think it is a good
amendment, and I accept the amend-
ment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I move
to strike the last word.

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

Mr. FATTAH. That being granted, I
also think it is a great amendment and
from a great Member. I thank the
chairman for agreeing to it.

I yield back the balance of my time.

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

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW AND APPEALS
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For expenses necessary for the administra-
tion of pardon and clemency petitions and
immigration-related activities, $335,000,000,
of which $4,000,000 shall be derived by trans-
fer from the Executive Office for Immigra-
tion Review fees deposited in the ‘“‘Immigra-
tion Examinations Fee’’ account: Provided,
That, of the amount provided, not to exceed
$10,000,000 is for the Executive Office for Im-
migration Review for courthouse operations,
language services and automated system re-
quirements and shall remain available until
expended.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. COHEN

Mr. COHEN. Madam Chair, I have an

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 22, line 25, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $2,000,000)".

Page 34, line 8, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $2,000,000)".

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

Mr. COHEN. Madam Chair, this is a
very logical amendment that I hope
will be accepted. What this does is it
takes a program that the Department
of Justice announced last week, that I
have been encouraging the President
and the Attorney General to engage in,
and that is to expand the clemency de-
partment in the Department of Justice,
so that individuals who are unjustly in-
carcerated can appropriately be rec-
ommended to the President for
commutations and/or pardons.

This Congress passed the fairness in
sentencing law a few years ago. The
President signed it in 2010, and it cor-
rected what we found were errors in
the judgment of this Congress in the
way it incarcerated people and the dis-
tinctions of cocaine and crack and
found that it had a disparate impact
and an illogical impact on African
Americans, that cocaine and crack are
basically the same drug.

For years, it was a 100 to 1 ratio in
the quantity, working against what
was considered a drug more likely to be
used by African Americans than Cauca-
sians. The fact is that each drug is
equal in its pernicious effects on soci-
ety, and that 100 to 1 ratio was wrong.
We changed it to 18 to 1. It should be
equal, but we changed it to 18 to 1.

Accordingly, for the first time prob-
ably in the history of this body and
maybe any legislative body, sentences
were reduced, which means that the
public policy of the United States of
America is now that those people are
being unjustly incarcerated.

It was only passed in a prospective
and not a retroactive fashion, which it
should have been, because public policy
shows they are being unjustly incarcer-
ated.

The President has seen the need to
have more commutations and pardons.
It costs us $30,000 a year to incarcerate
an individual, and if people are in there
on sentences that are void against pub-
lic policy, they should be released.
They should have a commutation when
they have served their time according
to the law that has existed in this
country from 2010 to the present.

It would reunite them with their
families, get them back into society,
and save the public the cost of incar-
cerating them.

So what this particular amendment
would do is take just $2 million from
the Bureau of Prisons, which has a
budget in the hundreds of millions of
dollars. Their budget is $7 billion, with
a $121 million increase.

It would take $2 million from the Bu-
reau of Prisons which is one three-hun-
dred-fiftieth of what the Bureau of
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Prisons gets, to put that money, not
into the Bureau that would have these
people where they are incarcerated un-
justly, but to give the money to the
Department of Justice, where they can
ascertain which individuals should ap-
propriately be recommended  for
commutations and save money for soci-
ety and reunite people with their loved
ones and give them freedom—freedom,
which is so important—and liberty.

Now, I know some of the amend-
ments have been talked about and they
said: well, we don’t want to put any of
the people in the Bureau of Prisons at
risk.

I would submit to you that by taking
$2 million from the Bureau of Prisons
and allowing more people to be rec-
ommended for commutations, there
would be less people in prison, less need
for those personnel, and less likely of
having any problems.

Beyond that, the Bureau of Prisons
would see to it that $2 million didn’t
come from areas where prison guards
would be endangered. They could take
that from personnel. They could take
it from management. They could take
it from administration. They could
take it even from the areas where the
prisoners get their clothing or their
food or whatever they get.

I assure you that $2 million will not
jeopardize a single member of the Bu-
reau of Prisons, but it will give people
freedom and liberty, at $30,000 a year
for the taxpayers.

So I would hope that we could ap-
prove this, give this newly invigorated
Department of Justice office for
commutations $23 million to hire more
attorneys to make sure they make the
right decisions and they make plentiful
decisions to give people liberty and
save the taxpayers money.

I would ask for a positive vote, and
thank you for the opportunity to
present this amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I move to
strike the requisite number of words.

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

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I oppose
the amendment.

