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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing.
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So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

—————

FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GEN-
ERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2015

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 5016,
and that I may include tabular mate-
rial on the same.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 661 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. 5016.

The Chair appoints the gentleman
from New York (Mr. COLLINS) 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. 5016)
making appropriations for financial
services and general government for
the fiscal year ending September 30,
2015, and for other purposes, with Mr.
CoLLINS of New York in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

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

The gentleman from Florida (Mr.
CRENSHAW) and the gentleman from
New York (Mr. SERRANO) each will con-
trol 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.

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

Mr. Chairman, I am pleased to
present to the House the fiscal year
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2015 Financial Services and General
Government Appropriations bill.

This subcommittee has jurisdiction
over a great number of programs and
activities, including the Federal Judi-
ciary; the Treasury, which includes the
IRS; the Federal Trade Commission;
the Federal Communications Commis-
sion; the Small Business Administra-
tion; and several other activities.

All the agencies under this sub-
committee’s jurisdiction play an im-
portant role in the functioning of the
Federal Government, and I think it is
appropriate that all the Members of
the House have a chance to offer ger-
mane amendments that impact the
funding that is provided in this bill.

The bill that we are considering
today provides $21.3 billion in discre-
tionary funding, which is $566 million,
or 2.6 percent less than last year, and
$2.3 billion, or 9.6 percent less than the
request.

The subcommittee’s allocation has
been reduced, but it is one that is nec-
essary to live within the confines of
the budget agreement that was put to-
gether under the Ryan-Murray agree-
ment. The allocation is sufficient to
fund priority programs while reducing
some of the programs that are not es-
sential to the operation of the Federal
Government or have a history of wast-
ing taxpayer resources.

One of the main provisions of this
bill is funding for law enforcement.
The bill provides increased funding
over fiscal year 2014 for several law en-
forcement activities.
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The High Intensity Drug Trafficking
Areas program receives a $6.5 million
increase. The Drug-Free Communities
program receives a $3 million increase,
and the Treasury’s terrorism and fi-
nancial intelligence activities—they
are the ones who develop and enforce
sanctions—receive an $18 million in-
crease. In addition, we have ample
funding for the operations of the Fed-
eral judiciary and the D.C. Courts. We
also have money for the supervision of
offenders and defendants who are living
in our communities.

Another priority for the bill is sup-
porting small businesses and assisting
in private sector job creation. This bill
provides $195 million for the Small
Business Administration’s business
loan programs, and that supports $18.5
billion of lending under a program
called 7(a), and it supports $7.5 billion
under 504 lending. This bill also pro-
vides increases over the current year
for the Small Business Development
Centers. It provides increases for the
Women’s Business Centers and for the
Treasury’s Community Development
Financial Institutions Fund program.
In addition, this bill asks several of the
regulatory agencies to report to this
committee and to tell us how they are
doing as they attempt to eliminate
some of the burdensome, duplicative,
and just plain unnecessary regulations.

In order to live within our allocation,
we had to reduce funding in some
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areas. We actually eliminate funding
for nine different programs, including
the Christopher Columbus Foundation
and the Election Assistance Commis-
sion. Those are activities that we feel
are no longer necessary or are cer-
tainly not vital to the operation of the
Federal Government. We further re-
duce funding for more than a dozen
agencies and programs that, in our
opinion, can operate on a little bit less,
like the Bureau of the Fiscal Service,
the Federal Trade Commission, and the
Federal Communications Commission.

For the GSA, we reduce their funding
for the Federal buildings fund by $240
million. We continue to require them
to regularly report to us on their
spending and on the state of their
building portfolio. The bill provides the
GSA with enough funds to operate
their current building inventory, and it
provides new funding for three land
port of entry construction projects. We
also continue to push the GSA to re-
duce their surplus and vacant space.
We designate some funding to help
them consolidate their projects and
dispose of some of the projects, but we
make sure that they do that only if
there are going to be savings in the
long run.

In an effort to increase transparency
and accountability, we make the Con-
sumer Financial Protection Bureau,
the CFPB, subject to the annual appro-
priations process of this Congress.
When Dodd-Frank set that agency up,
they purposefully left it without any
oversight from this Congress. We think
that is not the best way to go. We
think that that is an agency that
ought to report to us what they are
doing, how they are doing it, and how
much money they are spending, and
this bill will correct that flaw.

The bill freezes funding for the White
House and the Office of Management
and Budget. It includes a requirement
that OMB submit the President’s budg-
et request on time, which is something
they have not been able to do in the
last couple of years, or they will face a
withholding of approximately 7 months
of their budget until the President’s re-
quest is sent. In addition, the bill con-
tains a prohibition on funding for the
White House to prepare signing state-
ments and executive orders which are
contradictory to existing law.

I would like to touch on the IRS.
This committee still remains outraged
at some of the activities that we have
seen from the IRS in recent times.
First, we learned that they were sin-
gling out individuals and groups of in-
dividuals for additional scrutiny based
on their political philosophies. Then we
learned that they had wasted millions
of dollars in having lavish conferences
around the country and in making silly
videos. Then we learned that the new
Commissioner paid $63 million in bo-
nuses and awards after the prior Com-
missioner had said we are not going to
pay those. Then we find out that some
of the people who were receiving those
bonuses and awards were, in fact, delin-
quent in paying their own taxes. So,
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last year, we had some reforms on
spending, and we had reforms on the
targeting, but work remains to be
done.

This bill provides the IRS with $10.95
billion. That is $341 million below the
level last year, and it is $1.5 billion
below their request. Now, people say
that is a pretty drastic cut, but that
actually leaves the IRS funded at the
same level at which they were prior to
2008. We have to remember that the
IRS has betrayed the trust of the
American people in a lot of different
ways, and it is going to take some time
for the IRS to restore that trust, be-
cause it seems like, just about every
week, we read about a new revelation
of some sort of IRS bureaucratic in-
competence or, maybe, of a willful dis-
regard for existing law—or sometimes
even both.

We want to make sure that they
begin to clean up their act, and this
bill provides that they can no longer
subject people to additional scrutiny.
They can’t waste money on lavish con-
ferences anymore, and they can’t pay
bonuses and awards to people unless
they at least consider the conduct of
that individual and whether or not that
individual is current on his taxes. We
require a certain amount of reporting
from the IRS, and we require them to
tell us how much official time is being
used on union activities.

We also have language in there of
this new, revised regulation that they
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have put forward regarding the defini-
tion of what is an organization under
501(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code,
which was a rule that was promulgated
based on the investigation that was
taking place about the abuse of sin-
gling out individuals. In our opinion,
the Treasury should wait until that in-
vestigation is conducted before any
kind of new rule has been proposed.
The rule was withdrawn after there
were 150,000 comments, and a lot of
those comments came from all sides of
the political spectrum. We think there
is plenty for the IRS to do in terms of
time, in terms of energy, in terms of
money before they spend that in trying
to write a new rule. We also found out
just recently that, while the IRS asks
us to keep our records for 7 years, they
couldn’t keep their records for more
than 7 months, so there is a provision
in here that says they can’t destroy
any of their records if it is outside ex-
isting law.

Finally, I want to say something
about the Affordable Care Act. This
committee believes that the IRS
should not have a role in implementing
the individual mandate of the Afford-
able Care Act. The IRS, as I said, has
betrayed the trust of the American
people. There is not much trust in the
IRS today. People don’t trust the IRS
with their taxes, and they are certainly
not going to trust the IRS with their
health care. At a time when the IRS
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hasn’t demonstrated much ability to
either self-correct or self-police, the
bill says that they can’t spend any
money to implement the individual
mandate of the Affordable Care Act
and that they also can’t transfer any
money to fund it from the Department
of Health and Human Services.

That is it in a nutshell, Mr. Chair-
man. I think this is a good bill. It
takes the money that we have and
makes some tough choices, sets the
right priorities, and spends money in a
wise and efficient way.

I want to thank all of the members of
the subcommittee for the work that
they have put in. I want to thank our
staffs—both the majority and minority
staffs—for the work that they have put
in.

I want to say a special word of
thanks to the ranking member, Mr.
SERRANO, the gentleman from New
York. His input has made this a better
bill. Even though he thinks there
should be more money and he doesn’t
agree with everything that is in the
bill, he has been a great partner to
work with in the spirit of cooperation
and particularly in an effort to make
sure that we return to regular order,
where the appropriations bills are
brought before this House, so I want to
thank him for that.

With that, Mr. Chairman, I reserve
the balance of my time.
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FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GENERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIATIONS BILL 2015 (H.R. §018)
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2014 FY 20158 Bil1l vs. Bi11 ws.
Enacted Raguest Bil Enacted Request
TITLE I - DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Departmental Offices
Salaries and EXPONSES. .. ... .. i iivmoranciaanans 312,400 308,734 175,000 -137,400 ~133,734
Office of Terrorism and Financial Intelligence.... EER .- 120,000 +120,000 +120,000
Subtotal. ... e e 312,400 308,734 285,000 -17,400 ~13,734
Department-wide Systems and Capital Investments
PrOGIamS . . ot 2,728 2,728 - -2,728 ~2,725
Office of Inspector Senera‘ ........................... 34,800 35,3561 35,351 +551 .
Treasury Inspector General for Tax Administration..... 156,378 157,419 158,000 +1,825 +581
Special Inspector General for TARP. ... ... .. ... ..., 34,823 34,234 34,234 ~-B8Y .
Financial Crimes Enforcement Network.................. 112,000 108,661 108,661 -3,334% -
Subtotal, Departmental Offices.................. . 653,223 647,124 631 248 -21,977 ~15,878
Treasury Forfeiture Fund {rescission}............... .. ~738,000 -850, 000 -750,000 -14, 000 +200,000
Total, Departmental Offdces............. ... 0.en -82.777 -302,876 -118,754 -35,977 +184,122
Bureau of the Fiscal Service. ... ... .. cvuiiiiiinuenen 360,165 348,184 348,184 ~-11,081 .
Alcohol and Tobacco Tax and Trade Bureau.............. 99,000 96,000 86,000 -3,000 R
Community Development Financial Institutions Fund
Program ACCOUNT . . . i i e 226,000 224,900 230,000 +4,000 +5,100
Payment of Government Losses in Shipment.............. 2,000 2,000 2.000 . R
Total, Department of the Treasury, non-IRS...... 604,388 368 208 587,430 -48,858 +189,222
Internal Revenue Service
Taxpayer ServiCes. . ... . i s 2,122,554 2,317,833 2,130,000 +7,446 ~187,833
EnTOrCBmMENT. . L. e e e 5,022,178 5,133,988 4,950,000 ~72,178 -183,988
Program integrity initiatives........... ... e . 237,838 .. . -237,838
SUbTOTAT . (o e e P 5,022,178 5,371,826 4,850,000 «7T2.,178 -421,826
Operations SUPPOrT. .. v vt i i i 3,740,942 4,215,168 3,620,000 -120,942 -595,169
Program integrity imitiatives.......... ... ... . - 241,689 .- e -241,689
SUBTOTAT . e e 3,740,942 4,456,858 3,620,000 -120,942 -836,858
Business Systems Modernization......... ... .. cviniuisnnn 312,938 330,210 250,000 ~82,938 ~80.,210
General Provision. . . it e e e s 92,000 EEE - ~§92,000 .
Total, Internal Revenue Service................. 11,290,612 12,476,527 10,950,000 -340,612 ~1,826,527
Total, title I, Department of the Treasury...... 11,885,000 12,844,738 11,507,430 -387,570 -1,337,308
Appropriations., . ... i e e {12,631,000) {13,315,208) (12,257,430} {-373,870) (-1.057,778)
RESCISSTONS . . it v et cs ittt cra et {-736,000} {-950,000} {~750,000) {~14,000) {+200,000)
{Mandatory)...... T {2,000} {2,000} {2,000} .- .-

{Discrationary). .. o it e (11,893,000} (12,842,735) {11,505,430) {-387,570) (-1,337,305)
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FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GENERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIATIONS BILL 20185 (H.R. 5016}
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2014 FY 2015 Bil11 vs. Bi11 vs.
Enacted Request Bi1l Enacted Request
TITLE I - EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT AND FUNDS
APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT
The White House
Sataries and ExXDenSeS. . .t it 55,000 55,110 55,000 . 110
Compensation of the President. ... ....... ... v R 450 - B - 450
B8, B4, . e s {450} " (450} e {+450)
Executive Residence at the White House:
Operating EXPensesS. ... ...ttt iinivnnnrroisans 12,700 12,700 12,700 N “ne
White House Repair and Restoration................ 750 750 500 -250 «250
Subtotal. .. ... i e 13,450 13,450 13,200 -250 -250
Council of EBconomic AGVISErs. ... .. v irieriovrarnsen 4,184 4,192 3,765 -418 -427
National Security Council and Homeland Security
CoUNCT T L e e ey 12,800 12,621 12,800 - -21
Office of Admindstration. .. ... ... v v 112,726 111,441 111,000 ~1,726 ~441
Total, The White House. ... ... . o ineans 197,960 197,264 195,565 -2,395 -1,699
Office of Management and Budget. . ... ... .o ivievy s 89,300 893,450 89,300 w -4, 150
Office of National Druyg Control Policy
Salaries and EXDONSES . .. i it e s 22,750 22,647 22,000 - 750 - 547
High Intensity Drug Trafficking Areas Program......... 238,522 193,400 245,000 +6,478 +51,600
Other Federal Drug Control Programs.............. R 105,394 95,378 108,250 +2,856 +12,874
Total, Office of National Drug Control Policy... 366,666 311,423 375,250 +8,584 +63,827
Unanticipated Needs.......... PR 800 1,000 - -800 -1,000
Data-driven Innovation. . ................ e 2,000 .- . ~2,000 .
Information Technology Oversight and Reform.......... 8,000 20,000 9,000 +1,000 -11,000
Special Assistance to the President and Official
Residence of the Vice President:
Salaries and EXDENSES. . ...ttt i vn e 4,318 4,221 4,200 -118 -21
Operating EXPenSesS. . .. u it i i 308 248 290 -15 -8
Subtotal. (. e 4,824 4,520 4,490 «134 -30
Total, title II, Executive 0ffice of the
President and Funds Appropriated to the
President......... e Ces 669,350 627,687 673,605 +4, 258 +45,948
{Handaloryd. . o i e C {450) R . {-450)
(Discretionary) .. .. . i i i (669,350} {827,207} {673,605} {+4,255) {+46,398)
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FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GENERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIATIONS BILL 2015 (H.R. 5018)
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2014
Enacted

FY 2018
Request

Bill ws.
Enacted

H6173

Bi11 vs.
Request

TITLE 111 - THE JUDICIARY
Supreme Court of the United States
Salaries and Expenses:
Salaries of Justices. ... i e
Other salaries and eXPEASES . ... ot ii it ins
SUbtotal . . . i e
Care of the Building and Grounds........c.ovv i,
Total., Supreme Court of the United States.......
United States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit
Sataries and Expenses:
Salaries of Judges. . ... . i i e e

Other salaries and eXPENSES. ... ..t re e san

Total, United States Court of Appeals Tor the
Federal Circuit. . .. vt

United States Court of International Trade
Salaries and Expenses:
Salaries of JUGGeS. . . . i i e
Other salaries and GXPeENSeS. ... vt iirvinnroros

Total, U.S. Court of International Trade......

Courts of Appeals, District Courts, and Other Judicial
Services

Salaries and Expenses:
Salaries of judges and bankruptcy judges..........
Other salaries a0d BXPENSES. .. o i it irncrns
Subtolal. L .. e
Vaceine Inmjury Compensation Trust Fund.. . ... ... ... ...
Dafender ServiCeS. ... . e
Fees of Jurors and Commissioners......................
COUrt SeCUrTLY. (it i i e e e

Total, Courts of Appeals, District Courts, and
Dther Judicial Services... .. .. .. i

Administrative Dffice of the United States Courts
Salaries and EXPENS®S. . ..t in it s
Federal Judicial Center
Salaries and EXPBASES . . ... ..t irr i iivanravarcoacs
Judictal Retirement Funds

Payment to Judiciary Trust Funds.. ... .o iiviiinnns
{Sec. 624}, ..., ... e e s

United States Sentencing Commission
Salaries and EXPEnS®S.. ... vt ih i es e s
Total, title III, the Judiciary........... . ...

Mandatoryl. . o e e
(I BCre OnaIY . . e i e i e

2,527
74,967

33,105

1,981
17,807

388,664
4,658,830

5,047 404

5,327
1,044,394
53,891
497,500

19,788

412,000
4,827,588

$,239,588

5,423
1,083,158
55,827
530,763

412,000
4,784,859

5,196,659

5,423
1,044,394
55,827
525,763

+23,338
+125,82¢

+149, 16

+36

+1,936
+28,263

6,648,608

81,200

26,200

{126,931)

6,884,759

84,399

26,959

143,800

6,828,066

82,824

26,724

(143.800)

+1789, 460

+1,624

+524

{+16,669)

-1,678

-23%

-143,800
(+143,800)

6,911,945
(395,820}
{6,516,126)

7,298,838
{563,001)
(6,735,637}

7,086,147
(419,401)
(6.676,746)

+184,202
(+23,581)
{+160,621)

202,491
{-143,600)
{~58,801)
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FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GENERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIATIONS BILL 2015 (H.R. 5016)
{Amounts in thousands)

Bi1l vs.
Enacted

-10,000

~13.800
+1,588

+2,016
+393
~-14,000
+100

+50
-3,000

Bil11 vs.
Request

-20,000

-4, 800
~21,419

-4,068
-231

-16,000

FY 2014
Enacted
TITLE IV - DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
Federal Payment for Resident Tuition Support.......... 30,000
Federal Payment for Emergency Planning and Security
Costs in the District of Columbia. ............... ... 23,800
Federal Payment to the District of Columbia Courts.... 232,812
Federal Payment for Defender Services in District of
Columbia Courts................. PR 48,890
Federal Payment to the Court Services and Offender
Supervision Agency for the District of Columbia..... 226,484
Federal Payment to the District of Columbia Public
Defender ServiCe. . ... .. ... i i e 40,807
Federal Payment to the District of Columbia Water and
Sewer AULhOrITY . . i e e 14,000
Federal Payment to the Criminal Justice Coordinating
COUNCT L e e 1,800
Federal Payment for Judicial Commissions.............. 500
Federal Payment for School Improvement................ 48,000
Federal Payment for the D.C. Natiopal Guard........... 375
Federal Payment for Testing and Treatment of
HIVAAIDS e e e 5,000
Federal Payment for D.C. Commission on the Arts and
Humanities Grants. ... . i i i e e .
Total, Title IV, District of Columbia........... 673,268
TITLE V - OTHER INDEPENDENT AGENCIES
Administrative Conference of the United States........ 3,000

Christopher Columbus Fellowship Foundation............ 150

-150

-10,000

-17,096
+17,006

<200

-5,000

=10, 000

+1,709

Consumer Product Safety Commission.................... 118,000
Election Assistance Commission
Salaries and EXPENSES . . it ittt e i . 10,000
Federal Communications Commission
Salartes and EXPEABES . . .. ottt i i e 339,844
Offsetting fee collections - current year............. -339,844
Direct appropriation.... .. ... ...\, P "
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation: Office of
Inspector General {by transfer}.......... ... ... ... {34,568}
Federal Election Commission....... ... .. ii v iinas 88,791
Federal Labor Relations Authority........... ..+ . ..vasn 25,500
Faderal Trade Commission
Salaries and EXPONSES. .. vt cii it s 298,000
Offsetting fee collections - current vear............. ~103,300
Offsetting fee collections, telephone database........ -15,000
Direct appropriation. . .. i it 179,700
General Services Administration
Federal Buildings Fund
Limitations on Availability of Revenue!
Construction and acquisition of facilities........ 506,178
Raepairs and alterations...... e 1,076,823
Hew construction and repair.. . ... iy 69,500
Installment acquisition payments........... ... ..., 109,000
Rental of SDBCE. ... i i 5,387,109

FY 2015
Request BiNY
44,000 20,000
14,900 10,000
255,819 234,400
49,890 49,890
232,568 228,500
41,231 41,000
18,000 -
1,800 1,800
565 550
43,000 45,000
435 375
5,000 5,000
1.000 .
702,308 £36,615
3,200 3,000
123,000 118,000
10,000 L
375,380 322,748
~375,380 -322,748
{34,568) {34,568)
87,500 87,500
25,548 25,8500
293,000 293,000
-100,000 -100,000
-14,000 -14,000
178,006 179.000
745,449 420,460
1,256,738 965,817
5,871,348 5,500,000

-85,718
-111,006
-69,500
-109, 000
+112,881

-324, 989
-290,921

-171,348
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FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GENERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIATIONS BILL 2015 (H.R. 5016)
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2014
Enacted

FY 2015
Request

Building operations. ... .. i it

Subtotal, Limitations on aveilability of

FEVENMUE . .\ ot v et vt in v e ot e s
Rental income to fund. .. ... . . v criiinnr ey

Total, Federal Buildings Fund............. ...,
Government-wide Poliay. .. i e e
Operaling EXDenses. ... . i iniiarincniann e
Office of Inspector General...... ... .. iiniiinone s
Electronic Government Fund. ... ... vvivurivinnonens
Allowances and Office Staff for Former Presidents.....
Federal Citizen Services Fund........ ... ... ... iveu.n

Total, General Services Administration..........
Harry 8§ Truman Scholarship Foundation. . ... ... ..... ...

Merit Systems Protection Board

Salaries and EXDeNS8S . . .. v, ittt e e
Limitation on administrative expenses. .. ... i inacuns

Total, Merit Systems Protection Board...........

Morris K. Udall and Stewart L. Udall Foundation

Morris K. Udall and Stewart L. Udall Trust Fund.......
Environmental Dispute Resolution Fund. . ... . ... .. .....

Total, Morris K. Udall and Stewart L Udall

Foundation. ... . i i e

National Archives and Records Administration

Operating EXDENSES. ...yt et cnin it
Reduction of deblt. . .. it e

Subtotal. . ... . e

Office of the Inspector General. . ... .. i iiienaivanns
Repairs and Restoration. ... ... oo N

Hational Historical Publications and Records

Commission Grants Program. ... o it v

Total, Netional Archives and Regords

Administration. (... . i i i e

National Credit Union Administration

Community Development Revolving Loan Fund.............
Office of Government Ethics. ... ..o v

Office of Personnel Management

Salaries and EXDENS8S. ..o v i i e .
Limitation on administrative expenses.............
Office of Inspector General. ... .. ... ... iiiinananns
Limitation on administrative expenses.............

Govt Payment for Annuitants, Employees Health

BENETILS . . e e s
(SRC. B2Z4) . i e e
Govt Payment for Annuitants, Employee Life Insurance..
{8eC. B24) . . i i i e
Payment to Civil Sve Retirement and Disability Fund...
{SBC. B24) .. . .. e

Total, Office of Personnel Management........ .
Handatory ... i e s
DisCrationaryY. L v v v s e

4,370,042

-9,950,560

9,817,887

-9,917,867

59,206
61,049
66,978

3,344
53,294

340,000

4,130
7,800

1,200
15,325

95,7867
118,578
4,684
21,340

(11,404,000}

{53,000}

(9,178,000}

1,071
15,420

96,039
118,425
4,384
21,340

11,806,000

55,000

8,975,000

Bi11 s, Bi11 vs.
Enacted Request
+*22,700 e
-239,633 -787,258
+32,893 .
- 208,740 ~787,258
- «1,208
«2,417 ..
.- -1.878
«16,000 -
-1,878 «1.,672
+18,490 -
~-208 548 -782,114
-750 .
-2.085 +35%
-2,088 +355
«2,100 «1,985
-3, 400 -3,420
-5,500 -5,418
-10,000 .-
-2,000 ..
-12,000 LR
-400 am
+500 L
=11,900 L
+800 +929
+95 -
+153 -128
-153 LR
-300 R

- -11,806,000
{+402,000) (+11,806,000)
e -5, 000
{+2,000} {+55,000)
- -8,875,000
{-203.000) (+8,975,000)

21,076,188
(20,838,000)
{240,188)

{240,059)

-300  -20,836,128
-e- {(-20,836,000)
{-300} {129}
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FINANCIAL SERVICES AND GENERAL GOVERNMENT APPROPRIATIONS BILL 2015 (H.R. 5016)
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2014 FY 2013 Bi1l vs. Bill vs.
Enacted Request Bitl Enacted Request
Office of Special Counsel. ... . ... . . . . i unn 20,639 21,452 21,452 +813 e
Prior year DalanCes. ... ... e ooy 125 - - ~128 .
Postal Regulatory Commission. ... ...v evvnsrnnesnrn s 14,1582 15,283 14,152 v -1,131
Privacy and Civil Liberties Oversight Board........... 3,100 8,008 4,500 +1,400 ~3,508
Recovery and Accountability Transparency Board........ 20,000 20,000 16,000 -5,000 -5,000
Securities and Exchange Commission.................... 1,350,000 1,700,000 1,400,000 +50, 000 - 300,000
B O T -1,350,000 -1,700,000 -1,400,000 -50,000 +300,000
SEC Reserve Fund {rescission)....... ... c.oovveares -25,000 - e +25,000 .-
SEC Reserve Fund {Tdmitation)............... ... .. .- .- -70,000 ~70,000 -70,000
Selective Service SysStem. . ... ... it 22,900 22,900 21,300 ~1,400 -1,400
Small Business Administration
Satartes and eXPeNSOS. . ... .t e 250,000 256,882 253,882 +3,882 -3,000
Entreprencurial Development Programs..... e e 198,165 187,825 197,828 +1,860 e
Office of Inspector General... ... . .. . .. cirinieninnn 18,000 19,400 18,400 +400 -
Office of Advocacy. .. ... nnn e e e 8,750 8,455 8,750 .- +285
Business Loans Program Account:
Direct Toans subsidy. .. . . i 4,800 2,500 2,500 «2,100 -
Buaranteed Toans subsidy. . ... .. i v iiii i 107,000 45,000 45,000 -62,000 LR
Administrative exXDeNSEeS. . .. i e 181,660 147,728 147,726 -3,834 LR
Total, Business loans program account. ... ... . 263,160 185,226 196,226 -67,934 .-
Disaster Loans Program Account:
Administrative @XPeRSES. . .. i e 191,800 32,222 186,858 ~5,042 +154,836
Disaster relief category.........oovuursvon s . 154,636 LN .- -154,636
Total, Small Business Administration...... 928,978 864,646 861,941 ~-87,034 -2,708
United States Postal Service
Payment to the Postal Service Fund.... ... o oviiiaan e . 58,342 +58,342 +58,342
Advance appropriations.... .. e s 70,751 70,371 - -70,751 -70,371
Office of Inspector General. ... . . .. inriaenren 241,468 243,883 243,000 +1 532 ~B83
Total, United States Postal Service............. 312,218 314,254 301,342 -10,877 ~12,912
United States Tax Court ... . v iiian e e PP 53,453 52,300 50,000 -3, 453 -2,300
Total, titie V, Independent Agencies............ 2,088,855 23,468,431 1,721,853 -368,002  -21,746,578
ApPropriations. (... i e {2,044,104) (23,243,424} {1,721, 853) {-322,281) {-21,521.571)
RESCIEEIONS . L ittt it e {-25,000} . ~-- {+25,000} .
Disaster relief category........ ... ooy "o {154 ,8636) v . {-154,836)
AGVANGES . . vttt et et et s {70,751) {70,371} {-70,751) {-70,371)
(by transfer). . . o v i (34,568} {34,568) (34,5868) < -
HENGAEOTY ) . i e e we {20,836,000) .. -~ {-20,836,000)
{DISCretionary}. . i i i i e {2,089,855) {2,632,431) {1,721,853) {-368,002) {-910,578)
TITLE VI - GENERAL PROVISIONS
Mandatory appropriations (Sec. 624)........ .. .. ... 20,762,381 - 20,980,050 +217,669  +20,080,050
Mandatory appropriations. .. ... ..o - {20,980, 050} . --- {«20,980,050})
Grand total........... e e et e 43,001,799 44,941,769 42,615,700 ~386,088 -2.326,089
APPTopTrIations . .. L. e (43,692,048} (45,666,762) (43,365,700} (-326,348) (-2,301,0862)
RESCTESTONS . L ittt i iet et e e {-761,000}) {-950,000) {-750,000) {+11,000) {+200,000)
Disaster relief category... ... ..o enn [N - {154,6386) .- .- {-154,636)
AQVBOGES .o v e ier et e {70,751} (70,371} {70,751} {-70,371)
{by transfer) . .. o i i e {34,568) {34,568} {34,568} LR -

Discretionary total.,.......... e 21,851,000 23,541,698 21,285,000 -566,000 -2,256,698
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Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I am saddened to have to rise in op-
position to this legislation today. As a
long-time appropriator, I remember
the days when we were always able to
come together to determine the fund-
ing levels for our government in a bi-
partisan manner and with little par-
tisan warfare. Unfortunately, this bill
is not a product of those times.

I do not say this to blame Chairman
CRENSHAW or Chairman ROGERS, as
they have always listened to the con-
cerns that our side has had and have
tried to accommodate us when they
could. Mr. CRENSHAW is a great work-
ing partner, and he knows that that fa-
mous line is really true in this case: it
is not personal; it is about this issue.
There are many things we have been
able to agree on as a result, but they
have also been forced to listen to a por-
tion of their caucus that is not inter-
ested in the business of governing, and
as a result, the good portions of this
bill are overwhelmed by the problems
that this legislation has.

Let me discuss just a few of the more
serious shortfalls of this bill, starting
with a seriously inadequate allocation.
This subcommittee received an unac-
ceptably low 302(b) allocation that is
$566 million below last year’s bill. Per-
centage wise, this is a cut of 2.6 per-
cent, a level that no other sub-
committee has been forced to take.
The result is that there are several
agencies in this bill that are not funded
properly.

Primary among these is the Internal
Revenue Service. The IRS is funded at
$10.95 billion, a cut of $341 million
below last year. This means the agency
would operate at a level that is below
sequestration—funding levels that were
already grossly inadequate. I assume
this is being done both as some sort of
collective punishment of the Exempt
Organizations unit for the problems as-
sociated with their scrutiny of liberal
and conservative 501(c)(4) organiza-
tions, and as one final attempt to
hinder the implementation of the Af-
fordable Care Act. We already heard
from the chairman that they don’t
think this committee should be in-
volved with the Affordable Care Act.
We keep forgetting that it was passed
by both Houses, signed by the Presi-
dent and upheld by the Supreme Court.
These actions are irresponsible, and
they do more to hurt the American
people than does the IRS. Rather than
investing in further training to prevent
the problems that happened previously
or ensuring that we have the resources
to go after tax cheats, the majority has
chosen to play politics with the agency
that brings in the vast majority of our
Nation’s revenue. Unfortunately, these
funding levels will prevent the agency
from collecting money from tax cheats,
expand the tax gap, and increase our
deficit. Talk about fiscal irrespon-
sibility.

The Securities and Exchange Com-
mission is also severely underfunded at
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a level of $1.4 billion. This is $300 mil-
lion below the request and is simply in-
sufficient to allow the agency to prop-
erly oversee Wall Street and protect in-
vestors, including many retirees who
have 401(k) and pension plans that are
invested in the marketplace. Both par-
ties have created additional respon-
sibilities for the SEC in recent years,
but funding has not kept pace. If we
keep asking the agency to do more
with less, then we cannot be surprised
if we experience another financial cri-
sis.

There are numerous other cuts to the
bill that are harmful as well, including
the elimination of the Election Assist-
ance Commission, cuts to the Con-
sumer Product Safety Commission, the
Federal Communications Commission,
and the General Services Administra-
tion, all of which have negative im-
pacts on the operations of our Federal
Government and private sector job
growth. However, I believe that the
biggest impediment to reaching com-
promise on this bill is the large number
of partisan riders that have been added.
Let me name just a few of the more ex-
cessive, all of which are major con-
cerns to our side of the aisle.

There are riders preventing the IRS
from implementing the Affordable Care
Act and from reforming the 501(c)(4)
regulations, which have caused so
much confusion and abuse. There is a
rider limiting Americans’ ability to
travel to Cuba on people-to-people
visas.

[ 1930

There is a rider preventing the SEC
from requiring publicly-traded compa-
nies to disclose their campaign dona-
tions to their shareholders, even
though there is no indication that the
agency has plans to do so.

There is a rider that prevents the
provision of abortion services in
multistate health plans under the Af-
fordable Care Act.

There are riders preventing the Dis-
trict of Columbia from using its own
funds to provide legal abortion services
to low-income women and to determine
its own local criminal justice laws with
regard to marijuana.

This is, by no means, an exhaustive
list. The number of riders on this bill
seems endless. I have no doubt that we
will be asked to add even more to this
list during debate on this bill.

Before we do that, I would point out
that we have spent a lot of time this
year discussing how to ensure a return
to regular order in the appropriations
process. I would suggest that it is ex-
tremely difficult to do so when the ma-
jority attempts to pack legislation
with a laundry list of partisan prior-
ities.

This is irresponsible governing, at
best, and they make a mockery of one
of this institution’s most important
functions, to fund the Federal Govern-
ment.

When we choose politics over the
needs of the American people, we
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should not be surprised when those
same people become cynical about
their elected representatives. The ap-
propriations process is not and should
not be the place to add every partisan
priority that the other side cannot pass
through the regular legislative process.

I feel confident that the American
people would rather just have us get on
with our jobs, instead of rehashing the
same arguments over the Affordable
Care Act, Dodd-Frank, and many other
issues.

Our side will attempt to remedy
some of these defects through the
amendment process; although with the
inadequate allocation, it will be dif-
ficult to do so. Unfortunately, as it is
currently written, this is not a bill
that I can support.

Before I finish, let me take a moment
to thank the staff on both sides of the
aisle for their hard work on this bill.
They have all devoted many hours to
creating this bill and report, and I
know I speak for all the Members on
our side when I say that we are grate-
ful for the hard work that they have
put into this bill.

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

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
Kentucky (Mr. ROGERS), the chairman
of the full Appropriations Committee.

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I urge Members to
support this bill. This is a good bill. It
provides $21.3 billion to fund many,
many important programs and services
that help our government function and
our economy grow.

For example, the bill includes $862
million for the Small Business Admin-
istration, to assist our small busi-
nesses—and we all know those small
businesses are the backbone of our
economy—to help them prosper.

It also includes $6.7 billion for our
Federal courts, to ensure the faithful
execution of our laws and the timely
processing of Federal cases.

The bill also demonstrates a commit-
ment to keeping poor-performing or
misbehaving agencies and programs in
check. It cuts funding for the IRS, as
the chairman has said, by $341 million
from last year, nearly 12 percent below
the President’s request.

This funding level will allow the
agency to perform its core duties, but
will require IRS management to
streamline and make the very best use
of its allocated dollars.

We have also included language that
will help ensure that each and every
dollar spent by the IRS is spent le-
gally, responsibly, and appropriately.
For instance, the bill prohibits funding
for the production of inappropriate vid-
eos and conferences that many of us
have seen on television and for em-
ployee bonuses or awards, unless their
performance is considered.

The bill also prohibits funding for the
IRS to implement the ObamaCare indi-
vidual health care mandate on the
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American people. In light of the cha-
otic and dysfunctional rollout of the
Affordable Care Act, I don’t see how, in
good conscience, we can possibly allow
the IRS to fine American citizens when
many are just trying to comply with
this flawed law.

Due to the past inappropriate actions
by the IRS, we have also prohibited
funding for certain activities to pre-
vent a repeat of these abuses, including
targeting individuals based on their po-
litical beliefs, determining the tax-ex-
empt status of organizations under
501(c)(4), and several other provisions
that will help preserve the First
Amendment rights of all Americans.

The bill is designed to make sure the
government works for the people, not
against the people or our laws. Bill-
wide, the bill includes stringent over-
sight, accountability, and transparency
measures to make sure each and every
agency toes the line.

This includes prohibitions on funding
for the Executive Office of the Presi-
dent to prepare signing statements and
executive orders that contradict exist-
ing law and a provision that will bring
the Consumer Financial Protection Bu-
reau and the Office of Financial Re-
search under the annual appropriations
process, so we can have oversight for
the American people, ensuring that
these agencies will remain accountable
to the taxpayer.

These actions fulfill our congres-
sional duty to the American people, to
act as faithful shepherds of Federal tax
dollars, to force these agencies to re-
spect our laws and our budgets, and to
encourage a more streamlined, effi-
cient Federal Government.

Now, I want to take a minute to
thank Chairman CRENSHAW and Rank-
ing Member SERRANO for their dedi-
cated work on this bill. This is a tough
bill to write.

In fact, this is the first time, Mr.
Chairman, that the Financial Services
bill has been brought to the floor, I
think, since 2007, roughly; and so these
gentlemen and the staff and members
of their subcommittee—and gentle-
ladies—have worked hard. They have
worked together.

I know Mr. SERRANO is not perfectly
happy with every provision in the bill.
None of us are perfectly happy with it
either.

However, we need to thank them for
their hard work. We appreciate it very
much—and the staff, of course, who la-
bored mightily to bring this bill out.

This legislation, I think, reflects
commonsense decisions to prioritize
programs and services that are effec-
tive, efficient, and responsible with
taxpayer dollars. I urge all the Mem-
bers to support it.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to my colleague from New
York (Mrs. LOWEY), the ranking mem-
ber of the full committee.

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
strong opposition to the bill, which
fails to prioritize the middle class, cre-
ate jobs, and provide opportunity for
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every citizen to succeed, yet it con-
tains a misguided political agenda, un-
workable funding levels, and unneces-
sary riders that inhibit agencies’ abil-
ity to crack down on special interest
abuses.

For our economy to succeed, inves-
tors must have faith that regulators do
their jobs, especially when we are still
recovering from the economic harm
caused by risky industry practice, yet
this bill could put mom-and-pop inves-
tors and our entire economy at risk
with inadequate funding authority for
the SEC at $300 million below the re-
quest.

This is outrageous when you consider
that the SEC’s funding does not take a
dime of U.S. taxpayer dollars or impact
the deficit in any way because it is en-
tirely fee-funded.

In the last fiscal year, due to budget
constraints, the SEC examined only
about 9 percent of registered invest-
ment advisers. The number of invest-
ment advisers has increased by 40 per-
cent over the past decade, and assets
under management have more than
doubled, yet the SEC’s funding has not
kept up with the need.

It is clear this bill should do more to
protect investors and ensure that in-
dustry does not resume practices that
endanger Americans’ hard-earned
money.

This bill would cut the IRS budget by
more than $340 million, to below fiscal
year 2008 levels. These cuts would force
the IRS to operate with 9,500 fewer
staff.

The rate of response for taxpayers
who call the IRS for assistance, which
is currently a dismal 61 percent, would
fall to less than 50 percent. Small busi-
ness owners, taxpayers would waste
their time on hold, instead of using
that time to focus on strengthening
their businesses and the economic se-
curity of their families or creating
jobs. Disturbingly, these cuts would re-
sult in $2 billion in uncollected revenue
compared to the request level.

While actions at the IRS warrant fur-
ther oversight and reform, these cuts
are excessive. The IRS should receive
the resources it needs to train its
workforce to uphold the highest stand-
ards, not cut it for the sake of making
a political point.

These IRS cuts will only make it
easier for tax cheats to go undetected
and more difficult for law-abiding tax-
payers to get assistance.

Other troublesome measures attempt
to dictate local government decisions
for Washington, D.C., and prohibit im-
plementation of health reforms that
have given millions of Americans af-
fordable health coverage for the first
time. It is also full of riders that un-
necessarily involve women’s health,
needle exchanges, even a denial of
funds for D.C. voting rights.

If Congress imposed these demands
on any other area of the country, and
particularly areas represented by some
of my Republican friends, I expect
many would yell from the rooftops that
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the Federal Government was imposing
on your way of life and in your local
decisions. These efforts are unfair to
the citizens of Washington, D.C.

What frustrates me most is that my
Republican friends know that govern-
ment agencies cannot function at the
levels they would impose, but would
rather vote to slash funding even lower
because it suits their political pur-
poses. Our constituents deserve better
than this cynical political exercise.

Vote ‘“‘no’” on this shameful bill that
prioritizes special interests over the
middle class.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Arkansas (Mr. WOMACK), a valued mem-
ber of the subcommittee.

Mr. WOMACK. Mr. Chairman, thanks
to my chairman of this very important
subcommittee for giving me the oppor-
tunity to speak on behalf and even a
friendly gesture to my friend from New
York down there, who reminds me,
from time to time, about the Yankee
dominance in baseball. It is great to
have his association on this com-
mittee.