Chairman GOODLATTE, chairman of
the Judiciary Committee, who was
here and just left, strongly opposes the
amendment.

There is no authorization. There is
no appropriation. Congress never ap-
proved it. It is almost like an executive
order out of nowhere.

Again, so the chairman of the full
committee, we try to work closer to-
gether. We have had a better relation-
ship than we have had for a long time.

The authorizers oppose it, and so I
strongly oppose it and ask for a ‘“‘no”’
vote on the amendment.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I move
to strike the requisite number of
words.
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The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Pennsylvania is recognized for 5
minutes.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I oppose
the offset. I do not oppose the notion
that we should have a more robust
clemency approach in our country. I
commend the administration for this,
and I hope that we can find a way to
provide more support.

I don’t agree with the gentleman’s
math, that $2 million cut from any
number of other places in the Bureau
of Prisons would be just fine. I know
these accounts pretty well, and I have
some concerns about that.

I do think that in a $28 billion invest-
ment or spending in the Department of
Justice in total, clearly, there are dol-
lars that could be used so that inno-
cent people in our country, or those
who have deserved to have some relief,
can appropriately apply for clemency.

I will be glad to work with the gen-
tleman on this as we go forward.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. COHEN).

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

Mr. COHEN. Madam Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

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

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General, $88,000,000, including not to
exceed $10,000 to meet unforeseen emer-
gencies of a confidential character.

UNITED STATES PAROLE COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the United
States Parole Commission as authorized,
$13,308,000.

LEGAL ACTIVITIES

SALARIES AND EXPENSES, GENERAL LEGAL
ACTIVITIES

For expenses necessary for the legal activi-
ties of the Department of Justice, not other-
wise provided for, including not to exceed
$20,000 for expenses of collecting evidence, to
be expended under the direction of, and to be
accounted for solely under the certificate of,
the Attorney General; and rent of private or
Government-owned space in the District of
Columbia, $893,000,000, of which not to exceed
$20,000,000 for litigation support contracts
shall remain available until expended: Pro-
vided, That of the total amount appro-
priated, not to exceed $9,000 shall be avail-
able to INTERPOL Washington for official
reception and representation expenses: Pro-
vided further, That notwithstanding section
205 of this Act, upon a determination by the
Attorney General that emergent cir-
cumstances require additional funding for
litigation activities of the Civil Division, the
Attorney General may transfer such
amounts to ‘“‘Salaries and Expenses, General
Legal Activities” from available appropria-
tions for the current fiscal year for the De-
partment of Justice as may be necessary to
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respond to such circumstances: Provided fur-
ther, That any transfer pursuant to the pre-
ceding proviso shall be treated as a re-
programming under section 505 of this Act
and shall not be available for obligation or
expenditure except in compliance with the
procedures set forth in that section: Provided
further, That of the amount appropriated,
such sums as may be necessary shall be
available to the Civil Rights Division for sal-
aries and expenses associated with the elec-
tion monitoring program under section 8 of
the Voting Rights Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 1973f)
and to reimburse the Office of Personnel
Management for such salaries and expenses:
Provided further, That of the amounts pro-
vided under this heading for the election
monitoring program, $3,390,000 shall remain
available until expended.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. FLEMING

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

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

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 23, line 24 after 893,000,000 add
“(reduce by $866,000)’.

On page 100, line 17, after ¢$0°, add ‘‘(in-
crease by $866,000)".

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

Mr. FLEMING. Madam Chairman, I
want to thank my good friend, Chair-
man WOLF, for all the many years of
service he has provided and the great
work he is doing on this appropriation.

My amendment simply reduces the
Department of Justice’s general legal
account by $866,000, specifically tar-
geting the Deputy Attorney General’s
office until the Attorney General en-
forces the Controlled Substances Act,
as well as the Bank Secrecy Act.

My amendment does not reduce the
enforcement funding available to DOJ,
but rather decreases available funding
for the salaries of individuals who are
delineating ways to evade Federal law.

Madam Chairman, it is with growing
alarm that we see this administration
selectively executing and enforcing
Federal law.

The CSA sets forth five classifica-
tions or schedules for controlled sub-
stances. Marijuana, along with heroin
and LSD, are schedule I drugs without
accepted medical purpose and which
have a high potential for abuse. Smok-
ing marijuana remains a Federal of-
fense, and growers and distributors
could and should be prosecuted.

Despite DOJ’s responsibility to up-
hold the CSA as the law of the land,
over the last few months, the Depart-
ment of Justice has issued several
memos suggesting ways for States like
Colorado and Washington to evade Fed-
eral law and Federal law enforcement
and encouraging other States to follow
suit with decriminalization and poten-
tially legalization.