Mr. Chairman, our subcommittee is
aware of our Nation’s fiscal situation,
and we closely evaluated the budget re-
quests for the diverse group of agencies
funded in this bill. We held numerous
hearings. We listened to the agencies
about their priorities and needs. We
challenged them with tough questions
that reflect the realities of the choices
we, as appropriators, have to make on
a daily basis.

Using this information, Mr. Chair-
man, the subcommittee produced a bill
that provides a little over $21 billion in
total funding and sees to it that every
agency funded under the bill can carry
out its core functions.

Take, for example, our Federal
courts which, because of this bill, will
have the resources they need to ensure
that our courtrooms are safe and jus-
tice is served; or the Small Business
Administration, which will be able to
make entrepreneurs’ dreams become a
reality, leading to new business, more
jobs, thriving communities, and a 21st
century economy with the funds that
the agency receives through this legis-
lation.

0 1945

Mr. Chairman, as Members of Con-
gress, and especially as appropriators,
we have an obligation to carefully
steward each and every taxpayer dol-
lar, and in this bill, transparency and
accountability rule the day.

In this bill, the CFPB, an agency
that has operated in the shadows with
unfettered power and no account-
ability, is brought under the appropria-
tions process. Agencies, Mr. Chairman,
that have violated the public’s trust
and misused taxpayer dollars, such as
the GSA and the IRS, they are held ac-
countable. As an example, the IRS
budget is returned to below fiscal 2008
levels, ensuring the agency does not
have extra funding to target Americans
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based on their political beliefs without
hampering the IRS’ ability to enforce
our Nation’s tax laws.

In closing, Mr. Chairman, I commend
the gentleman from Florida, Chairman
CRENSHAW, and the subcommittee staff
for producing a bill that is worthy of
this Chamber’s support. I urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting this
important legislation.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, the
gentleman mentioned baseball. I would
like to remind folks that we are so
committed and dedicated to our job
that we are not watching the Home
Run Derby right now.

With the way we treat Washington,
D.C., you would think we were mem-
bers of the city council. But I am going
to shock everyone by actually yielding
2 minutes of time to the gentlewoman
from Washington, D.C. (Ms. NORTON),
who was elected by the folks from D.C.

Ms. NORTON. I thank my friend for
yielding and for his work, and I thank
my friends from Florida and from New
York for their work on the D.C. portion
and regret that two riders mar that
portion of the bill.

Mr. Chairman, Congress disallows
Federal money for abortions, but 17
States assert their local prerogative to
do so in our Federal Republic, which
treasures local autonomy above all.

Congress maintains that marijuana
must be criminally penalized, but 18
States have taken State leadership to
decriminalize marijuana. The adminis-
tration’s Statement of Administration
Policy respects D.C.’s equal right to do
what 18 States have already done, and
so should this House.

The abortion ban deprives D.C.’s low-
income women of the reproductive
rights exercised by other American
women. And the marijuana decrimi-
nalization law deprives African Ameri-
cans in the District of equal rights
under the law.

Yet Blacks and Whites use marijuana
at the same rate, but 90 percent of
those arrested for possession in D.C.
are Black. A Black kid in America with
a ‘‘drug conviction’ has his life ruined.

Abusing pot is a bad idea, but penal-
izing it is worse.

D.C. puts fines collected from civil
violations of its new law in a substance
abuse prevention and treatment fund.
A D.C. bill authorizes public education
on marijuana use and abuse. That
beats what most decriminalization ju-
risdictions have done.

The gentleman from Maryland, ANDY
HARRIS, the sponsor of this bill, has
suspended his own professed State
devolution principles. This House
should not follow him.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, at
this time, I yield to the gentleman
from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR) for a col-
loquy.

Mr. GOSAR. I thank the chairman
for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I rise today to thank
Chairman CRENSHAW and, indeed,
Ranking Member SERRANO for their
leadership and the hard work that they
have dedicated to the subcommittee.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

I would further like to thank the
committee for including in the markup
a language request I made during the
programmatic request period. The pol-
icy I mentioned would preclude the
agencies funded by this bill from hiring
or contracting with outside organiza-
tions for the purpose of teaching the
employees of those agencies how to
support or defeat legislation being con-
sidered here in Congress.

I first learned of this practice when
reviewing Senator ToM COBURN’S an-
nual Wastebook and found that NASA
and other agencies had multimillion-
dollar contracts out so that their em-
ployees could learn more about Con-
gress and the legislative process.

Though I appreciate anyone’s inter-
est in Congress and the processes in-
volved with conducting legislative
business, I do not find this a prudent
use of taxpayer money. So today I
humbly request that, in any conference
committee proceedings between the
House and Senate, the chairman push
to include such language in the govern-
ment-wide provisions title of any final
bill that would be voted upon by both
Chambers rather than limiting this
policy to those agencies funded di-
rectly by this bill.

It is important to me and to my con-
stituents that Congress does not appro-
priate any money to Federal agencies
so that those Federal agencies can use
the money to pay outside organizations
to teach agency personnel to support
or defeat legislation before Congress or
so that they may learn about the legis-
lative process.

There are endless no-cost resources
available on legislative process, com-
mittee memberships, budget outlays,
and the like. My office has taken meet-
ings with representatives from many
agencies, and during those meetings,
those agency representatives are free
to ask about the legislative process. It
should not take multimillion-dollar
contracts and symposiums to achieve
these ends.

Again, I thank the chairman and the
ranking member for their work and
their consideration of this request.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Well, I thank the
gentleman for yielding and engaging in
this colloquy. I also thank him for his
leadership on this particular issue and
for making great strides regarding the
rooting out of government waste,
fraud, and abuse. The committee did
include the language in question, and
we were happy to do so.

As the gentleman stated, this type of
practice surely fits within the same
realm of government propaganda which
is barred by law. When the conference
committee is selected and meets to dis-
cuss all spending programs and prior-
ities, I will work to see the gentle-
man’s request is considered appro-
priately and amongst all conferees.

So again, I thank the gentleman for
his efforts. I look forward to working
with him on this item and others.

I reserve the balance of my time.
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Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, may I
inquire as to how much time remains
on both sides.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
New York has 16 minutes remaining,
and the gentleman from Florida has 8%
minutes remaining.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from
Rhode Island (Mr. LANGEVIN) for the
purpose of a colloquy.

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Chair, I want to
thank Ranking SERRANO for providing
me the opportunity to enter into a col-
loquy on the topic of cybersecurity,
specifically, SEC disclosure guidance
relating to cybersecurity risks and
cyber incidents. This is an issue that is
of critical importance not only to our
national security, but also to our eco-
nomic security, affecting every Amer-
ican consumer and investor.

It is no secret to anyone here that
the challenges we face in the cyber
realm are immense. Certainly, the
news is rife with attacks, be it the
massive Target breach of personal in-
formation by cyber criminals, Iran’s
reported denial-of-service attacks on
U.S. banks, or the recently disclosed
ongoing attacks on the hedge fund in-
dustry. The Center for Strategic and
International Studies recently esti-
mated that almost 1 percent of global
income, or $445 billion, is lost each
year to cyber crime and economic espi-
onage. That is a stunning tally, yet
such costs are rarely, if ever, reflected
in financial statements.

Protecting intellectual property,
trade secrets, and custom information
must be a priority for government, cor-
porations, and consumers. I know this
is a concern of yours, and I hope it is of
equal concern to the committee.

Institutional investors, consumers,
private investors, and public pension
funds need sufficient information to
make informed decisions concerning a
firm’s cyber controls, just as Members
of Congress and our staffs must have
access to the best information possible
to conduct proper oversight and make
the best public policy decisions.

The committee rightfully points out
that ‘‘corporate disclosures are at the
core of investor protection’’; however,
there are real questions about the dis-
closures that companies are making to
their boards and shareholders regard-
ing their vulnerabilities in cyberspace.
While the SEC made some limited ef-
forts in 2011 with cybersecurity, there
is no finish line. So it is incumbent on
all of us to continue evolving as the
threat evolves.

In my current positions on the
Armed Services and Intelligence Com-
mittees, I devote a significant amount
of time to tackling this continuing
problem. I remain extraordinarily con-
cerned about the systematic and
wholesale theft of corporate property
for economic advantage.

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

Mr. SERRANO. I yield the gentleman
an additional 15 seconds.
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Mr. LANGEVIN. I firmly believe that
we need to do more as a country to se-
cure our Nation against the threat of
cyber penetrations and attacks, and we
must do more so that investors can
have the very best information avail-
able when making their investment de-
cisions.

I yield to the gentleman from New
York for any comments he would have.

Mr. SERRANO. I thank the gen-
tleman for bringing this issue to our
attention.

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

Mr. SERRANO. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Cybersecurity is of critical impor-
tance to our national security and our
economic security. I look forward to
working with you as we move to con-
ference to ensure that the SEC can ef-
fectively address cybersecurity issues.

I yield 15 seconds to the gentleman
from Rhode Island to close.

Mr. LANGEVIN. I thank you, Rank-
ing SERRANO, for your continued inter-
est in this issue. I look forward to
working with you as we move to con-
ference to ensure that the SEC has the
tools necessary to update their cyber-
security disclosure guidance and that
the SEC includes an update on cyberse-
curity disclosure guidance in the re-
port to the committee.

Mr. CRENSHAW. I will continue to
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. COHEN) for a colloquy.

Mr. COHEN. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I rise on the provision
in this bill that would deny the D.C.
Council the right to have a different
policy on marijuana than they have
had in the past.

I can understand politically the other
side not wanting the people of D.C. to
have Senators and Reps because the
likelihood is they would be Democrats,
but not to let them have self-rule
smacks of colonialism, colonialism
that is of another era, colonialism that
is of the days of Jim Crow.

To not allow D.C. to have the right to
pass their own laws and to have the
same opportunity to have laboratories
of democracy, as Louis Brandeis talked
about, is wrong. What it will do is it
will not stop teens from doing mari-
juana, but it will put more teens in jail
with a scarlet letter and an expense
and maybe prevent them from having
the opportunity to get a scholarship,
housing, and a job.

It is against the wrong side of history
for them to stop D.C.’s Council from
having the authority and for putting
African Americans, who are dispropor-
tionately affected, in jail and ruining
their lives. I object to what has been
included and wish that they would re-
consider.

Mr. CRENSHAW. I will continue to
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I
would just like to take a second in
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closing to say that Mr. COHEN’s com-
ments were very well taken. I think
the mistake we make here is that we
continue to add riders to this bill, and
a lot of riders in the past had to do
with Washington, D.C.

Now, as I have said on many occa-
sions, for me, this is more than a legis-
lative issue. It is a personal issue. I was
born in Puerto Rico, raised in New
York, and at times I haven’t been
pleased with the relationship and the
way Puerto Rico has been treated by
this Federal Government.

So I would just hope that, as we go
along, people will continue, continue,
continue to realize that the District of
Columbia has its own folks, its own
elected officials at the local level, and
they should be able to conduct their
own business.

Lastly, we do this because this coun-
try that we love so well and this coun-
try that I love so well and that we
serve on a daily basis should not treat
any segment of its citizens in a dif-
ferent way than it treats other people.
I realize that we have a constitutional
responsibility, but we don’t have to
misuse that responsibility.

I yield back the balance of my time.

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

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Chair, | rise in support of
Chairman CRENSHAW and this bill.

This bill is a first step toward holding the
IRS accountable for its targeting of conserv-
ative tax-exempt applicants for their political
beliefs.

The Oversight and Government Reform
Committee is conducting a thorough investiga-
tion of the IRS targeting.

This investigation is ongoing. But from what
we know so far, it is clear that the IRS is in
serious need of reform.

We have found an agency that worked in
fall 2010 to target conservative tax-exempt
groups in wake of the President's campaign
against the Supreme Court case, Citizens
United.

We have found an agency that called these
conservative groups “very dangerous” and put
them through an unprecedented “multi-tier” re-
view.

We have found an agency that coordinated
with the Justice Department in October 2010
about the prosecution of tax-exempt groups
for their political speech activities.

We have found an agency that sent a 1.1
million-page registry, including confidential tax-
payer information, to the FBI.

We have found an agency that has been
politicized by its excessive role in a highly par-
tisan law, ObamaCare.

We have found an agency that mysteriously
lost two years of e-mail records and an agen-
cy that cautions its employees about what
they say in e-mail for fear of congressional
oversight.

In short, we have found an agency that has
become a arm of the Obama Administration
rather than an independent administrator of
federal tax law.

This bill takes the first steps toward making
the IRS work for the American people.

This bill will ensure that the IRS will never
again target tax-exempt applicants for their po-
litical beliefs.
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This bill will prevent the IRS from finalizing
a proposed rule that would make permanent in
federal regulations its targeting of conserv-
atives.

This bill will also cut back on the misuse of
taxpayer dollars for inappropriate conferences
and employee bonuses.

Most importantly, Mr. Chair, this bill will
begin the long road toward restoring public
trust and accountability in the Obama IRS.

| applaud Chairman CRENSHAW for his lead-
ership and | urge my colleagues to support
this bill.

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chair, | speak today re-
garding section 131 of the Financial Services
and General Government Appropriations Act,
2015.

This section is a very important provision
that requires the Treasury to report to Con-
gress each month on the number of individ-
uals who have failed to pay their Obamacare
insurance premiums.

Earlier this year the House passed my bill,
H.R. 3362, the Exchange Information Disclo-
sure Act—which also sought basic information
on the exchanges.

This should be easy.

What we'’re talking about today is basic
transparency and accountability.

We are asking for information that any entity
overseeing a health insurance operation
should have at the tip of their fingers at all
times.

If my friends on the other side of the aisle
are so confident about health care reform, this
will prove it's working as intended.

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

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

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

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 5016

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 THE TREASURY
DEPARTMENTAL OFFICES
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Depart-
mental Offices including operation and
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maintenance of the Treasury Building and
Annex; hire of passenger motor vehicles;
maintenance, repairs, and improvements of,
and purchase of commercial insurance poli-
cies for, real properties leased or owned over-
seas, when necessary for the performance of
official business, $175,000,000: Provided, That,
of the amount appropriated under this head-
ing—

(1) not to exceed $2,000,000 is for the Office
of the Secretary/Deputy Secretary;

(2) not to exceed $2,000,000 is for the Office
of Legislative Affairs;

(3) not to exceed $200,000 is for official re-
ception and representation expenses;

(4) not to exceed $258,000 is for unforeseen
emergencies of a confidential nature to be
allocated and expended under the direction
of the Secretary of the Treasury and to be
accounted for solely on the Secretary’s cer-
tificate; and

(5) up to $21,000,000 shall remain available
until September 30, 2016.

J 2000

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. SESSIONS

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will report the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, line 17, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,750,000)".

Page 152, line 15, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $1,750,000)"".

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 661, the gentleman from Texas
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Chairman, I
want to thank the young chairman of
the subcommittee, the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. CRENSHAW) for not only
his great work that he has done on this
bill but also presenting this bill before
the Rules Committee along with the
gentleman, Mr. SERRANO, who not only
ably spoke about their bill but de-
fended its process and the attempt that
they are trying to make today to pass
this into law.

Mr. Chairman, my amendment will
reduce Department of the Treasury
funding for salaries and expenses of de-
partmental offices by 1 percent. This
$1.75 million cut will not only reason-
ably save the government much-needed
funds but will also send a clear signal
to the Treasury Department that they
must take seriously their oversight re-
sponsibilities over the Office of the
Comptroller of the Currency, known as
the OCC.

I have been engaged in a process on
behalf of a constituent of mine for a
number of years, and I am here finally
on the floor today as a result of frus-
tration and what I think is an outright
lack of effectively doing their job in
the OCC.

Beginning in 2007, the OCC opened an
action against T Bank, NA, with regard
to their relationship with a payment
processor, specifically investigating
the bank’s CEO, a gentleman from Dal-
las, Texas, Patrick Adams. The inves-
tigation culminated in a trial before an
administrative law judge. That admin-
istrative law judge was picked specifi-
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cally by the OCC as the administrative
judge.

On November 8, 2012, the judge rec-
ommended that all charges brought by
the Comptroller of the Currency
against Mr. Adams be dismissed on No-
vember 8, 2012. Most disturbing is that
the Comptroller has refused to render a
decision, leaving Mr. Adams all this
time in legal limbo.

12 CFR 109.40 clearly states the
Comptroller ‘‘shall render a final deci-
sion within 90 days after notification of
the parties that the case has been sub-
mitted for final decision.”

Despite being required by law, the
Comptroller has refused to render a
final decision 15 months after the offi-
cial submission by the administrative
judge. Instead, the Comptroller has ex-
tended the 90-day period four times,
most recently in May of this year. The
Code of Federal Regulations provides
no avenue for the Comptroller to ex-
tend such a decision.

I believe this delay represents a sig-
nificant deficiency in the operations of
an agency under the purview of the
Treasury Department. Mr. Chairman, I
will tell you that I have tried to work
tirelessly through this problem with
the gentleman from Dallas, Texas, my
constituent, and it is the Federal Gov-
ernment, through the OCC, who refuses
to abide by a decision made by an ad-
ministrative judge that they chose and
has waited 15 months, holding this gen-
tleman in limbo at a time of his life
when he has spent millions of dollars
to protect himself against the Federal
Government, and the administrative
judge ruled against the Federal Gov-
ernment.

Mr. Chairman, it is time that the
OCC do their job. And since they are
not, I am here on the floor today, and
I am asking Members of this body to
take the action that is necessary, reg-
ular, and, I consider, reasonable. So I
urge all of my colleagues to support
this amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I would yield, at this
time, to the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. CRENSHAW), the subcommittee
chair.

Mr. CRENSHAW. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding, and I just want to
thank him for bringing this to our at-
tention and let him know that I am
happy to support this amendment.

Mr. SESSIONS. I thank the gen-
tleman. And, Mr. Chairman, I want you
to know that I would appreciate not
only his help, but also the help of the
inspector general of the Treasury De-
partment, who has been advised of this
circumstance, and we are waiting for
their final decision. Even though it is
15 months late, I believe we should
move forward and take the $1.7 million
away from an agency that does not live
within the law.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
New York is recognized for 5 minutes.
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Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I rise
to oppose the amendment.

Mr. Chairman, departmental salaries
and expenses of Treasury have already
been cut by $17.4 million this year as
compared to last year. That includes
the departmental offices account. That
means that this portion of the bill is
4.4 percent below what the administra-
tion requested.

Mr. Chairman, there is no need to cut
it any further. I urge my colleagues to
oppose this amendment, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS).

The amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

OFFICE OF TERRORISM AND FINANCIAL
INTELLIGENCE
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For the necessary expenses of the Office of
Terrorism and Financial Intelligence to safe-
guard the financial system against illicit use
and to combat rogue nations, terrorist
facilitators, weapons of mass destruction
proliferators, money launderers, drug Kking-
pins, and other national security threats,
$120,000,000: Provided, That of the amount ap-
propriated under this heading: (1) not to ex-
ceed $28,000,000 is available for administra-
tive expenses; and (2) $15,000,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2017: Provided
further, That the unobligated balances of
prior year appropriations made available for
terrorism and financial intelligence activi-
ties under the heading ‘‘Department of the
Treasury—Departmental Offices—Salaries
and Expenses’ shall be transferred to, and
merged with, this account.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GRAYSON

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will report the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 3, line 16, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000).”

Page 4, line 21, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(decreased by $5,000,000).”

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 661, the gentleman from Florida
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I want
to thank my colleague from Florida
and the gentleman from New York for
consideration of this amendment.

Mr. Chairman, budgets are about
choices. We have a choice to make here
that is an interesting one, and I wanted
to point it out in the form of pre-
senting this amendment.

The Office of Terrorism and Finan-
cial Intelligence is one of the most im-
portant functions of the Treasury De-
partment. Economic and trade sanc-
tions are issued and enforced by the Of-
fice of Terrorism and Financial Intel-
ligence, and they protect the financial
system from criminal and illicit activi-
ties and counteract national security
threats from drug lords, terrorists,
weapons of mass destruction,
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proliferators,
among others.

In addition to that, this office pro-
vides vital analysis with regard to for-
eign intelligence and counterintel-
ligence across all elements of the na-
tional security community. I think it
is fair to say that this office has done
excellent work in connection with the
Iran Sanctions Act, which is an act
within the jurisdiction of my com-
mittee, the Foreign Affairs Committee.