Any Google search will tell you that
the first of eight Federal priorities out-
lined in Deputy Attorney General
James Cole’s August 2013 is being run
roughshod in Colorado.

Kids are quickly gaining access to
marijuana. News accounts from Colo-
rado describe elementary children sell-
ing pot at school.
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In February of this year, both the De-
partment of Justice and the Depart-
ment of the Treasury outlined ways for
banks and other financial institutions
to circumvent Federal law, in effect,
giving tacit approval for financially fa-
cilitating the marijuana industry.

Madam Chairman, I don’t have time
to delve into all of the negative issues
regarding health care and marijuana,
but it is vitally important for my col-
leagues to remember that the scientific
facts and recent studies all point to the
fact that marijuana is highly addictive,
is closely linked to altered brain devel-
opment; schizophrenia; mental illness;
heart complications; lower IQ; and im-
pairs attention, judgment, and memory
functions.

I would like to close by reading the
following statement from the Drug En-
forcement Agency’s DEA May 2014
booklet on the ugly truth about mari-
juana:

Legalization of marijuana, no matter how
it begins, will come at the expense of our
children and public safety. It will create de-
pendency and treatment issues and opens the
door to use of other drugs, impaired health,
delinquent behavior, and drugged drivers.

I think the DEA got it right. It is
time for the rest of the Justice Depart-
ment to do their job and enforce cur-
rent U.S. law that recognizes mari-
juana’s devastating impact on our chil-
dren and society.

I am hopeful that my amendment
will encourage DOJ to take steps nec-
essary to correct any misunder-
standing regarding the Federal en-
forcement of the CSA and the BSA. I
now urge my colleagues to join me in
supporting this amendment.

Madam Chair, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.
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Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I move to
strike the requisite number of words.

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

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I support
the gentleman’s amendment.

I was just reading the dangers and
consequences of marijuana abuse. What
is happening to our country? I saw a re-
port today in The Hill newspaper,
“Buyers’ remorse on marijuana?’’ The
growers in Mexico are not growing
marijuana now. They are going into
the poppy business because they are
now doing it in Colorado.

I cast the deciding vote against
smoking on airplanes, and now we are
encouraging or allowing people to use
marijuana?

I think the gentleman is right. And I
have been disappointed in the Justice
Department because, you know, we
should follow the law. The law is the
law, and I think the gentleman is
right. You are seeing the skirting of
the law. There is much more. We are
going to have a big debate tomorrow, 1
guess, on this whole issue a little bit
differently than this.

But I think the gentleman is right.
The law is the law, and the Justice De-
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partment should be seeking justice and
enforce the law. If they don’t like the
law, they should come up here to Con-
gress and change the law. Reasonable
people can debate it and have dif-
ferences. But I think the gentleman
makes a very powerful point, and I
strongly support the amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. COHEN. Madam Chair, I move to
strike the last word.

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

Mr. COHEN. Madam Chair, as we
near the midnight hour, as Wilson
Pickett would say: In the midnight
hour, we drift off to ‘“‘Reefer Madness”’
type of logic.

We saw ‘‘Reefer Madness’ in the thir-
ties, and it has come back to Congress
here 80-some-odd years later.

The fact is we are not talking about
marijuana  for children. Children
shouldn’t be doing marijuana, nor
should they be smoking tobacco, nor
should they be drinking beer or alco-
hol. We are talking about adults, and
we are talking about: Should adults
who are behaving according to the laws
in the States in which they live—and
the States passed certain laws in Colo-
rado and Washington concerning legal-
ization, and in 20-some-odd States and
the District of Columbia passed med-
ical marijuana laws. Should those peo-
ple who abide by the laws of the State,
the laws that are closest to them, that
some on the other side of the aisle
would regularly say we should defer to
the States and we should let the States
set the policies for everybody—we do
that on a lot of things, but we some-
times don’t do it on these particular
issues.

The fact that people are being incar-
cerated in great numbers and losing
their liberty and having a scarlet “M”
put on their chest that denies them
public housing on occasions, denies
them scholarships, and denies them op-
portunities to work is wrong. Even if
you take the arguments that the gen-
tleman on the other side of the aisle
makes, if you accept them, it still
doesn’t fit the punishment, the lifetime
scarlet letter that you put on an indi-
vidual.