The committee involved here directs
the Department of the Treasury to post
online and disseminate publicly those
companies that are not compliant with
the Iran Sanctions Act as well as any
foreign entities doing business with the
Iran Revolutionary Guard Corps. In ad-
dition to that, this office has done ex-
cellent work with regard to cutting
back on the threat of genocide in
Sudan, South Sudan, the Central Afri-
can Republic, and the Democratic Re-
public of the Congo.

Despite the essential functioning of
this office for the purpose of our car-
rying out American foreign policy, this
office has a budget of only $120 million
for the entire year. I contrast that with
the budget being proposed of $158 mil-
lion for the Treasury Inspector General
for Tax Administration.

In short, we are spending, or pro-
posing to spend, $38 million more for
the Treasury inspector general to in-
spect the IRS than we are proposing to
spend for the Treasury to carry out its
essential functions of economic trade
and trade sanctions. These functions
basically make our troops safe and
keep America safe. Without the eco-
nomic sanctions that we imposed
against Iran, we might see American
troops fighting today in the Middle
East. It is essential and important that
these functions be carried out without
being curtailed for a lack of money.

I don’t suggest that we equalize these
two accounts, although I think a good
argument could be made to do that.
Rather, I suggest that we reduce the
disparity between these two accounts
by adding $5 million to allow the Office
of Terrorism and Financial Intel-
ligence to carry out its essential func-
tions for U.S. foreign policy and reduce
the Treasury Inspector General for Tax
Administration budget by a cor-
responding $5 million.

Again, budgets are about choices. I
think that our national security is our
number one priority, and I think that
whatever may be that is being done by
the Treasury inspector general to in-
vestigate the IRS, it can wait as long
as that money is needed to keep Amer-
ica safe.

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

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in opposition to the amendment.

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

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in opposition to this amendment
because the bill strongly supports the
Treasury’s Office of Terrorism and Fi-

and rogue nations,
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nancial Intelligence and actually pro-
vides $14 million above the request, and
that is to make sure there are robust
and forceful sanction programs. This
bill also supports the TIGTA. It pro-
vides $581,000 above the request to en-
sure that the inspector general can
keep a careful and close eye on the IRS
activities.

So I appreciate the gentleman’s sup-
port for the TFI, but it cannot come at
the expense of the IRS watchdog. Ev-
eryone knows what has been happening
with the IRS, and we need a strong IG
to oversee the IRS. They are doing
good and much-needed oversight, and
the bill already provides Treasury’s fi-
nancial intelligence programs with a
significant increase.

So, Mr. Chairman, I would encourage
my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’” on the
amendment. I yield back the balance of
my time.

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

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON).

The amendment was rejected.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General in carrying out the provi-
sions of the Inspector General Act of 1978,
$35,351,000, including hire of passenger motor
vehicles; of which not to exceed $100,000 shall
be available for unforeseen emergencies of a
confidential nature, to be allocated and ex-
pended under the direction of the Inspector
General of the Treasury; and of which not to
exceed $1,000 shall be available for official re-
ception and representation expenses.

TREASURY INSPECTOR GENERAL FOR TAX
ADMINISTRATION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Treasury In-
spector General for Tax Administration in
carrying out the Inspector General Act of
1978, including purchase and hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles (31 U.S.C. 1343(b)); and
services authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, at such
rates as may be determined by the Inspector
General for Tax Administration; $158,000,000,
of which $5,000,000 shall remain available
until September 30, 2016; of which not to ex-
ceed $500,000 shall be available for unforeseen
emergencies of a confidential nature, to be
allocated and expended under the direction
of the Inspector General for Tax Administra-
tion; and of which not to exceed $1,500 shall
be available for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. POSEY

Mr. POSEY. Mr. Chairman, 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 first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)".

Page 10, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)".

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 661, the gentleman from Florida
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.
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Mr. POSEY. Mr. Chairman, I would
like to thank Chairman CRENSHAW for
his help on this amendment and for his
support on this issue of critical impor-
tance to the Florida financial industry.

My amendment transfers $1 million
from the Internal Revenue Service en-
forcement division to the IRS office of
the inspector general. It is my intent
that this money be used to study the
impact of IRS nonresident alien bank
account reporting and requirements on
the United States economy.

The IRS has issued a final regulation
requiring all banks in the TUnited
States to report to the IRS the amount
of interest paid to nonresident alien in-
dividual depositors. Now these are peo-
ple who are not taxpayers, and they do
not owe us taxes.

These payments are not subject to
U.S. taxes, so these reports do not col-
lect a single penny of additional rev-
enue. This regulation also reverses a
90-year policy that the interest earned
by foreign depositors in American
banks would not be taxed or reported.

0 2015

When the IRS first proposed this reg-
ulation in 2001, a bipartisan coalition
of more than 100 Members of Congress
opposed it. The IRS eventually with-
drew the crazy proposal.

In 2011, the entire Florida delegation
signed a letter to the Internal Revenue
Service expressing concern with the
economic impact of this policy, and I
thank my colleague, DEBBIE
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, for taking the
lead on that initiative.

On July 25, 2012, the House passed my
amendment to H.R. 4078, the Red Tape
Reduction and Small Business Job Cre-
ation Act, which would have prevented
the IRS from enforcing the IRS non-
resident alien reporting requirement.
The amendment was passed with bipar-
tisan support, but the Senate failed to
take up the bill.

The IRS regulation places United
States banks at a global disadvantage
relative to foreign banks that lack
such reporting requirements. Further-
more, United States banks hold $500
billion in nonresident alien bank ac-
counts.

Millions of dollars have already been
withdrawn by foreign depositors, and it
only promises to get worse. Because
every dollar in bank deposits generates
nearly $9 in lending, these withdrawals
will reduce the amount of credit avail-
able to individual and commercial bor-
rowers, hurting the United States’
economy at a time when we need to be
recovering, not suffering worse.

A similar IRS program imposes a re-
quirement on foreign financial institu-
tions to report information on ac-
counts held by Americans overseas.
This has already resulted in foreign
banks canceling banking services to
U.S. citizens to avoid compliance costs.

For these reasons, I ask that the
money transferred to the IRS inspector
general be used to conduct an economic
impact study of these policies, includ-
ing an analysis of the effect on capital
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levels, capital flight, safety and sound-
ness, and changes to public confidence
in depository financial institutions,
something Treasury is arguably re-
quired to do already under current law,
but has refused to do.

I include a letter of support from the
Credit Union National Association and
the World Council of Credit Unions to
be entered into the RECORD.

CREDIT UNION NATIONAL ASSOCIA-
TION, INC., AND WORLD COUNCIL OF
CREDIT UNIONS, INC.,

July 14, 2014.
Hon. BILL POSEY,
House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE POSEY: On behalf of
the Credit Union National Association
(CUNA) and the World Council of Credit
Unions (World Council), we are writing to
thank you for your efforts to address the dif-
ficulties and compliance costs associated
with the newly-implemented Foreign Ac-
count Tax Compliance Act (FATCA). CUNA
is the largest credit union advocacy organi-
zation in the United States, representing
America’s state and federally chartered cred-
it unions and their 99 million members.
World Council is the leading trade associa-
tion and development organization for the
international credit union movement. World-
wide, there are nearly 56,000 cooperatively
owned credit unions in 101 countries with ap-
proximately $1.7 trillion in total assets and
200 million credit union members.

FATCA is designed to create a tax infor-
mation reporting and withholding system for
certain payments that are made to financial
institutions and other entities. The FATCA
statute passed by Congress in 2010 requires
foreign financial institutions to register
with the IRS and detect taxable account ac-
tivity by U.S. citizens in foreign countries;
these requirements are making it difficult
for U.S. citizens living overseas, including
American credit union members, to main-
tain access to financial services in the coun-
tries where they live. The Internal Revenue
Service’s (IRS) FATCA regulation also re-
quires U.S.-based financial institutions, in-
cluding U.S. credit unions, to conduct due
diligence and tax withholding on inter-
national funds transfers even though the
FATCA statute passed by Congress made no
mention of U.S.-based credit unions or
banks.

CUNA and the World Council support the
amendment you intend to offer to HR. 5016,
the Financial Services and General Govern-
ment Appropriations Act of 2015. Your
amendment would transfer $1 million in find-
ing for the Internal Revenue Service (IRS)
enforcement division and instead provide $1
million to the IRS Inspector General’s office
to conduct an economic impact study of
FATCA. We believe this study is necessary
given the complexity of implementing
FATCA, the complex rulemaking that has
taken place, and the myriad unintended con-
sequences of the law on U.S. financial insti-
tutions and U.S. citizens living abroad.

We appreciate all of your work to ensure
that credit unions remain focused on their
mission of serving their members rather
than spending precious time and resources
complying with unduly burdensome regula-
tions.

On behalf of America’s credit unions and
around the globe, thank you for offering this
amendment. We look forward to its consider-
ation and enactment.

Sincerely,
BILL HAMPEL,
President & CEO,
Credit Union Na-
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tional
Inc.
BRIAN BRANCH,
President & CEO,
World Council of
Credit Unions, Inc.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. POSEY. I yield to the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. CRENSHAW).

Mr. CRENSHAW. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding, and I appreciate
the gentleman from Florida working
with the committee on this amend-
ment. We are glad to accept it.

Recently, the IRS began enforcement
of this new regulation requiring U.S.
banks to report the amount of interest
earned on deposits made by non-
resident aliens, and this new regulation
is detrimental to Florida’s economy
and the U.S. economy as a whole be-
cause it weakens the competitiveness
of the U.S. financial institutions and
forces foreign capital to flee our coun-
try.

The regulation burdens U.S. financial
firms with additional paperwork and
has the unintended consequence of
causing many of these foreign deposi-
tors to take their business and capital
elsewhere, so hundreds of billions of
dollars will flee the economy.

That will impede small business lend-
ing and affect local communities. Both
Congress and the administration will
benefit from a fuller understanding of
how the regulation affects banks, their
clientele, and all of the communities,
so I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote in support of this
amendment.

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I
claim the time in opposition.

The CHAIR. The gentleman from
New York is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I urge
opposition to this amendment. The IRS
has already been cut overall by $341
million from last year’s funding level.
This will prevent the IRS from going
after tax cheats and helping those who
are attempting to obey the law.

The Taxpayer Advocate has even said
that insufficient funding of the IRS is
one of the most serious problems facing
taxpayers. This underfunding will force
the IRS to operate with 9,600 fewer
staff, which means that less than 50
percent of taxpayers who reach out to
the IRS for assistance on the telephone
help line will be able to get it, while
waiting times for those who do get an-
swers will rise to 35 minutes or longer.

As many as 24 million taxpayers
would be unable to reach the IRS for
assistance. That is unacceptable.

The cuts in this bill will also result
in $2 billion in uncollected revenue
compared to what could have been col-
lected at the requested level, thereby
increasing the deficit by that amount.

Take as contrast funding at more
than $1.6 million above last year’s level
and over half a million more than was
requested. I am not sure what they
have done to deserve an increase that
they didn’t even ask for.

Association,
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During our hearing, it became clear
that the IG didn’t fairly represent the
findings of its own investigator. Its
lead investigator reviewed 5,500 emails
and concluded that there was no indi-
cation of political motivation, yet the
IG failed to mention that until months
later after his order was released, and
you will certainly not hear Repub-
licans mention it now.

So I am not sure what they are try-
ing to reward, but it certainly is not
good work. I oppose this amendment
and urge that everyone else do so as
well.

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

Mr. POSEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

This legislation would not be nec-
essary if the IRS or the Treasury had
already done what was required by law.
When you promulgate a rule that has
over a $100 million impact on the pri-
vate sector, you are supposed to do a
cost-benefit analysis, and they refused
to do it in this case.

They took the position that, well, it
doesn’t cost that much money just to
fill out a little form and try and rat
out foreign bank depositors here.

The reality is studies show it clearly
will have a multibillion-dollar impact.

I yield back the balance of my time.

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

The CHAIR. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. POSEY).

The amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SPECIAL INSPECTOR GENERAL FOR THE
TROUBLED ASSET RELIEF PROGRAM
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Office of
the Special Inspector General in carrying
out the provisions of the Emergency Eco-
nomic Stabilization Act of 2008 (Public Law
110-343), $34,234,000.

FINANCIAL CRIMES ENFORCEMENT NETWORK

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Financial
Crimes Enforcement Network, including hire
of passenger motor vehicles; travel and
training expenses of non-Federal and foreign
government personnel to attend meetings
and training concerned with domestic and
foreign financial intelligence activities, law
enforcement, and financial regulation; serv-
ices authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; not to ex-
ceed $7,000 for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses; and for assistance to
Federal law enforcement agencies, with or
without reimbursement, $108,661,000, of
which not to exceed $34,335,000 shall remain
available until September 30, 2017.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON LEE

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The CHAIR. The Clerk will report the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 5, line 22, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $200,000)"’.

Page 9, line 15, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $100,000)".

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 661, the gentlewoman from
Texas and a Member opposed each will
control 5 minutes.
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The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Texas.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, I
want to thank the chairman and the
ranking member of this Appropriations
Committee for their hard work and
working together, Mr. CRENSHAW and
Mr. SERRANO. These are important
matters, and I thank them for the op-
portunity to present this amendment.

My amendment is a simple theory,
but a very important one. This amend-
ment provides $100,000 to the IRS tax-
payer services account to assist par-
ents who have lost dependent children
during the tax year with assistance in
filing income taxes and supports one-
stop IRS tax preparation support for
parents of deceased dependent children
whose child’s SS number has been sto-
len and used by identity thieves to
steal tax refunds.

I am the founder and cochair of the
Congressional Children’s Caucus, and
in many instances, we find in our work
the issues of giving children incentives
and worrying about children’s health,
but this is a very devastating posture
for parents to be in.

At a hearing held by Chairman SAM
JOHNSON on the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, a hearing on Social Security
death records dated February 2, 2012,
and I will read—the testimony of the
statement said:

We will hear the heartbreaking story of
one family whose 4-year-old daughter had
her identity stolen shortly after she passed
away. Only when their tax return was re-
jected by the IRS did they learn that an
identity thief had already filed a return
claiming their child as a dependent.

In an article regarding this terrible
tragedy, it indicates that this little
girl had fought for 33 months to fight
brain cancer. The parents were over-
whelmed with grief and medical bills.
The mourning parents decided to file
for a tax extension to get their paper-
work in order, but within 24 hours of
filing in October, the family’s return
was rejected. Someone had already
fraudulently claimed their daughter’s
Social Security number.

My colleagues, I would ask that this
amendment be considered because in
actuality it deals with this very ques-
tion; it provides more resources to ad-
dress the question of protecting iden-
tity and the identity theft that occurs.

My amendment, as I indicated, in-
creases it by $100,000. As parents and
grandparents, most of us may not know
the pain these parents are feeling, but
we can do something to make a nec-
essary obligation easier for them to
fulfill.

The IRS operates a 1-800 help line
and provides tax assistance at no
charge to tens of thousands of families
who prepare their own taxes. The funds
provided in this bill are intended to be
used to allow training to assist the IRS
to do a better job of meeting the needs
of parents who have lost a dependent
child during the tax year or prior to
their filing of taxes.

Just put ourselves in the shoes of
this family whose little 4-year-old
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fought for 33 months and in their dis-
tress, with all of these overwhelming
bills, to come and find this dastardly
act of someone stealing the child’s ID.

This amendment would address these
cases where the Social Security num-
ber of a recently deceased child is sto-
len and is used by thieves to claim tax
funds that should have gone to the
family.

Identity theft is a terrible crime that
violates the privacy of victims. All of
us, no matter what committees we are
involved in, in the Judiciary Com-
mittee which I sit on, Homeland Secu-
rity, we are grappling with the issues
of privacy and identity theft.

How many of us have had the impact
of such, but it has not been as dev-
astating, I would imagine, as the iden-
tity theft of your deceased child.

The crime first came to the attention
of several House committees in 2011. As
I made note of, SAM JOHNSON, the
chairman of the Social Security Sub-
committee on the Ways and Means
Committee, had this issue in 2012.

They only need a Social Security
number, a date of birth, and name of
the child. This information would be
found on medical records, school
records, or other forms completed by
parents in the course of registering a
child for various activities.

This is a crime. This is a shame. My
amendment would give some comfort
to help the IRS to help these parents. I
ask my colleagues to approve this
amendment.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I
claim the time in opposition.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. WEBER of
Texas). The gentleman from Florida is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I ap-
preciate the intent of the gentle-
woman’s amendment. I have great
sympathy for the situation that the
family found itself in, but I have to re-
mind my colleagues that the bill al-
ready cuts FinCEN by $3.3 million com-
pared to 2014, and our bill increases
taxpayer services by $7.5 million.

So I wish the IRS could do a better
job of dealing with taxpayer services.
That is one of the areas that they real-
ly need to get a handle on because
there are too many stories like the one
she just told, but FinCEN does good
work.

They work with industry to detect
and discourage and apprehend money
launderers, so I don’t think we should
cut them any further. As I pointed out,
we have increased the funding for tax-
payer services, and so for that reason,
I have to oppose the gentlewoman’s
amendment.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman,
let me say to my colleagues, I don’t
think there is much more that I can
say than repeat the story of the 33-
month fight by their little girl.

It is $100,000 that we are asking to
help these parents who are desperate
and mourning. I ask my colleagues to
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step a moment in the shoes of those
mourning parents, to help avoid the
identity theft that comes from a child
because a child is dead and they have a
Social Security number.

So I ask my colleagues, again, to sup-
port the Jackson Lee amendment. I
ask both sides of the aisle to consider
the pain of parents who experience
this.

I yield back the balance of my time.

O 2030

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in opposition to the amendment.

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

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I
just want to say one final thing. In
terms of taxpayer services, this bill al-
ready provides $2.1 billion for taxpayer
services. As I point out, that is an in-
crease over last year. We have already
cut FinCEN by $3.3 million.

So, for that reason, Mr. Chairman, I
would urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no”’
on the amendment, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON
LEE).

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

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, I
demand a recorded vote.

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

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. LYNCH

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 5, line 22, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $3,339,000)"".

Page 67, line 16, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(reduced by $3,339,000)"".

Page 68, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,669,500)"".

Page 68, line 15, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $1,669,500)"".

Page 71, line 3, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,669,500)".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 661, the gentleman
from Massachusetts and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the chairman and ranking member.

Mr. Chairman, this amendment
would increase the funding provided to
the Treasury Department’s Office of
the Financial Crimes Enforcement Net-
work, also known as FinCEN, by $3.339
million so that it remains at its cur-
rent level of $112 million.

This amendment would offset this
necessary increase through cor-
responding decreases in the funding
provided for the repairs and alterations
and the rental of space accounts within
the General Services Administration.
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If adopted, the amendment would
have no effect on budget authority and
would reduce outlays by $1 million.

As cochair of the bipartisan Task
Force on Antiterrorism and Prolifera-
tion Financing, I have worked closely
with our cochair, ED ROYCE, the gen-
tleman from California, and with
FinCEN, the Financial Crimes Enforce-
ment Network, to help strengthen our
national antiterrorist finance strategy,
and I realize the increased need to be
able to quickly and efficiently track
and stop the flow of funds to terrorist
groups in doing this important work.

Through the task force, we have wit-
nessed the critical and important work
that the Financial Crimes Enforcement
Network engages in. The skilled staff
at FinCEN works tirelessly every day
to track and stop the flow of elicit
funds that would otherwise be used to
aid terrorism in order to safeguard our
financial system from evolving money
laundering and mounting national se-
curity threats. We all know very well
the risks presented by Hezbollah in
Syria, al Qaeda in Yemen, ISIS in Iraq,
and Boko Haram in Nigeria.

By sharing financial intelligence
with law enforcement, private indus-
try, and its foreign counterparts,
FinCEN supports financial crime inves-
tigations throughout the world. Con-
gress has taken significant steps to-
wards utilizing terrorist financing as a
viable intelligence tool, as well as dis-
rupting the financing of terrorist ac-
tivities. Nevertheless, terrorists’ prov-
en ability to move money through in-
novative means necessitates continued
progress in this critical counterterror-
ism area.

As the chairman pointed out,
FinCEN does incredibly important
work. Most recently, FinCEN has

played an instrumental role on the
ground in Ukraine in support of inter-
national efforts to recover billions of
dollars in missing Ukrainian funds that

were misappropriated by former
Ukrainian Government officials, in-
cluding former President Viktor
Yanukovych.

With today’s increasingly complex
and rapidly evolving terrorist net-
works, we cannot risk our national se-
curity by reducing funding for this im-
portant department.

I appreciate the chairman’s chal-
lenges and the ranking member’s chal-
lenges in trying to balance priorities
within this bill, and I respect both of
those gentlemen, but I do urge my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to
support this amendment in order to
make sure that the Financial Crimes
Enforcement Network is properly fund-
ed. The balance here is funding for the
Financial Crimes Enforcement Net-
work versus a reduction in the repairs
and alterations account and the rental
space account for the General Services
Administration. I think that we recog-
nize where the real priorities of this
Congress should be. This is not what
the chairman mentioned in his opening
remarks. This is not nonessential fund-
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ing. This is not wasteful funding. This
is very important funding with respect
to the national security of our country.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. LYNCH. I yield to the gentleman
from Florida.

Mr. CRENSHAW. I just want to
thank you for bringing this to our at-
tention and am pleased to support the
amendment.

Mr. LYNCH. I thank the chairman.

I yield back the balance of my time.

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

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

TREASURY FORFEITURE FUND
(RESCISSION)

Of the wunobligated balances available
under this heading, $750,000,000 are rescinded.
BUREAU OF THE FISCAL SERVICE
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of operations of the
Bureau of the Fiscal Service, $348,184,000; of
which not to exceed $4,210,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2017, is for in-
formation systems modernization initia-
tives; and of which $5,000 shall be available
for official reception and representation ex-
penses.

In addition, $165,000, to be derived from the
Oil Spill Liability Trust Fund to reimburse
administrative and personnel expenses for fi-
nancial management of the Fund, as author-
ized by section 1012 of Public Law 101-380.

ALCOHOL AND TOBACCO TAX AND TRADE
BUREAU
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of carrying out sec-
tion 1111 of the Homeland Security Act of
2002, including hire of passenger motor vehi-
cles, $96,000,000; of which not to exceed $6,000
for official reception and representation ex-
penses; not to exceed $50,000 for cooperative
research and development programs for lab-
oratory services; and provision of laboratory
assistance to State and local agencies with
or without reimbursement.

UNITED STATES MINT
UNITED STATES MINT PUBLIC ENTERPRISE FUND

Pursuant to section 5136 of title 31, United
States Code, the United States Mint is pro-
vided funding through the United States
Mint Public Enterprise Fund for costs asso-
ciated with the production of circulating
coins, numismatic coins, and protective
services, including both operating expenses
and capital investments: Provided, That the
aggregate amount of new liabilities and obli-
gations incurred during fiscal year 2015
under such section 5136 for circulating coin-
age and protective service capital invest-
ments of the United States Mint shall not
exceed $20,000,000.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT FINANCIAL
INSTITUTIONS FUND PROGRAM ACCOUNT

To carry out the Riegle Community Devel-
opment and Regulatory Improvements Act of
1994 (subtitle A of title I of Public Law 103-
326), including services authorized by section
3109 of title 5, United States Code, but at
rates for individuals not to exceed the per
diem rate equivalent to the rate for EX-3,
$230,000,000. Of the amount appropriated
under this heading—

(1) not less than $177,000,000 is available
until September 30, 2016, for financial assist-
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ance and technical assistance under sections
108(a)(1)(A) and 108(a)(1)(B), respectively, of
Public Law 103-325, of which up to $3,102,500
may be used for the cost of direct loans: Pro-
vided, That the cost of direct loans, 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 are available to subsidize gross
obligations for the principal amount of di-
rect loans not to exceed $25,000,000;

(2) not less than $15,000,000 is available
until September 30, 2016, for financial assist-
ance, technical assistance, training and out-
reach programs, designed to benefit Native
American, Native Hawaiian, and Alaskan
Native communities and provided primarily
through qualified community development
lender organizations with experience and ex-
pertise in community development banking
and lending in Indian country, Native Amer-
ican organizations, tribes and tribal organi-
zations and other suitable providers;

(3) not less than $18,000,000 is available
until September 30, 2016, for the Bank Enter-
prise Award program; and

(4) up to $20,000,000 may be used for admin-
istrative expenses, of which up to $300,000 for
the administrative expenses of a direct loan
program.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. JACKSON LEE

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 7, line 23, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $500,000)".

Page 9, line 15, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $1,000,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 661, the gentlewoman
from Texas and a Member opposed each
will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Texas.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chairman, I
want to again thank the chairman and
ranking member of the subcommittee
for the work that they are doing on
H.R. 5016.

I want to indicate that I think this is
an important amendment, as was the
previous one. It increased funding by
$500,000 to the Community Develop-
ment Financial Institutions Fund pro-
gram for people receiving financial as-
sistance and for the responsibilities
that this very important subagency
has.

Treasury’s Community Development
Financial Institutions Fund program
administers the Community Develop-
ment Financial Institutions Fund, the
CDFI. Through its various programs,
the CDFI Fund enables locally-based
organizations to further goals such as:
economic development—job creation,
business development, and commercial
real estate development; affordable
housing—housing development and
homeownership; and community devel-
opment financial services—provision of
basic banking services to underserved
communities and financial literacy
training.

The good news, Mr. Chairman, is that
this spreads across the Nation, regard-
less of whether you are an urban center
or whether you are a rural center, in
particular, through these programs, di-
rect investment in supporting and
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training financial institutions that
provide loans, investment financial
services, and technical assistance to
underserved populations and commu-
nities.

Basically, it is a yes rather than a
stop sign to job creation beyond the
borders of the urban community and
into our rural communities as well.
From the perspective of Texas, this is a
good thing because it emphasizes over-
all investment and development.

It also is good for Native Americans
through its Native initiative by taking
action to provide financial assistance,
technical assistance, and training to
Native CDFIs and other Native entities
proposing to become or create Native
CDF1Is.

I am very glad for the support that
has been given by this committee for
this particular fund. I believe that the
Jackson Lee amendment, with the ad-
dition of the amount of $500,000, will
again help expand the opportunity for
there to be increased investment.

Let me make this final point. The
loss of wealth in rural communities
that are creating hardships should not
be forgotten where a substantial por-
tion of their wealth, like urban dwell-
ers, was in their homes. This restores
and continues to restore opportunities
to develop wealth among our individual
families and communities. I ask that
the Jackson Lee amendment be sup-
ported.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Will the gentle-
woman yield?

Ms. JACKSON LEE. I yield to the
gentleman from Florida.

Mr. CRENSHAW. I just want you to
know that we have no objection to
your amendment.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. I thank the gen-
tleman very much.

With that, Mr. Chairman, let me
thank the members of this committee.

As I indicated, this will be a good
amendment to help the people of this
great Nation continue their restoration
of wealth and economic development. I
ask for support of the Jackson Lee
amendment.

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON
LEE).

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE
TAXPAYER SERVICES

For necessary expenses of the Internal
Revenue Service to provide taxpayer serv-
ices, including pre-filing assistance and edu-
cation, filing and account services, taxpayer
advocacy services, the operating expenses of
the Taxpayer Advocate Service, and other
services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, at
such rates as may be determined by the
Commissioner, $2,130,000,000, of which not
less than $5,600,000 shall be for the Tax Coun-
seling for the Elderly Program, of which not
less than $10,000,000 shall be available for
low-income taxpayer clinic grants, and of
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which not less than $12,000,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2016, shall be
available for a Community Volunteer In-
come Tax Assistance matching grants pro-
gram for tax return preparation assistance.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. ROSKAM

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 9, line 15, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)"".

Page 10, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $10,000,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 661, the gentleman
from Illinois and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois.

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

Mr. Chairman, we have had a great
deal of discussion today on the floor
about the activity of the IRS, and
these stories have been known to us.
We have had a great deal of testi-
mony—hours and hours and hours of
testimony—in the Ways and Means
Committee overseen by Chairman
CAMP.

What we know is this: that the IRS
has grossly overstepped its bounds in
asking questions of groups filing for
tax-exempt status that go so far as to
ask about the content of an organiza-
tion’s prayers.

Now, think about this, Mr. Chairman.
The First Amendment to the Constitu-
tion has as its first freedom our free-
dom of religion in this country, and
what have we seen? We have seen the
Internal Revenue Service reach its long
arm into different tax-exempt organi-
zations and have made inquiries about
what is happening as it relates to pray-
ers.

Here is an example, Mr. Chairman,
that I have. This is a document, official
document from the Internal Revenue
Service, Department of the Treasury,
et cetera, et cetera, to the Coalition for
Life of Iowa. Under Penalties of Per-
jury, on page 2, Mr. Chairman, of this
official document from the Internal
Revenue Service, the IRS asked this in
writing:

Please explain in detail the activities at
these prayer meetings. Also, provide the per-
centage of your time with organizations
spent on prayer groups as compared with
other activities of the organization.

Mr. Chairman, are you kidding me?

The Internal Revenue Service is
using its power and its influence to try
and intimidate organizations, organiza-
tions that have as their base the faith
that they freely wish to extend and
they wish to communicate. Some lists
were lists of questions that the IRS
was so onerous that they asked for list
after list after list.

Here is another one. They went after
a group and they said, well, tell us all
about whether each person, board
member, officer, key employee, or
member of their family, has, was, or
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plans to be a candidate for public of-
fice.

Now, of all the ridiculous inquiries.
Do you know what that tells me? It
tells me, Mr. Chairman, the enforce-
ment division of the IRS has too much
money, that is what it tells me.

What I am trying to do with this
amendment is to follow up on action
that the House has already taken, and
a House that took this action unani-
mously not long ago in February by
passing a bill that I introduced, Pro-
tecting Taxpayers from Intrusive IRS
Requests Act, that is now pending in
the other body.

I am very simply trying to get the
attention of the Internal Revenue
Service, the attention of the employ-
ees, the attention of the Commissioner
that is all to say that you don’t have
this kind of authority; and if you have
got this kind of money to spend mess-
ing around with American groups and
so forth, and as the Internal Revenue
Service is now declaring itself to be the
entity that decides who gets to partici-
pate in the public square and who
doesn’t get to participate in the public
square, then they clearly have too
much money.

O 2045

Very simply, Mr. Chairman, here is
what I am trying to do. I am trying to
take money out of that enforcement
fund, which excludes the exempt serv-
ices, which has been up to their eye-
balls in this whole mess, and direct it
over to an area that can actually de-
fend taxpayers.

I urge its consideration.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. ROSKAM. 1 yield to the gen-
tleman from Florida.

Mr. CRENSHAW. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

I am pleased to support his amend-
ment.

Mr. ROSKAM. Reclaiming my time, I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I
claim the time in opposition to the
amendment.

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

Mr. SERRANO. The gentleman says
that the IRS has too much money. I
haven’t done the math totally, but I
think if we were to accept every
amendment that will come up in the
next couple of days against the IRS, we
would not only reach zero on the budg-
et for the IRS, we would probably go
under and create a crisis that we don’t
know how to handle.

The enforcement account at IRS has
already been cut by $72 million above
last year and is more than $421 million
below the President’s request. The tax-
payer service account is already funded
above last year’s level.

Given the lack of funding for the
IRS, there should be no need to plus-up
an account that has actually increased
while the overall funding for the agen-
cy has decreased. That is just a simple
statement to understand.
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I understand the need to continue to
attack the IRS under this belief that
they went after just a certain kind of
organization. They went after no one.
They asked questions of both sides,
both conservative groups and liberal
groups. I guess we are not going to hear
the end of it for the next couple of
days. It might be 3 days of bashing the
IRS.

So I urge opposition to the amend-
ment, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Chairman, there is
no need to attack the IRS if the IRS
doesn’t attack the American public.
The IRS is the manipulator. The IRS is
the entity that used this power of ma-
nipulation to ask this question:

Explain in detail the activities at your
prayer meetings.

That is nothing that the IRS has
anything to do with. That is nothing
that they should have anything to do
with.

And I am not for a second saying that
we need to continue to go after the IRS
until the IRS says, Here’s all the
emails, we’ve come clean, and so forth,
but somehow the IRS being a victim
here, I don’t know. The IRS is no vic-
tim. The people that are being targeted
unfairly are the victims. When they
sought to assert their First Amend-
ment right, Mr. Chairman, they are the
victims.

I am not asking you to accept every
amendment. I am just asking you to
accept the Roskam amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

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

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

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

Mr. ROSKAM. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote.

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

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GRAYSON

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 9, line 16, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $2,800,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 661, the gentleman
from Florida and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I
would like a few more dimes and nick-
les for the Tax Counseling for the El-
derly program. The Tax Counseling for
the Elderly program offers free tax
help to individuals who are age 60 years
old or older. I am not there yet, but I
hope to be there one day.
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Cooperative grant agreements are en-
tered into between the IRS and eligible
organizations to provide tax assistance
to elderly taxpayers. The funds pro-
vided by the IRS are used by organiza-
tions to reimburse volunteers for their
out-of-pocket expenses, including
transportation, meals, and other ex-
penses incurred by them in providing
tax counseling assistance at locations
convenient to the taxpayers.

This is very important because what
we are saying here is that this money
leverages volunteer help. There are
tens of thousands of volunteers all
around the country, including in my
district in Orlando, that rely upon this
funding to be able to provide the serv-
ices that are needed by our elderly citi-
Zens.

One of the good things about my pro-
posal here, Mr. Chairman, is that we
are not taking this $2.8 million from
any other account. Rather, there is a
$2.13 billion account for taxpayer serv-
ices, and this simply adds the carveout
from that total for Tax Counseling for
the Elderly.

Let’s think about this. There are
over 50 million seniors who qualify
around the country for this program—
that is one-quarter of our adult popu-
lation—but the percentage of this ac-
count for taxpayer services, this $2 bil-
lion account, is not one-quarter for
this program. It is not even 1 percent
for this program. It is one-quarter of 1
percent of the total amount that we
are allocating here for taxpayer serv-
ices.

I modestly propose that we increase
that amount from one-quarter of 1 per-
cent to three-eighths of 1 percent.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. GRAYSON. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Florida.

Mr. CRENSHAW. I think tax coun-
seling for the elderly is very impor-
tant, and I am happy to accept your
amendment.

Mr. GRAYSON. Reclaiming my time,
I am happy to accept your acceptance
of this amendment. I am very grateful
to you, Mr. Chairman.

I yield back the balance of my time.

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

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

ENFORCEMENT

For necessary expenses for tax enforce-
ment activities of the Internal Revenue
Service to determine and collect owed taxes,
to provide legal and litigation support, to
conduct criminal investigations, to enforce
criminal statutes related to violations of in-
ternal revenue laws and other financial
crimes, to purchase and hire passenger
motor vehicles (31 U.S.C. 1343(b)), and to pro-
vide other services as authorized by 5 U.S.C.
3109, at such rates as may be determined by
the Commissioner, $4,950,000,000, of which not
less than $60,257,000 shall be for the Inter-
agency Crime and Drug Enforcement pro-
gram.
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AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MRS. BLACKBURN

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 10, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert “‘(reduced by $2,000,000)"".

Page 62, line 9, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(increased by $1,000,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 661, the gentlewoman
from Tennessee and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Tennessee.

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, I
bring a very simple amendment. As the
Clerk read, you saw it is just two lines.

Let’s reduce another $2 million of
that IRS enforcement account, and
let’s move this over to help another
Federal agency do its job. Because we
have had one agency that is making
life difficult for taxpayers and business
owners, now let’s have an agency that
is supposed to be doing their job. Let’s
make certain that they do it.

What we are doing is redirecting this
million dollars over to the Consumer
Product Safety Commission’s budget
for third-party testing relief to assist
them in completing and meeting their
statutory requirements.

What has happened, in August, 2011,
Congress passed an amendment to the
CPSC Improvement Act mandating
that they identify ways to reduce the
third-party testing burdens that are
facing our American businesses. That
was to reduce the burden.

After soliciting comments in Novem-
ber of 2011, CPSC staff identified 14
ways in which this could be done. In
October of the following year, 2012,
they approved eight of the 14 rec-
ommendations, suggesting ways that
the Commission could move forward.
However, as we stand here 2 years later
after that period, I am sure few are sur-
prised to hear that CPSC still has not
followed through with this mandate. In
fact, the only action taken thus far has
been a single workshop held on April 3
to identify materials that may not re-
quire testing. In fact, the only action
taken thus far on these approved rec-
ommendations has been to solicit com-
ments from industry on three separate
occasions and to hold one workshop. It
is clear that the agency has placed the
requirements of burden reduction on
the industry, not on the bureaucrats at
the CPSC.

It is important to note why Congress
passed our CPSC amendment in the
first place. Our current economic situa-
tion is indeed dire. It was then and con-
tinues to be. The American people de-
pend immensely on our American busi-
nesses to provide jobs. Even more so,
the American people are depending on
us to help create the environment that
will spur job growth.

The third-party testing burden
hinders the ability of these companies
to hire more employees and to expand
their product lines. It hinders the abil-
ity of these businesses to grow the
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economy. It is detrimental to our
workforce. Additionally, the testing
hinders Americans who own small busi-
nesses, as they are the ones who are
having to absorb these extra costs.

The Commission claims that these
third-party testing regulations are
paramount to our safety when, in fact,
our domestic industries spend millions
of dollars each and every year on un-
necessary testing, including on mate-
rials known to never contain harmful
chemicals.

Congress recognized this back in 2011.
We took action. We expect the CPSC to
follow through and to take the nec-
essary actions. It has been 3 years
since the mandate went into effect, and
it is time that we encourage the CPSC
to get their act together and move for-
ward with the implementation on the
mandate.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Will the gentle-
woman yield?

Mrs. BLACKBURN. I yield to the
gentleman from Florida.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I
want the gentlewoman to know that
this is a very good amendment. I sup-
port it, and I urge my colleagues to
vote “‘yes.”

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Reclaiming my
time, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I
claim the time in opposition.

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, for a
minute there, I was almost convinced
that they are not after the IRS, but
they are even willing to give money to
an agency they traditionally do not
support just to get at the IRS.

The IRS has already been cut overall
by $341 million from last year’s funding
level. This will prevent the IRS from
going after tax cheats and helping
those who are attempting to obey the
law.

The Taxpayer Advocate has even said
that insufficient funding of the IRS is
one of the most serious problems facing
taxpayers. This IRS needs more fund-
ing, not less.

The Consumer Product Safety Com-
mission is funded $56 million below last
year’s level, and we are supportive of
remedying that in conference. How-
ever, we simply cannot support this
offset.

It is my understanding that the spon-
sor of this amendment would like the
money to be used for the CPSC to pre-
scribe new or revised third-party test-
ing regulations. Hearing a Republican
offering an amendment to fund regula-
tions makes it very tempting for me to
support this amendment, since it is
such a rare event.

It is also ironic in that there is an-
other possible Republican amendment
preventing the CPSC from even pro-
ceeding to review comments submitted
by the public on another regulation.

These dueling amendments point out
the obvious problem when Congress
doesn’t allow the proper process to pro-
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ceed and instead cherry-picks where
and when it wants to interfere. This is
clearly just another attack on the IRS,
and I oppose the amendment and hope
all my colleagues will also do the
same.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, in
the interest of time, I think it would be
instructive to my colleague to realize
what we are doing is saying the agency
doesn’t have the right to continue to
cherry-pick. Fourteen suggestions 3
years ago; we have been waiting for 2
years. They have said eight were ap-
proved.

What we have is businesses who
would like to expand the business,
businesses that would like to bring
American products to the American
marketplace, and the third-party test-
ing burden is placed on these busi-
nesses. The CPSC is not doing their job
to create the right environment.

I would encourage everyone to sup-
port this amendment. Let’s make cer-
tain that these agencies do their job
and work with the industry to be cer-
tain that we create the environment
for jobs growth to take place in this
country.

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

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

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Tennessee (Mrs. BLACK-
BURN).

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

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk, No. 178.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 10, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $353,000,000)"’.

Page 152, line 15, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $353,000,000)’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 661, the gentleman
from Arizona and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today to offer a simple but important
amendment which will save taxpayer
money and demand accountability for
one of the Federal Government’s most
invasive and rogue agencies—the IRS.

This amendment reduces overall ap-
propriations in the bill for the Internal
Revenue Service by approximately 3
percent and brings funding for the IRS
down to the FY 2007 appropriations.
Current funding is between 2007 and
2008 levels. Additionally, my amend-
ment still allows for more than $10.5
billion to go to the IRS. In this time
during which we have over $7 trillion in
debt and a deficit this year exceeding
$500 billion, this is a modest reduction
at best. Again, this amendment only
makes a 3 percent reduction to bring
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the appropriations in line with the 2007
appropriations.