Mr. FLEMING. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. COHEN. The Department of Jus-
tice is correct to respect the laws of
the States and to put an understanding
that heroin and crack and cocaine and
meth and prescription drugs are drugs
that really cause the evils we have and
the problems we have in society, that
make people commit crimes to feed
their habits. Marijuana does not make
people commit crime. It makes them
overeat. It doesn’t make them commit
crimes. And that is why we need to
prioritize the resources we have in this
country toward those drugs that really
cause problems to others.

I commend the Department of Jus-
tice for their discretion. They haven’t
gone as far as they should. And the lab-
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oratories of democracy, the States, as
Louis Brandeis called them, are doing a
great service to this country, in Colo-
rado and Washington, to see how it
works. They are bringing in millions
and millions of dollars. Violent crime
has gone down in Colorado. There have
not been the problems alleged to have
occurred in other areas. And we can
wait and see how those States’ experi-
ments go. And the Department of Jus-
tice is allowing the experiment to go
on for other States’ benefits.

And I yield to the gentleman from
Louisiana.

Mr. FLEMING. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. And I would say to
you that science tells us that the more
drugs—whether it is marijuana or her-
oin or whatever—are out there in soci-
ety, on the shelves in homes, the more
likely children will get involved in
them. And as they do, in their young,
developing brains, they are five times
more likely at risk of having an addic-
tion, and that is what gets them in
prison. And trust me, my friend, I will
tell the gentleman that whether it is
marijuana or heroin or
methamphetamines, as a drug addict
once told me: All addicting substances
are gateways to other addicting sub-
stances.

Mr. COHEN. So should we make alco-
hol illegal again, that exercise in pro-
hibition that was brought by this Con-
gress, that was proved to be such a fail-
ure, that it was repealed later on?
Should we make alcohol illegal because
kids might get it? I submit to you, if
you want to do that, you be the leader.

Mr. FLEMING. If the gentleman will
again yield, alcohol has been a part of
our society and culture for thousands
of years as part of our religious prac-
tices. It was impractical to have a pro-
hibition.

Mr. COHEN. Bourbon is part of our
religious practices?

Mr. FLEMING. Alcohol is part of our
religious practices.

Mr. COHEN. Wine. So make wine
legal. How about bourbon and scotch
and vodka and gin?

Mr. FLEMING. So it has been cul-
turally accepted for many generations;
whereas, marijuana hasn’t.

So if alcohol is a problem, why do we
want to add another problem in the
form of marijuana?

Mr. COHEN. It has been culturally
accepted not in your area, but in some
cultures it has.

And in the African American commu-
nity, you are eight times more likely
to be arrested and sent to jail because
of the color of your skin. It has a dis-
parate impact on minorities. It always
has.

If you go back to the genesis of the
laws in the thirties, it was made illegal
because of discrimination against His-
panics. And in the seventies, Nixon
spoke out, as did Haldeman and
Ehrlichman, and they said this is
something we can’t talk about, African
Americans in the inner city, but we
can take their drug of choice and make
it illegal.
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I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. Members are re-
minded to direct their remarks to the
Chair.

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I move
to strike the last word and hopefully to
offer the last word.

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

Mr. FATTAH. Madam Chair, I resem-
ble some of the remarks that have been
made as of late on the floor. I want to
say a couple of things.

One is that a lot of us like to hold
onto things, but, you know, life moves
on and the country moves on. There is
a point in time in which the country
made a decision around alcohol and put
it in a different category than other
things, and, seemingly, the public is
making a decision about marijuana.

Now, it may have something to do
with the last few Presidents we have
had, who all agreed that they smoked
marijuana, or it may have something
to do with medical marijuana and the
notion that it can help in terms of
dealing with the pain that people feel
when they have chronic pain and dis-
eases. Whatever is going on, the truth
of the matter is that the Congress, we
are probably the last to hear of it. But
the Nation has kind of moved on, and
you see this in the State actions.

You see it in my hometown, where
the district attorney got elected 4
years ago and decided he was not pros-
ecuting any more marijuana cases,
where the people had just possession
for use. And now, 4 years later, the city
council has finally decided, well,
maybe the police shouldn’t lock people
up since the DA is not going to pros-
ecute them.

So sometimes those of us who are in
political office, we get dragged along a
little slower. But it doesn’t matter
what we decide on this issue. There are
decisions being made, and the country
is moving in a different direction, very
similar to the decision that was made
on the prohibition in terms of alcohol.

So the point here is that we will vote
however we may vote. It will not be the
deciding issue in this regard, because
local communities are deciding. Just
like in Kentucky now, you have MITCH
McCONNELL and others talking about
what we are going to do about hemp.
There is going to be some movement
here on some of these issues, and those
of us who have got a few gray hairs, we
might just have to hold on and know
that the country has made changes on
some of these social issues.