More directly than the financial con-
dition of the country is the fact that
this agency has shown contempt for
the American taxpayer. It has ignored
Congress and ignored subpoenas. It has
stonewalled. It has destroyed evidence.
It has lied. It has abused its powers and
targeted honest Americans for exer-
cising their political beliefs. The list of
scandals and examples of mismanage-
ment within the IRS seems to grow
every day. This agency, which aggres-
sively pursues American citizens it be-
lieves deserve extra scrutiny, must un-
derstand that the IRS is, first and fore-
most, accountable to the American
people, not the other way around.

John Adams said that facts are stub-
born things. In April, this body held
former IRS Commissioner Lois Lerner
in contempt of Congress for her role
and testimony in relation to the IRS’
targeting of conservative groups. Ms.
Lerner acted with reckless disregard
for the constitutional rights of United
States citizens while working at the
IRS, and she must be held accountable.
The blatant disregard of basic liberties
and the use of a government agency to
harass, target, intimidate, and threat-
en lawful, honest citizens was the
worst form of authoritarianism.

President Obama erroneously
claimed that there isn’t even a ‘‘smid-
gen of corruption’ in the IRS targeting
scandal, and yet a trail of emails
proves otherwise. Further, Ms. Lerner
is still refusing to testify on the
grounds that she fears criminal pros-
ecution. She should. She lied to Con-
gress. She abused her position. She vio-
lated the rights of Americans. She
tried to harm the electoral process and
intimidate voters.

Getting the truth and demanding ac-
countability from President Obama’s
IRS should not be too much to ask for.
Yet officials in this administration
continue to offer excuses and half-
truths for what has developed into a
disturbing trend of waste, fraud, and
abuse. Tax information about the
President’s political opponents has
been leaked, Americans were targeted
for their political beliefs, and senior
executives were given bonuses for their
work. Waste and inefficiency have
plagued the agency for years. The
Treasury inspector general has re-
ported the IRS has been wasting up-
wards of $15 billion a year—yes, that is
15 billion with a ‘“‘b”’—more than $140
billion since 2003, due to its failure to
comply with Federal law to curb im-
proper payments.

Democrats and Republicans across
the country have been demanding that
Congress do something other than hold
hearing after hearing about the prob-
lems at the IRS. This amendment does
something that Congress has the com-
plete power to do—it uses the power of
the purse. As you know, we don’t have
a lot of other options, but we do know
that the IRS scandal is one of the most
serious scandals ever engaged in by any
administration.
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How can the American people trust
the Federal Government to use their
tax dollars efficiently when the agency
tasked with collecting them squanders
billions before they can even be appro-
priated?

This amendment simply brings IRS
funding to the 2007 levels. The IRS
must prove that it can be trusted with
the hard-earned tax dollars of the
American people before it asks Con-
gress to increase its budget.

If you disapprove of the IRS’ tar-
geting of conservative groups for their
political beliefs, then support my
amendment. If you disapprove of the
IRS’ ignoring of congressional sub-
poenas, then support my amendment.
If you disapprove of this agency’s
stonewalling of Congress, destroying
evidence, and lying to the American
people, then support my amendment.

I thank the chairman and the rank-
ing member for their continued work
on the committee.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I
claim the time in opposition.

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, the
good news is that the whole bill is not
on the IRS, so, eventually, we will
move on to something else, and we
won’t see any more of these attacks.

The IRS has already been cut overall
by $341 million from last year’s funding
level. This will prevent the IRS from
going after tax cheats—I know it is
repetitious, but it is a fact—and from
helping those who are attempting to
obey the law. The Taxpayer Advocate
has even said that the insufficient
funding of the IRS is one of the most
serious problems facing taxpayers.

This underfunding will force the IRS
to operate with 9,500 fewer staff, which
means that less than 50 percent of tax-
payers who reach out to the IRS for as-
sistance on the telephone help line will
be able to get it, and the waiting times
for those who do get answers will rise
to 35 minutes or longer. As many as 24
million taxpayers will be unable to
reach the IRS for assistance, and that
is unacceptable. The cuts in this bill
will also result in $2 billion in uncol-
lected revenue compared to what could
have been collected at the requested
level, thereby increasing the deficit by
that amount.

I think what is being missed here to-
night with all of these amendments is
that, yes, there is a concern on the
other side—and there was a concern
here also, and there still may be—in
terms of what went on and what needs
to be straightened out, but the answer
is not to cut the IRS down to bare
bones, because our next problem will be
that the deficit will continue to grow
because we won’t be able to do the
proper collecting of tax dollars in this
country.

I oppose this amendment, and I urge
that everyone else do so as well.
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I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I would
like to point out that this is a 3 per-
cent reduction, and it brings it back to
2007 levels. The Treasury inspector gen-
eral has reported that the IRS has been
wasting upwards of $15 billion a year—
more than $140 billion since 2003—due
to its failure to comply with Federal
law to curb improper payments.

I think what we could do is save tax-
payers a lot more money if they just
didn’t call the IRS. This is a blatant
disregard of basic civil liberties in the
use of a government agency to harass,
target, intimidate, and threaten law-
ful, honest citizens. We need to bring
the IRS into compliance.

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

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. RODNEY
DAvVIS of Illinois). The question is on
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. HUIZENGA OF
MICHIGAN

Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, I have an amendment at the
desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 10, line 7, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $788,111,800)"’.

Page 152, line 15, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $788,111,800)’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 661, the gentleman
from Michigan and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, my friend from New York
was pointing out that, at some point,
we are going to move on from the IRS,
but I want to point out that this sec-
tion is specifically about the enforce-
ment of what the IRS has been doing.

Last year, we learned that the IRS
has been targeting American taxpayers
for their political beliefs for the last 4
or 5 years. During this period, a culture
of shading the truth was fostered and
developed by directors and administra-
tors throughout the IRS. Now this cul-
ture within the IRS has grown to one
of stonewalling, doubletalk, and mis-
trust.

It is up to Congress to use the power
of the purse, Mr. Chairman, to rein in
the IRS and force them to conduct
their analysis in an unbiased manner.
This is our constitutional tool. The
IRS has proven itself to be unable to do
s0, which is why I am introducing this
amendment that cuts more than $788
million from the IRS’ budget. With the
combined cuts in the underlying bill of
$341 million, this will approximately
cut the IRS’ budget by 10 percent from
its current funding levels. The under-
lying legislation takes a good step in
the right direction, and many of the
amendments, including the last one
that was just adopted, are a step in the
right direction, but I believe, unfortu-
nately, that this doesn’t go far enough.
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We need to keep in mind that the IRS
is one of the most feared agencies with-
in the Federal Government—Ileft, right
or center. They can freeze bank ac-
counts, garnish wages, and seize assets
with a flick of a pen. Congress needs to
utilize the power of the purse—our con-
stitutional tool and responsibility, I
might add—to send the IRS a message
to put an end to this newfound ‘‘busi-
ness as usual.”

It is up to Congress to prevent the
IRS from ever slipping back into its
targeting practices. The best way to do
that is to force them to consolidate
their resources and prioritize. Con-
gress, itself, has been forced to do this.
Our own offices, Mr. Chairman, have
been forced to do this over the last
number of years, and there is no reason
why the IRS cannot follow suit.

We cannot allow the IRS to be used
as a political weapon because, as I had
pointed out, it doesn’t matter if an
American’s political views are left of
the spectrum, right of the spectrum or
somewhere in between. The IRS is one
of the most powerful agencies that we
have, and for them to be injected into
this process as a political weapon is
simply wrong. Political targeting is
not the only example, however, and
this is not the real problem I am trying
to get at. I believe there is another
problem, which is a tax on those who
cannot defend themselves. Political
targeting is only a part of the story.

The other one is, in 2012, a Taxpayer
Advocate Service report found that 69
percent of individuals who claimed the
adoption tax credit were audited by the
IRS. Okay. That seems like a pretty
aggressive move. Unfortunately, for
the IRS, only 1.5 percent of the credits
claimed were ever disallowed. The Tax-
payer Advocate Service and the Gov-
ernment Accountability Office, the
GAO, have both noted that the adop-
tion credit claims represented less than
one-tenth of 1 percent of all individual
returns for the 2011 filing season. By
comparison, the IRS spent approxi-
mately 3.5 percent of its total staff
days on the initial reviews, correspond-
ence, and audits of these adoption tax
claims. Let me repeat that. One-tenth
of 1 percent are the total claims, yet
the IRS spends 3.5 percent of all of its
staff days in pursuing these. This is not
about tax cheats. This is about harass-
ment. In essence, the IRS spent 35
times the number of work hours inves-
tigating adoptive parents compared to
other tax filers.

West Michigan, which is the area I
represent, is blessed to have one of the
highest adoption rates in the entire
Nation, hardworking families who
want to bring another into their
homes, someone who has been abused
or neglected. They should not have to
be burdened by the echoing footsteps of
the taxman.

I am angry, Mr. Chairman. The
American people are angry, and they
should be. Clearly, the IRS has too
much time on its hands and not enough
focus. The recklessness with which the
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IRS is acting by targeting Americans
for their political views or as to wheth-
er they have adopted a child is simply
wrong, and it must be stopped imme-

diately.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I

claim the time in opposition.

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, my
early math tells me that, if the amend-
ments that we just passed stick in con-
ference, we have already cut $1.154 bil-
lion from enforcement. Those are the
folks who are going to collect taxes
from people who don’t want to pay
taxes.

I continue to make my comments—
again, sounding repetitious—that there
has to be a moment when this stops,
when we realize that, yes, there are
issues that have to be dealt with at the
IRS. There have always been issues
that have had to be dealt with at the
IRS, but the idea of zeroing out this ac-
count and zeroing out the enforcement
account just does not make any sense.
I would hope that we would just pay at-
tention to that and pay attention to
the fact that, while we may have dif-
ferences with an agency, we have
never, ever in the years that I have
been here seen anyone, any party or
any group, go after a particular agency
the way we have gone after the IRS,
not only tonight, but in the last few
months.

I yield back the balance of my time.
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Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, I am stunned that my
amendment would be characterized as
zeroing it out. In fact, my amendment
provides $4.16 billion for IRS enforce-
ment budget.

I want to know what employer would
reward unacceptable behavior. I think
we have the answer, Mr. Chairman, and
that is my colleagues across the aisle.

This is a 19 percent cut to the en-
forcement budget, 10 percent cut over-
all. This brings us back to 2004-2005 lev-
els and, in fact, this House approved a
budget last year of $3.87 billion, so my
amendment doesn’t even bring us down
as low as what had been passed by the
House just last year.

I urge passage of my amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

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

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

OPERATIONS SUPPORT

For necessary expenses of the Internal
Revenue Service to support taxpayer serv-
ices and enforcement programs, including
rent payments; facilities services; printing;
postage; physical security; headquarters and
other IRS-wide administration activities; re-
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search and statistics of income; tele-
communications; information technology de-
velopment, enhancement, operations, main-
tenance, and security; the hire of passenger
motor vehicles (31 U.S.C. 1343(b)); the oper-
ations of the Internal Revenue Service Over-
sight Board; and other services as authorized
by 5 U.S.C. 3109, at such rates as may be de-
termined by the Commissioner; $3,620,000,000,
of which not to exceed $300,000,000 shall re-
main available until September 30, 2016, of
which not to exceed $10,000 shall be for offi-
cial reception and representation expenses:
Provided, That not later than 30 days after
the end of each quarter, the Internal Rev-
enue Service shall submit a report to the
Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate and the
Comptroller General of the United States de-
tailing the cost and schedule performance for
its major information technology invest-
ments, including the purpose and life-cycle
stages of the investments; the reasons for
any cost and schedule variances; the risks of
such investments and strategies the Internal
Revenue Service is using to mitigate such
risks; and the expected developmental mile-
stones to be achieved and costs to be in-
curred in the next quarter: Provided further,
That the Internal Revenue Service shall in-
clude, in its budget justification for fiscal
year 2016, a summary of cost and schedule
performance information for its major infor-
mation technology systems.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. CAMP

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 10, line 22, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘“‘(reduced by $2,000,000)"".

Page 152, line 15, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $2,000,000)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 661, the gentleman
from Michigan and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Chairman, on Friday,
June 13, the IRS admitted to Congress
that it had destroyed 2 years of Lois
Lerner’s documents—documents at the
very center of the IRS targeting indi-
viduals for their beliefs.

The IRS buried this fact on page 15 of
a 27-page document, 4 months after po-
litical appointees in the Obama admin-
istration had been informed that the
emails were destroyed.

When IRS Commissioner Koskinen
came before the Ways and Means Com-
mittee earlier this year, he pledged
transparency, stating, ‘“When I find out
something, you will be the first to
know.”

Well, we now know that is not true,
as the IRS has misled Congress and ob-
structed our investigation for months.
The IRS even went so far as promising
the Ways and Means Committee that it
would receive all Lerner documents in
May, after knowing that thousands of
Lerner emails were destroyed and they
could not possibly fulfill our request.
This is inexcusable.

Once the Ways and Means Committee
learned of the destroyed emails, we
asked that the IRS provide all informa-
tion and documents related to the
emails, as well as make IT employees
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available for interview. The IRS has re-
fused this request and will not make IT
employees available for interview.

I come to the floor today to reduce
by $2 million the IRS’ funds for the Of-
fice of the Commissioner and Office of
Legislative Affairs, who recently have
attempted to obstruct this investiga-
tion and who have misled Congress and
the American people.

The Committee on Ways and Means
will continue to pursue this investiga-
tion until we understand the full scope
of the targeting and obtain all of the
documents and interviews the com-
mittee has requested.

The American people have lost trust
in the IRS, and a full accounting of the
targeting and those responsible is nec-
essary before the IRS can hope to re-
build that trust.

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the distin-
guished gentleman from Florida (Mr.
CRENSHAW).

Mr. CRENSHAW. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding, and I just want
him to know that I rise in strong sup-
port of this amendment.

We have talked about the fact that
the IRS has betrayed the trust of the
American people, and if they are just
going to circle the wagons, that is just
going to raise more suspicion, so I urge
adoption of this amendment.

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Chairman, I yield to
the distinguished gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. BOUSTANY).

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Chairman, the
Ways and Means Oversight Sub-
committee, which I chair, launched
this investigation about 2 years ago
into the targeting of conservative orga-
nizations, and the IRS has continued to
be evasive and obstructive. It is unac-
ceptable.

We have kept pressure on, and cracks
are now showing, illustrating a culture
at this agency that tolerates and even
encourages politically motivated activ-
ity.

Mr. Chairman, the IRS has lost credi-
bility with the American people.
Today, the American people view this
agency as a tool of political intimida-
tion and retribution, instead of an un-
biased nonpolitical agency.

The American people demand truth
and justice in this matter, and so do I.
No American should live in fear of an
administration willing to use the IRS
to inflict pain on those who they do
not agree with ideologically. This
amendment will help solve some of
that.

By reducing the commissioner and
the Office of Legislative Affairs by $2
million, we will use the power of the
purse to put them further on notice
that they have to come clean on this.
We will not stop until we get the an-
swers.

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

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes.
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Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment is completely irresponsible
and unnecessary.

My colleague may be angry at the In-
ternal Revenue Service, but defunding
the very entities that would supply the
information he is requesting is not
going to get him that information any
faster. These offices actually have
nothing to do with setting a policy
with regard to email retention.

This amendment is simply another
attempt to find a conspiracy where the
Republican Party has been unable to
find one previously.

At this point, the IRS has spent at
least $14 million providing hundreds of
thousands of pages of information to
the committees of jurisdiction here,
and, instead of providing them with
more money to provide more informa-
tion, the majority wants to cut the IRS
further.

This is not a well-thought-out or re-
sponsible amendment, and I urge my
colleagues to oppose it because it does
exactly the opposite of what my col-
league claims it would do.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. CAMP. Mr. Chairman, I yield to
the distinguished gentleman from
Texas (Mr. BRADY), a member of the
Ways and Means Committee.

Mr. BRADY of Texas. Mr. Chairman,
Chairman CAMP’s amendment simply
seeks the truth. It seeks the truth
about what the IRS knew, what they
targeted, what they offered up—more
importantly, simply to make available
those on the staff who dealt with, sup-
posedly, the loss of these emails.

The fact of the matter is no govern-
ment should ever try to silence the
voices of Americans who simply dis-
agree with it. Chairman CAMP’s inves-
tigation seeks the truth, to hold those
accountable who violated the law, and
to make sure this never happens again
to any American, Republican, Demo-
crat, any partisan stripe or inde-
pendent thought.

We deserve the truth. This amend-
ment gets to the truth, and it should be
accepted by Republicans and Demo-
crats.

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

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

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

BUSINESS SYSTEMS MODERNIZATION

For necessary expenses of the Internal
Revenue Service’s business systems mod-
ernization program, $250,000,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2017, for the
capital asset acquisition of information
technology systems, including management
and related contractual costs of said acquisi-
tions, including related Internal Revenue
Service labor costs, and contractual costs as-
sociated with operations authorized by 5
U.S.C. 3109: Provided, That not later than 30
days after the end of each quarter, the Inter-
nal Revenue Service shall submit a report to
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the Committees on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and the Senate and
the Comptroller General of the United States
detailing the cost and schedule performance
for CADE 2 and Modernized e-File informa-
tion technology investments, including the
purposes and life-cycle stages of the invest-
ments; the reasons for any cost and schedule
variances; the risks of such investments and
the strategies the Internal Revenue Service
is using to mitigate such risks; and the ex-
pected developmental milestones to be
achieved and costs to be incurred in the next
quarter.
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—INTERNAL
REVENUE SERVICE
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 101. Not to exceed 5 percent of any ap-
propriation made available in this Act to the
Internal Revenue Service may be transferred
to any other Internal Revenue Service appro-
priation upon the advance approval of the
Committees on Appropriations.

SEC. 102. The Internal Revenue Service
shall maintain an employee training pro-
gram, which shall include the following top-
ics: taxpayers’ rights, dealing courteously
with taxpayers, cross-cultural relations, eth-
ics, and the impartial application of tax law.

SEC. 103. The Internal Revenue Service
shall institute and enforce policies and pro-
cedures that will safeguard the confiden-
tiality of taxpayer information and protect
taxpayers against identity theft.

SEC. 104. Funds made available by this or
any other Act to the Internal Revenue Serv-
ice shall be available for improved facilities
and increased staffing to provide sufficient
and effective 1-800 help line service for tax-
payers. The Commissioner shall continue to
make improvements to the Internal Revenue
Service 1-800 help line service a priority and
allocate resources necessary to enhance the
response time to taxpayer communications,
particularly with regard to victims of tax-re-
lated crimes.

SEC. 105. None of the funds made available
to the Internal Revenue Service by this Act
may be used to make a video unless the
Service-Wide Video Editorial Board deter-
mines in advance that making the video is
appropriate, taking into account the cost,
topic, tone, and purpose of the video.

SEC. 106. The Internal Revenue Service
shall issue a notice of confirmation of any
address change relating to an employer mak-
ing employment tax payments, and such no-
tice shall be sent to both the employer’s
former and new address and an officer or em-
ployee of the Internal Revenue Service shall
give special consideration to an offer-in-com-
promise from a taxpayer who has been the
victim of fraud by a third party payroll tax
preparer.

SEC. 107. None of the funds made available
under this Act may be used by the Internal
Revenue Service to target citizens of the
United States for exercising any right guar-
anteed under the First Amendment to the
Constitution of the United States.

SEC. 108. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used by the Internal Rev-
enue Service to target groups for regulatory
scrutiny based on their ideological beliefs.

SEC. 109. None of funds made available by
this Act to the Internal Revenue Service
shall be obligated or expended on con-
ferences that do not adhere to the proce-
dures, verification processes, documentation
requirements, and policies issued by the
Chief Financial Officer, Human Capital Of-
fice, and Agency-Wide Shared Services as a
result of the recommendations in the report
published on May 31, 2013, by the Treasury
Inspector General for Tax Administration
entitled ‘“‘Review of the August 2010 Small
Business/Self-Employed Division’s Con-
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ference in Anaheim, California” (Reference
Number 2013-10-037).

SEC. 110. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to pay the salaries
or expenses of any individual to carry out
any transfer of funds to the Internal Rev-
enue Service under the Patient Protection
and Affordable Care Act (Public Law 111-148)
or the Health Care and Education Reconcili-
ation Act of 2010 (Public Law 111-152).

SEC. 111. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used by the Internal Rev-
enue Service to implement or enforce section
5000A of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986,
section 6055 of such Code, section 1502(c) of
the Patient Protection and Affordable Care
Act (Public Law 111-148), or any amendments
made by section 1502(b) of such Act.

SEC. 112. None of the funds made available
in this Act to the Internal Revenue Service
may be obligated or expended under any
bonus, award, or recognition program that
does not consider, with respect to deter-
mining whether an employee should receive
such program funds, the conduct and Federal
tax compliance of such employee.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT

OF THE TREASURY
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

SEC. 113. Appropriations to the Department
of the Treasury in this Act shall be available
for uniforms or allowances therefor, as au-
thorized by law (b U.S.C. 5901), including
maintenance, repairs, and cleaning; purchase
of insurance for official motor vehicles oper-
ated in foreign countries; purchase of motor
vehicles without regard to the general pur-
chase price limitations for vehicles pur-
chased and used overseas for the current fis-
cal year; entering into contracts with the
Department of State for the furnishing of
health and medical services to employees
and their dependents serving in foreign coun-
tries; and services authorized by 5 U.S.C.
3109.

SEC. 114. Not to exceed 2 percent of any ap-
propriations in this title made available
under the headings ‘‘Departmental Offices—
Salaries and Expenses’, ‘“‘Office of Inspector
General”’, ‘‘Special Inspector General for the
Troubled Asset Relief Program”, ‘‘Financial
Crimes Enforcement Network’, ‘‘Bureau of
the Fiscal Service’’, ‘‘Alcohol and Tobacco
Tax and Trade Bureau” and ‘‘Community
Development Financial Institutions Fund
Program Account’” may be transferred be-
tween such appropriations upon the advance
approval of the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and
the Senate: Provided, That no transfer under
this section may increase or decrease any
such appropriation by more than 2 percent.

SEC. 115. Not to exceed 2 percent of any ap-
propriation made available in this Act to the
Internal Revenue Service may be transferred
to the Treasury Inspector General for Tax
Administration’s appropriation upon the ad-
vance approval of the Committees on Appro-
priations of the House of Representatives
and the Senate: Provided, That no transfer
may increase or decrease any such appro-
priation by more than 2 percent.

SEcC. 116. None of the funds appropriated in
this Act or otherwise available to the De-
partment of the Treasury or the Bureau of
Engraving and Printing may be used to rede-
sign the $1 Federal Reserve note.

SEC. 117. The Secretary of the Treasury
may transfer funds from the ‘‘Bureau of the
Fiscal Service-Salaries and Expenses’ to the
Debt Collection Fund as necessary to cover
the costs of debt collection: Provided, That
such amounts shall be reimbursed to such
salaries and expenses account from debt col-
lections received in the Debt Collection
Fund.

SEcC. 118. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this or any
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other Act may be used by the United States
Mint to construct or operate any museum
without the explicit approval of the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Senate, the House Com-
mittee on Financial Services, and the Senate
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban
Affairs.

SEC. 119. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available by this or any
other Act or source to the Department of the
Treasury, the Bureau of Engraving and
Printing, and the United States Mint, indi-
vidually or collectively, may be used to con-
solidate any or all functions of the Bureau of
Engraving and Printing and the United
States Mint without the explicit approval of
the House Committee on Financial Services;
the Senate Committee on Banking, Housing,
and Urban Affairs; and the Committees on
Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate.

SEC. 120. Funds appropriated by this Act,
or made available by the transfer of funds in
this Act, for the Department of the Treas-
ury’s intelligence or intelligence related ac-
tivities are deemed to be specifically author-
ized by the Congress for purposes of section
504 of the National Security Act of 1947 (50
U.S.C. 414) during fiscal year 2015 until the
enactment of the Intelligence Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2015.

SEC. 121. Not to exceed $5,000 shall be made
available from the Bureau of Engraving and
Printing’s Industrial Revolving Fund for
necessary official reception and representa-
tion expenses.

SEC. 122. The Secretary of the Treasury
shall submit a Capital Investment Plan to
the Committees on Appropriations of the
Senate and the House of Representatives not
later than 30 days following the submission
of the annual budget submitted by the Presi-
dent: Provided, That such Capital Investment
Plan shall include capital investment spend-
ing from all accounts within the Department
of the Treasury, including but not limited to
the Department-wide Systems and Capital
Investment Programs account, Treasury
Franchise Fund account, and the Treasury
Forfeiture Fund account: Provided further,
That such Capital Investment Plan shall in-
clude expenditures occurring in previous fis-
cal years for each capital investment project
that has not been fully completed.

SEC. 123. (a) Not later than 2 weeks after
the end of each quarter, the Office of Finan-
cial Stability and the Office of Financial Re-
search shall submit reports on their activi-
ties to the Committees on Appropriations of
the House of Representatives and the Senate,
the Committee on Financial Services of the
House of Representatives and the Senate
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban
Affairs.

(b) The reports required under subsection
(a) shall include—

(1) the obligations made during the pre-
vious quarter by object class, office, and ac-
tivity;

(2) the estimated obligations for the re-
mainder of the fiscal year by object class, of-
fice, and activity;

(3) the number of full-time equivalents
within each office during the previous quar-
ter;

(4) the estimated number of full-time
equivalents within each office for the re-
mainder of the fiscal year; and

(5) actions taken to achieve the goals, ob-
jectives, and performance measures of each
office.

(c) At the request of any such Committees
specified in subsection (a), the Office of Fi-
nancial Stability and the Office of Financial
Research shall make officials available to
testify on the contents of the reports re-
quired under subsection (a).
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SEC. 124. Within 45 days after the date of
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of the
Treasury shall submit an itemized report to
the Committees on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and the Senate on
the amount of total funds charged to each of-
fice by the Franchise Fund including the
amount charged for each service provided by
the Franchise Fund to each office, a detailed
description of the services, a detailed expla-
nation of how each charge for each service is
calculated, and a description of the role cus-
tomers have in governing in the Franchise
Fund.

SEC. 125. (a) Section 1565 of Public Law 111-
203 is amended as follows:

(1) In subsection (b)—

(A) in paragraph (1)—

(1) by striking “immediately”’; and

(ii) by inserting ‘‘as provided for in appro-
priations Acts’ after ‘‘to the Office’’;

(B) by striking paragraph (2); and

(C) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-
graph (2).

(2) In subsection (d), by striking the head-
ing and inserting ‘‘ASSESSMENT SCHEDULE.—

(b) The amendments made by subsection
(a) shall take effect on October 1, 2015.

SEC. 126. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used to approve, license,
facilitate, authorize, or otherwise allow,
whether by general or specific license, trav-
el-related or other transactions incident to
non-academic educational exchanges de-
scribed in section 515.565(b)(2) of title 31,
Code of Federal Regulations.

SEC. 127. (a) The Secretary of the Treasury
and the Secretary of Homeland Security
shall provide a joint report not later than 90
days after the enactment of this Act regard-
ing travel pursuant to sections 515.560(a)(1),
515.560(c)(4)(1), and 515.561 of title 31, Code of
Federal Regulations.

(b) Such report shall include, for each fis-
cal year beginning with 2007 under the afore-
mentioned category of travel:

(1) number of travelers; average duration
of stay for each trip;

(2) average amount of U.S. dollars spent
per traveler;

(3) number of return trips per year; and

(4) total sum of U.S. dollars spent collec-
tively in each fiscal year.

SEC. 128. During fiscal year 2015—

(1) none of the funds made available in this
or any other Act may be used by the Depart-
ment of the Treasury, including the Internal
Revenue Service, to issue, revise, or finalize
any regulation, revenue ruling, or other
guidance not limited to a particular tax-
payer relating to the standard which is used
to determine whether an organization is op-
erated exclusively for the promotion of so-
cial welfare for purposes of section 501(c)(4)
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 (includ-
ing the proposed regulations published at 78
Fed. Reg. 71535 (November 29, 2013)); and

(2) the standard and definitions as in effect
on January 1, 2010, which are used to make
such determinations shall apply after the
date of the enactment of this Act for pur-
poses of determining status under section
501(c)(4) of such Code of organizations cre-
ated on, before, or after such date.

SEC. 129. None of the funds appropriated or
otherwise made available in this Act may be
obligated or expended to provide for the en-
forcement of any rule, regulation, policy, or
guideline implemented pursuant to the De-
partment of the Treasury Guidance for U.S.
Positions on MDBs Engaging with Devel-
oping Countries on Coal-Fired Power Genera-
tion dated October 29, 2013, when enforce-
ment of such rule, regulation, policy, or
guideline would prohibit, or have the effect
of prohibiting, the carrying out of any coal-
fired or other power-generation project the
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purpose of which is to increase exports of
goods and services from the United States or
prevent the loss of jobs from the United
States.

SEC. 130. The Secretary of the Treasury, in
consultation with the appropriate agencies,
departments, bureaus, and commissions that
have expertise in terrorism and complex fi-
nancial instruments, shall provide a report
to the Committees on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and Senate, the
Committee on Financial Services of the
House of Representatives, and the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs of the Senate not later than 90 days
after the date of enactment of this Act on
economic warfare and financial terrorism.

SEC. 131. Each calendar month beginning
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of the Treasury shall submit
to the Committees on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and the Senate, the
Committee on Ways and Means of the House
of Representatives, and the Committee on
Finance of the Senate an accounting of the
number of individuals who have not paid the
full amount of any premium owed for the
preceding month for coverage under a quali-
fied health plan that was enrolled in through
an Exchange under title I of the Patient Pro-
tection and Affordable Care Act.

This title may be cited as the ‘“‘Department
of the Treasury Appropriations Act, 2015’

TITLE II

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
AND FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE
PRESIDENT

THE WHITE HOUSE
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses for the White
House as authorized by law, including not to
exceed $3,850,000 for services as authorized by
5 U.S.C. 3109 and 3 U.S.C. 105; subsistence ex-
penses as authorized by 3 U.S.C. 105, which
shall be expended and accounted for as pro-
vided in that section; hire of passenger
motor vehicles, and travel (not to exceed
$100,000 to be expended and accounted for as
provided by 3 U.S.C. 103); and not to exceed
$19,000 for official reception and representa-
tion expenses, to be available for allocation
within the Executive Office of the President;
and for necessary expenses of the Office of
Policy Development, including services as
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109 and 3 U.S.C. 107,
$55,000,000.

EXECUTIVE RESIDENCE AT THE WHITE HOUSE
OPERATING EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Executive
Residence at the White House, $12,700,000, to
be expended and accounted for as provided by
3 U.S.C. 105, 109, 110, and 112-114.

REIMBURSABLE EXPENSES

For the reimbursable expenses of the Exec-
utive Residence at the White House, such
sums as may be necessary: Provided, That all
reimbursable operating expenses of the Exec-
utive Residence shall be made in accordance
with the provisions of this paragraph: Pro-
vided further, That, notwithstanding any
other provision of law, such amount for re-
imbursable operating expenses shall be the
exclusive authority of the Executive Resi-
dence to incur obligations and to receive off-
setting collections, for such expenses: Pro-
vided further, That the Executive Residence
shall require each person sponsoring a reim-
bursable political event to pay in advance an
amount equal to the estimated cost of the
event, and all such advance payments shall
be credited to this account and remain avail-
able until expended: Provided further, That
the Executive Residence shall require the na-
tional committee of the political party of
the President to maintain on deposit $25,000,
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to be separately accounted for and available
for expenses relating to reimbursable polit-
ical events sponsored by such committee
during such fiscal year: Provided further,
That the Executive Residence shall ensure
that a written notice of any amount owed for
a reimbursable operating expense under this
paragraph is submitted to the person owing
such amount within 60 days after such ex-
pense is incurred, and that such amount is
collected within 30 days after the submission
of such notice: Provided further, That the Ex-
ecutive Residence shall charge interest and
assess penalties and other charges on any
such amount that is not reimbursed within
such 30 days, in accordance with the interest
and penalty provisions applicable to an out-
standing debt on a United States Govern-
ment claim under 31 U.S.C. 3717: Provided fur-
ther, That each such amount that is reim-
bursed, and any accompanying interest and
charges, shall be deposited in the Treasury
as miscellaneous receipts: Provided further,
That the Executive Residence shall prepare
and submit to the Committees on Appropria-
tions, by not later than 90 days after the end
of the fiscal year covered by this Act, a re-
port setting forth the reimbursable oper-
ating expenses of the Executive Residence
during the preceding fiscal year, including
the total amount of such expenses, the
amount of such total that consists of reim-
bursable official and ceremonial events, the
amount of such total that consists of reim-
bursable political events, and the portion of
each such amount that has been reimbursed
as of the date of the report: Provided further,
That the Executive Residence shall maintain
a system for the tracking of expenses related
to reimbursable events within the Executive
Residence that includes a standard for the
classification of any such expense as polit-
ical or nonpolitical: Provided further, That no
provision of this paragraph may be construed
to exempt the Executive Residence from any
other applicable requirement of subchapter I
or II of chapter 37 of title 31, United States
Code.
WHITE HOUSE REPAIR AND RESTORATION

For the repair, alteration, and improve-
ment of the Executive Residence at the
White House pursuant to 3 U.S.C. 105(d),
$500,000, to remain available until expended,
for required maintenance, resolution of safe-
ty and health issues, and continued prevent-
ative maintenance.

COUNCIL OF ECONOMIC ADVISERS
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Council of
Economic Advisers in carrying out its func-
tions under the Employment Act of 1946 (15
U.S.C. 1021 et seq.), $3,765,000.

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL AND HOMELAND
SECURITY COUNCIL
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the National Se-
curity Council and the Homeland Security
Council, including services as authorized by
5 U.S.C. 3109, $12,600,000.

OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Office of Ad-
ministration, including services as author-
ized by 5 U.S.C. 3109 and 3 U.S.C. 107, and hire
of passenger motor vehicles, $111,000,000, of
which not to exceed $12,006,000 shall remain
available until expended for continued mod-
ernization of the information technology in-
frastructure within the Executive Office of
the President.

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Office of
Management and Budget, including hire of
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passenger motor vehicles and services as au-
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, to carry out the
provisions of chapter 35 of title 44, United
States Code, and to prepare and submit the
budget of the United States Government, in
accordance with section 1105(a) of title 31,
United States Code, $89,300,000, of which not
to exceed $3,000 shall be available for official
representation expenses: Provided, That none
of the funds appropriated in this Act for the
Office of Management and Budget may be
used for the purpose of reviewing any agri-
cultural marketing orders or any activities
or regulations under the provisions of the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937 (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.): Provided further,
That none of the funds made available for
the Office of Management and Budget by this
Act may be expended for the altering of the
transcript of actual testimony of witnesses,
except for testimony of officials of the Office
of Management and Budget, before the Com-
mittees on Appropriations or their sub-
committees: Provided further, That none of
the funds provided in this or prior Acts shall
be used, directly or indirectly, by the Office
of Management and Budget, for evaluating
or determining if water resource project or
study reports submitted by the Chief of En-
gineers acting through the Secretary of the
Army are in compliance with all applicable
laws, regulations, and requirements relevant
to the Civil Works water resource planning
process: Provided further, That the Office of
Management and Budget shall have not more
than 60 days in which to perform budgetary
policy reviews of water resource matters on
which the Chief of Engineers has reported:
Provided further, That the Director of the Of-
fice of Management and Budget shall notify
the appropriate authorizing and appro-
priating committees when the 60-day review
is initiated: Provided further, That if water
resource reports have not been transmitted
to the appropriate authorizing and appro-
priating committees within 15 days after the
end of the Office of Management and Budget
review period based on the notification from
the Director, Congress shall assume Office of
Management and Budget concurrence with
the report and act accordingly: Provided fur-
ther, That the Director of the Office of Man-
agement and Budget shall: (1) consult with
each standing committee in the House of
Representatives and the Senate with respect
to the number of printed and electronic cop-
ies (including the appendix, historical tables,
and analytical perspectives) of the Presi-
dent’s fiscal year 2016 budget request that
each such committee requires; and (2) pro-
vide, using the funds made available under
this heading, each such committee with the
requisite number of copies by no later than
the date that the President submits such
budget to Congress pursuant to section 1105
of title 31, United States Code: Provided fur-
ther, That of the amounts made available
under this heading, $52,000,000 shall not be
available for obligation until the President
submits to Congress the budget of the United
States Government for fiscal year 2016, in ac-
cordance with section 1105(a) of title 31,
United States Code.

OFFICE OF NATIONAL DRUG CONTROL POLICY

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Office of Na-
tional Drug Control Policy; for research ac-
tivities pursuant to the Office of National
Drug Control Policy Reauthorization Act of
2006 (Public Law 109-469); not to exceed
$10,000 for official reception and representa-
tion expenses; and for participation in joint
projects or in the provision of services on
matters of mutual interest with nonprofit,
research, or public organizations or agencies,
with or without reimbursement, $22,000,000:
Provided, That the Office is authorized to ac-
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cept, hold, administer, and utilize gifts, both
real and personal, public and private, with-
out fiscal year limitation, for the purpose of
aiding or facilitating the work of the Office.
FEDERAL DRUG CONTROL PROGRAMS

HIGH INTENSITY DRUG TRAFFICKING AREAS
PROGRAM

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses of the Office of Na-
tional Drug Control Policy’s High Intensity
Drug Trafficking Areas Program, $245,000,000,
to remain available until September 30, 2016,
for drug control activities consistent with
the approved strategy for each of the des-
ignated High Intensity Drug Trafficking
Areas (“HIDTASs”), of which not less than 51
percent shall be transferred to State and
local entities for drug control activities and
shall be obligated not later than 120 days
after enactment of this Act: Provided, That
up to 49 percent may be transferred to Fed-
eral agencies and departments in amounts
determined by the Director of the Office of
National Drug Control Policy, of which up to
$2,700,000 may be used for auditing services
and associated activities: Provided further,
That, notwithstanding the requirements of
Public Law 106-58, any unexpended funds ob-
ligated prior to fiscal year 2013 may be used
for any other approved activities of that
HIDTA, subject to reprogramming require-
ments: Provided further, That each HIDTA
designated as of September 30, 2014, shall be
funded at not less than the fiscal year 2014
base level, unless the Director submits to the
Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate justifica-
tion for changes to those levels based on
clearly articulated priorities and published
Office of National Drug Control Policy per-
formance measures of effectiveness: Provided
further, That the Director shall notify the
Committees on Appropriations of the initial
allocation of fiscal year 2015 funding among
HIDTASs not later than 45 days after enact-
ment of this Act, and shall notify the Com-
mittees of planned uses of discretionary
HIDTA funding, as determined in consulta-
tion with the HIDTA Directors, not later
than 90 days after enactment of this Act.

OTHER FEDERAL DRUG CONTROL PROGRAMS
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

For other drug control activities author-
ized by the Office of National Drug Control
Policy Reauthorization Act of 2006 (Public
Law 109-469), $108,250,000, to remain available
until expended, which shall be available as
follows: $95,000,000 for the Drug-Free Commu-
nities Program, of which $2,000,000 shall be
made available as directed by section 4 of
Public Law 107-82, as amended by Public Law
109469 (21 U.S.C. 1521 note); $1,400,000 for
drug court training and technical assistance;
$8,600,000 for anti-doping activities; $2,000,000
for the United States membership dues to
the World Anti-Doping Agency; and $1,250,000
shall be made available as directed by sec-
tion 11056 of Public Law 109-469: Provided,
That amounts made available under this
heading may be transferred to other Federal
departments and agencies to carry out such
activities.

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY OVERSIGHT AND
REFORM

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses for the furtherance
of integrated, efficient, secure, and effective
uses of information technology in the Fed-
eral Government, $9,000,000, to remain avail-
able until expended: Provided, That the Di-
rector of the Office of Management and
Budget may transfer these funds to one or
more other agencies to carry out projects to
meet these purposes: Provided further, That
the Director of the Office of Management
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and Budget shall submit quarterly reports
not later than 45 days after the end of each
quarter to the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and
the Senate and the Government Account-
ability Office identifying the savings
achieved by the Office of Management and
Budget’s government-wide information tech-
nology reform efforts: Provided further, That
such reports shall include savings identified
by fiscal year, agency, and appropriation.
SPECIAL ASSISTANCE TO THE PRESIDENT
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses to enable the Vice
President to provide assistance to the Presi-
dent in connection with specially assigned
functions; services as authorized by 5 U.S.C.
3109 and 3 U.S.C. 106, including subsistence
expenses as authorized by 3 U.S.C. 106, which
shall be expended and accounted for as pro-
vided in that section; and hire of passenger
motor vehicles, $4,200,000.