But there is still the reality that
when we made the change on alcohol,
we went from shooting up and down the
street during prohibition over it, with
Eliot Ness and crew, to a point where
we have accepted it as part of, as you
said, our culture. Now, it is still not
healthy; it is still addictive; it is still
a drug; but it is not criminalized in our
Nation. And that might be where
America is headed on the question of
marijuana. And some of us, at times,
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have to accept change for what it is. It
is a change because people have grown
to a different point of view or, as the
President has said, you evolve on some
of these issues.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. FLEMING).

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. WOLF. Madam Chair, I move
that the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. CUL-
BERSON) having assumed the chair, Ms.
FoxX, Acting Chair of the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, reported that that Committee,
having had under consideration the bill
(H.R. 4660) making appropriations for
the Departments of Commerce and Jus-
tice, Science, and Related Agencies for
the fiscal year ending September 30,
2015, and for other purposes, had come
to no resolution thereon.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mrs. CAPITO (at the request of Mr.
CANTOR) for today on account of weath-
er complications that inhibited her
travel.

Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas (at the re-
quest of Mr. CANTOR) for today on ac-
count of attending a funeral.

Mr. GARY G. MILLER of California (at
the request of Mr. CANTOR) for today
and the balance of the week on account
of family medical reasons.

Ms. ESTY (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today.

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida (at the re-
quest of Ms. PELOSI) for today through
May 30.

Mr. HONDA (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today.

Ms. SLAUGHTER (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today through May 30 on
account of a death in the family.

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi (at the
request of Ms. PELOSI) for today on ac-
count of district business.

————

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
reported and found truly enrolled bills
of the House of the following titles,
which were thereupon signed by the
Speaker pro tempore, Mr. WOLF:

H.R. 724. An act to amend the Clean Air
Act to remove the requirement for dealer
certification of new light-duty motor vehi-
cles.

H.R. 1036. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 103 Center Street West in Eatonville,
Washington, as the ‘‘National Park Ranger
Margaret Anderson Post Office’.

H.R. 1228. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 123 South 9th Street in De Pere, Wis-
consin, as the ‘““‘Corporal Justin D. Ross Post
Office Building”’.

H.R. 1451. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
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at 14 Main Street in Brockport, New York, as
the ‘‘Staff Sergeant Nicholas J. Reid Post
Office Building”’.

H.R. 2391. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 5323 Highway N in Cottleville, Missouri as
the ‘‘Lance Corporal Phillip Vinnedge Post
Office”.

H.R. 2939. An act to award the Congres-
sional Gold Medal to Shimon Peres.

H.R. 3060. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 232 Southwest Johnson Avenue in
Burleson, Texas, as the ‘‘Sergeant William
Moody Post Office Building’’.

H.R. 4032. An act to exempt from Lacey
Act Amendments of 1981 certain water trans-
fers by the North Texas Municipal Water
District and the Greater Texoma Utility Au-
thority, and for other purposes.

H.R. 4488. An act to make technical correc-
tions to two bills enabling the presentation
of congressional gold medals, and for other
purposes.

———

BILL PRESENTED TO THE
PRESIDENT

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
reported that on May 23, 2014, she pre-
sented to the President of the United
States, for his approval, the following
bill:

H.R. 862. To authorize the conveyance of
two small parcels of land within the bound-
aries of the Coconino National Forest con-
taining private improvements that were de-
veloped based upon the reliance of the land-
owners in an erroneous survey conducted in
May 1960.

————
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I move that
the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 12 o’clock and 11 minutes
a.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until today, Thurs-
day, May 29, 2014, at 10 a.m. for morn-
ing-hour debate.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

5790. A letter from the Director, Defense
Procurement and Acquisition Policy, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Defense Federal Ac-
quisition Regulation Supplement: Con-
tracting Officer’s Representative (DFARS
Case 2013-D023) (RIN: 0750-AI21) received

April 17, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Armed
Services.

5791. A letter from the Director, Office of
Legislative Affairs, Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Corporation, transmitting the Corpora-
tion’s final rule — Restrictions on Sales of
Assets of a Covered Financial Company by
the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation
(RIN: 3064-AE05) received May 2, 2014, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Financial Services.

5792. A letter from the General Counsel,
National Credit Union Administration,
transmitting the Administration’s final rule
— Technical Amendments (RIN: 3133-AE33)
received May 5, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial
Services.
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