OFFICIAL RESIDENCE OF THE VICE PRESIDENT
OPERATING EXPENSES
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For the care, operation, refurnishing, im-
provement, and to the extent not otherwise
provided for, heating and lighting, including
electric power and fixtures, of the official
residence of the Vice President; the hire of
passenger motor vehicles; and not to exceed
$81,000 pursuant to 3 U.S.C. 106(b)(2), $290,000:
Provided, That advances, repayments, or
transfers from this appropriation may be
made to any department or agency for ex-
penses of carrying out such activities.
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—EXECUTIVE OF-

FICE OF THE PRESIDENT AND FUNDS APPRO-

PRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 201. From funds made available in this
Act under the headings ‘“The White House”’,
‘“Executive Residence at the White House”,
“White House Repair and Restoration”,
““Council of Economic Advisers’, ‘‘National
Security Council and Homeland Security
Council”’, ‘“‘Office of Administration’, ‘‘Spe-
cial Assistance to the President’’, and ‘‘Offi-
cial Residence of the Vice President’, the
Director of the Office of Management and
Budget (or such other officer as the Presi-
dent may designate in writing), may, with
advance approval of the Committees on Ap-
propriations of the House of Representatives
and the Senate, transfer not to exceed 10 per-
cent of any such appropriation to any other
such appropriation, to be merged with and
available for the same time and for the same
purposes as the appropriation to which
transferred: Provided, That the amount of an
appropriation shall not be increased by more
than 50 percent by such transfers: Provided
further, That no amount shall be transferred
from ‘‘Special Assistance to the President”
or “‘Official Residence of the Vice President”
without the approval of the Vice President.

SEC. 202. Within 90 days after the date of
enactment of this section, the Director of
the Office of Management and Budget shall
submit a report to the Committees on Appro-
priations of the House of Representatives
and the Senate on the costs of implementing
the Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and
Consumer Protection Act (Public Law 111-
203). Such report shall include—

(1) the estimated mandatory and discre-
tionary obligations of funds through fiscal
year 2019, by Federal agency and by fiscal
year, including—

(A) the estimated obligations by cost in-
puts such as rent, information technology,
contracts, and personnel;

(B) the methodology and data sources used
to calculate such estimated obligations; and

(C) the specific section of such Act that re-
quires the obligation of funds; and
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(2) the estimated receipts through fiscal
year 2019 from assessments, user fees, and
other fees by the Federal agency making the
collections, by fiscal year, including—

(A) the methodology and data sources used
to calculate such estimated collections; and

(B) the specific section of such Act that au-
thorizes the collection of funds.

SEC. 203. None of funds made available in
this Act may be used to pay the salaries and
expenses of any officer or employee of the
Executive Office of the President to prepare,
sign, or approve statements abrogating legis-
lation passed by the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate and signed by the Presi-
dent.

SEC. 204. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to pay the salaries
and expenses of any officer or employee of
the Executive Office of the President to pre-
pare or implement an Executive Order that
contravenes existing law.

SEC. 205. (a) During fiscal year 2015, any
Executive Order issued by the President
shall include a statement from the Director
of the Office of Management and Budget on
the budgetary impact of the Executive
Order.

(b) Any such statement shall include—

(1) a narrative summary of the costs and
revenue impacts of such order on the Federal
Government;

(2) the impact on mandatory and discre-
tionary obligations and outlays, listed by
Federal agency, for each year in the 5-fiscal
yvear period beginning in fiscal year 2015; and

(3) the impact on revenues of the Federal
Government over the 5-fiscal year period be-
ginning in fiscal year 2015.

(c) If an Executive Order is issued during
fiscal year 2015 due to a national emergency,
the Director of the Office of Management
and Budget may issue the statement re-
quired by subsection (a) not later than 15
days after the date that the Executive Order
is issued.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Executive
Office of the President Appropriations Act,
2015.

TITLE IIT
THE JUDICIARY
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For expenses necessary for the operation of
the Supreme Court, as required by law, ex-
cluding care of the building and grounds, in-
cluding hire of passenger motor vehicles as
authorized by 31 U.S.C. 1343 and 1344; not to
exceed $10,000 for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses; and for miscellaneous
expenses, to be expended as the Chief Justice
may approve, $74,937,000, of which $2,000,000
shall remain available until expended.

In addition, there are appropriated such
sums as may be necessary under current law
for the salaries of the chief justice and asso-
ciate justices of the court.

CARE OF THE BUILDING AND GROUNDS

For such expenditures as may be necessary
to enable the Architect of the Capitol to
carry out the duties imposed upon the Archi-
tect by 40 U.S.C. 6111 and 6112, $11,640,000, to
remain available until expended.

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE
FEDERAL CIRCUIT

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For salaries of officers and employees, and
for necessary expenses of the court, as au-
thorized by law, $30,192,000.

In addition, there are appropriated such
sums as may be necessary under current law
for the salaries of the chief judge and judges
of the court.
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UNITED STATES COURT OF INTERNATIONAL
TRADE
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
For salaries of officers and employees of
the court, services, and necessary expenses
of the court, as authorized by law, $17,807,000.
In addition, there are appropriated such
sums as may be necessary under current law
for the salaries of the chief judge and judges
of the court.
COURTS OF APPEALS, DISTRICT COURTS, AND
OTHER JUDICIAL SERVICES
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
For the salaries of judges of the United
States Court of Federal Claims, magistrate
judges, and all other officers and employees
of the Federal Judiciary not otherwise spe-
cifically provided for, necessary expenses of
the courts, and the purchase, rental, repair,
and cleaning of uniforms for Probation and
Pretrial Services Office staff, as authorized
by law, $4,784,659,000 (including the purchase
of firearms and ammunition); of which not to
exceed $27,817,000 shall remain available
until expended for space alteration projects
and for costs related to new space alteration
and construction projects; and of which not
to exceed $10,000,000 shall remain available
until September 30, 2016, for the Integrated
Workplace Initiative: Provided, That the
amount provided for the Integrated Work-
place Initiative shall not be available for ob-
ligation until the Director of the Adminis-
trative Office of the United States Courts
submits a report to the Committees on Ap-
propriations of the House of Representatives
and the Senate showing that the estimated
cost savings resulting from the Initiative
will exceed the estimated amounts obligated
for the Initiative.
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AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 41, line 10, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(increased by $42,000,000)"’.

Page 67, line 16, after the dollar amount,
insert ‘‘(reduced by $43,000,000)"’.

Page 71, line 3, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $43,000,000)"’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 661, the gentleman
from Arizona and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today to offer an amendment to the Fi-
nancial Services and General Govern-
ment Appropriations Act for the fiscal
year 2015.

My amendment is simple. It transfers
resources from the General Services
Administration, also known as GSA, to
the U.S. Court of Appeals, the U.S. dis-
trict courts, our Nation’s bankruptcy
courts, and other related judicial pro-
grams.

Specifically, it gives the U.S. court
system an additional $42 million, and it
comes directly from the wasteful
spending within the GSA. The $42 mil-
lion transfer to the courts will put
their budget in line with the budget re-
quest for fiscal year ’15.

Let me say that I have taken issue
with government waste since my very
first days in Congress. I knew it was
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bad, but I did not fully comprehend
how bad things were until I actually
got here and started to get my hands
dirty while digging around for waste,
fraud, and abuse.

I take particular issue with the GSA.
The mission of the GSA is to ‘‘deliver
the best value in real estate, acquisi-
tion, and technology services to gov-
ernment and the American people.”

Given the major GSA scandal involv-
ing wasting hundreds of thousands of
dollars on conferences with clowns and
fortunetellers and on YouTube rap vid-
eos, it is clear employees within this
agency have lost sight of this mission.

Furthermore, by our government’s
own estimates, there may be 77,000
empty or underutilized buildings across
the country. The Office of Management
and Budget estimates these buildings
could be wasting hard-earned taxpayer
dollars at a rate of up to $1.7 billion a
year—yes, $1.7 billion. That is aston-
ishing.

We are even spending money on
buildings that are completely empty
because the grass needs mowing, the
pipes must be maintained, the fences
surrounding the buildings must be
checked and repaired, and the list goes
on and on.

Again, I truly appreciate and applaud
the excellent work the committee has
done on this bill. It is a particularly
tough one to craft this year in the
wake of the IRS scandals and others.

I do take issue with any increase
whatsoever to GSA’s budget for rental
of space. We are wasting billions on
empty buildings, and we are worried
about billions in rental agreements—
$56.5 billion in rental agreements.

I would also like to note that the
amount proposed in the underlying bill
is over $700 million more than the en-
tire court system of the United States.
We are talking the Supreme Court, ap-
pellate courts, circuit courts, bank-
ruptcy courts, and other Justice offices
and initiatives.

They are the third branch of govern-
ment, and their budget is still $700 mil-
lion less than the money spent on rent-
al agreements.

The judiciary enforces the rule of
law, and it administers justice in a fair
and impartial manner. In fact, it is our
justice system that is possibly Amer-
ica’s most attractive component to
others around the world that yearn to
be free and have a fair day in court,
those who yearn for rights under the
law.

So, you see, there is something
wrong with this disproportionate ap-
propriation. One is for billions in
waste, while the courts struggle with a
steady rise in their caseload. Again, we
are spending more than $700 million
more on rent space than our courts,
and we are wasting nearly $2 billion a
year on buildings being empty or un-
derutilized.

At this point, this amendment should
speak for itself. We are wasting billions
on rent when we have empty spaces all
over the place. We must either sell the
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empty buildings or cut GSA’s rental of
space budget. I urge my colleagues to
vote in favor of my commonsense
amendment.

I thank the chairman and ranking
member for their continued leadership
on the committee, and with that, I
yield back the balance of my time.

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

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

In addition, there are appropriated such
sums as may be necessary under current law
for the salaries of circuit and district judges
(including judges of the territorial courts of
the United States), bankruptcy judges, and
justices and judges retired from office or
from regular active service.

In addition, for expenses of the United
States Court of Federal Claims associated
with processing cases under the National
Childhood Vaccine Injury Act of 1986 (Public
Law 99-660), not to exceed $5,423,000, to be ap-
propriated from the Vaccine Injury Com-
pensation Trust Fund.

DEFENDER SERVICES

For the operation of Federal Defender or-
ganizations; the compensation and reim-
bursement of expenses of attorneys ap-
pointed to represent persons under 18 U.S.C.
3006A and 3599, and for the compensation and
reimbursement of expenses of persons fur-
nishing investigative, expert, and other serv-
ices for such representations as authorized
by law; the compensation (in accordance
with the maximums under 18 U.S.C. 3006A)
and reimbursement of expenses of attorneys
appointed to assist the court in criminal
cases where the defendant has waived rep-
resentation by counsel; the compensation
and reimbursement of expenses of attorneys
appointed to represent jurors in civil actions
for the protection of their employment, as
authorized by 28 U.S.C. 1875(d)(1); the com-
pensation and reimbursement of expenses of
attorneys appointed under 18 U.S.C. 983(b)(1)
in connection with certain judicial civil for-
feiture proceedings; the compensation and
reimbursement of travel expenses of guard-
ians ad litem appointed under 18 U.S.C.
4100(b); and for necessary training and gen-
eral administrative expenses, $1,044,394,000,
to remain available until expended.

FEES OF JURORS AND COMMISSIONERS

For fees and expenses of jurors as author-
ized by 28 U.S.C. 1871 and 1876; compensation
of jury commissioners as authorized by 28
U.S.C. 1863; and compensation of commis-
sioners appointed in condemnation cases
pursuant to rule 71.1(h) of the Federal Rules
of Civil Procedure (28 U.S.C. Appendix Rule
71.1(h)), $55,827,000, to remain available until
expended: Provided, That the compensation
of land commissioners shall not exceed the
daily equivalent of the highest rate payable
under 5 U.S.C. 5332.

COURT SECURITY
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-
vided for, incident to the provision of protec-
tive guard services for United States court-
houses and other facilities housing Federal
court operations, and the procurement, in-
stallation, and maintenance of security sys-
tems and equipment for United States court-
houses and other facilities housing Federal
court operations, including building ingress-
egress control, inspection of mail and pack-
ages, directed security patrols, perimeter se-
curity, basic security services provided by
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the Federal Protective Service, and other
similar activities as authorized by section
1010 of the Judicial Improvement and Access
to Justice Act (Public Law 100-702),
$525,763,000, of which not to exceed $15,000,000
shall remain available until expended, to be
expended directly or transferred to the
United States Marshals Service, which shall
be responsible for administering the Judicial
Facility Security Program consistent with
standards or guidelines agreed to by the Di-
rector of the Administrative Office of the
United States Courts and the Attorney Gen-
eral.
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE UNITED
STATES COURTS

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Administra-
tive Office of the United States Courts as au-
thorized by law, including travel as author-
ized by 31 U.S.C. 1345, hire of a passenger
motor vehicle as authorized by 31 U.S.C.
1343(b), advertising and rent in the District
of Columbia and elsewhere, $82,824,000, of
which not to exceed $8,500 is authorized for
official reception and representation ex-
penses.

FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Federal Ju-
dicial Center, as authorized by Public Law
90-219, $26,724,000; of which $1,800,000 shall re-
main available through September 30, 2016,
to provide education and training to Federal
court personnel; and of which not to exceed
$1,500 is authorized for official reception and
representation expenses.

UNITED STATES SENTENCING COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For the salaries and expenses necessary to
carry out the provisions of chapter 58 of title
28, United States Code, $16,556,000, of which
not to exceed $1,000 is authorized for official
reception and representation expenses.
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—THE JUDICIARY

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 301. Appropriations and authoriza-
tions made in this title which are available
for salaries and expenses shall be available
for services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109.

SEC. 302. Not to exceed 5 percent of any ap-
propriation made available for the current
fiscal year for the Judiciary in this Act may
be transferred between such appropriations,
but no such appropriation, except ‘“‘Courts of
Appeals, District Courts, and Other Judicial
Services, Defender Services’” and ‘‘Courts of
Appeals, District Courts, and Other Judicial
Services, Fees of Jurors and Commis-
sioners’’, 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
sections 604 and 608 of this Act and shall not
be available for obligation or expenditure ex-
cept in compliance with the procedures set
forth in section 608.

SEC. 303. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, the salaries and expenses appro-
priation for ‘‘Courts of Appeals, District
Courts, and Other Judicial Services’’ shall be
available for official reception and represen-
tation expenses of the Judicial Conference of
the United States: Provided, That such avail-
able funds shall not exceed $11,000 and shall
be administered by the Director of the Ad-
ministrative Office of the United States
Courts in the capacity as Secretary of the
Judicial Conference.

SEC. 304. Section 3314(a) of title 40, United
States Code, shall be applied by substituting
“Federal” for ‘‘executive’ each place it ap-
pears.

SEC. 305. In accordance with 28 U.S.C. 561-
569, and notwithstanding any other provision
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of law, the United States Marshals Service
shall provide, for such courthouses as its Di-
rector may designate in consultation with
the Director of the Administrative Office of
the United States Courts, for purposes of a
pilot program, the security services that 40
U.S.C. 1315 authorizes the Department of
Homeland Security to provide, except for the
services specified in 40 U.S.C. 1315(b)(2)(E).
For building-specific security services at
these courthouses, the Director of the Ad-
ministrative Office of the United States
Courts shall reimburse the United States
Marshals Service rather than the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security.

SEC. 306. (a) Section 203(c) of the Judicial
Improvements Act of 1990 (Public Law 101-
650; 28 U.S.C. 133 note), is amended in the sec-
ond sentence (relating to the District of Kan-
sas) following paragraph (12), by striking ‘23
years and 6 months’’ and inserting ‘24 years
and 6 months”’.

(b) Section 406 of the Transportation,
Treasury, Housing and Urban Development,
the Judiciary, the District of Columbia, and
Independent Agencies Appropriations Act,
2006 (Public Law 109-115; 119 Stat. 2470; 28
U.S.C. 133 note) is amended in the second
sentence (relating to the eastern District of

Missouri) by striking ‘21 years and 6
months” and inserting ‘22 years and 6
months.

(c) Section 312(c)(2) of the 21st Century De-
partment of Justice Appropriations Author-
ization Act (Public Law 107-273; 28 U.S.C. 133
note), is amended—

(1) in the first sentence by striking
years’ and inserting ‘13 years’’;

(2) in the second sentence (relating to the
central District of California), by striking
“11 years and 6 months’ and inserting ‘12
years and 6 months’’; and

(3) in the third sentence (relating to the
western District of North Carolina), by strik-
ing ‘10 years’ and inserting ‘‘11 years”’.

SEC. 307. Section 84(b) of title 28, United
States Code, is amended in the second sen-
tence by inserting ‘‘Bakersfield,” after
“‘shall be held at”.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Judiciary
Appropriations Act, 2015”".

TITLE IV
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
FEDERAL FUNDS

FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR RESIDENT TUITION
SUPPORT

For a Federal payment to the District of
Columbia, to be deposited into a dedicated
account, for a nationwide program to be ad-
ministered by the Mayor, for District of Co-
lumbia resident tuition support, $20,000,000,
to remain available until expended: Provided,
That such funds, including any interest ac-
crued thereon, may be used on behalf of eli-
gible District of Columbia residents to pay
an amount based upon the difference be-
tween in-State and out-of-State tuition at
public institutions of higher education, or to
pay up to $2,500 each year at eligible private
institutions of higher education: Provided
further, That the awarding of such funds may
be prioritized on the basis of a resident’s aca-
demic merit, the income and need of eligible
students and such other factors as may be
authorized: Provided further, That the Dis-
trict of Columbia government shall maintain
a dedicated account for the Resident Tuition
Support Program that shall consist of the
Federal funds appropriated to the Program
in this Act and any subsequent appropria-
tions, any unobligated balances from prior
fiscal years, and any interest earned in this
or any fiscal year: Provided further, That the
account shall be under the control of the
District of Columbia Chief Financial Officer,
who shall use those funds solely for the pur-
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poses of carrying out the Resident Tuition
Support Program: Provided further, That the
Office of the Chief Financial Officer shall
provide a quarterly financial report to the
Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate for these
funds showing, by object class, the expendi-
tures made and the purpose therefor.
FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR EMERGENCY PLANNING
AND SECURITY COSTS IN THE DISTRICT OF CO-
LUMBIA

For a Federal payment of necessary ex-
penses, as determined by the Mayor of the
District of Columbia in written consultation
with the elected county or city officials of
surrounding jurisdictions, $10,000,000, to re-
main available until expended, for the costs
of providing public safety at events related
to the presence of the National Capital in
the District of Columbia, including support
requested by the Director of the United
States Secret Service in carrying out protec-
tive duties under the direction of the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security, and for the
costs of providing support to respond to im-
mediate and specific terrorist threats or at-
tacks in the District of Columbia or sur-
rounding jurisdictions.

FEDERAL PAYMENT TO THE DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA COURTS

For salaries and expenses for the District
of Columbia Courts, $234,400,000 to be allo-
cated as follows: for the District of Columbia
Court of Appeals, $13,400,000, of which not to
exceed $2,500 is for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses; for the Superior Court
of the District of Columbia, $115,000,000, of
which not to exceed $2,500 is for official re-
ception and representation expenses; for the
District of Columbia Court System,
$70,000,000, of which not to exceed $2,500 is for
official reception and representation ex-
penses; and $36,000,000, to remain available
until September 30, 2016, for capital improve-
ments for District of Columbia courthouse
facilities: Provided, That funds made avail-
able for capital improvements shall be ex-
pended consistent with the District of Co-
lumbia Courts master plan study and facili-
ties condition assessment: Provided further,
That notwithstanding any other provision of
law, all amounts under this heading shall be
apportioned quarterly by the Office of Man-
agement and Budget and obligated and ex-
pended in the same manner as funds appro-
priated for salaries and expenses of other
Federal agencies: Provided further, That, 30
days after providing written notice to the
Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate, the Dis-
trict of Columbia Courts may reallocate not
more than $6,000,000 of the funds provided
under this heading among the items and en-
tities funded under this heading: Provided
further, That, the Joint Committee on Judi-
cial Administration in the District of Colum-
bia may, by regulation, establish a program
substantially similar to the program set
forth in subchapter II of chapter 35 of title 5,
United States Code, for employees of the Dis-
trict of Columbia Courts.

FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR DEFENDER SERVICES IN
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA COURTS

For payments authorized under section 11—
2604 and section 11-2605, D.C. Official Code
(relating to representation provided under
the District of Columbia Criminal Justice
Act), payments for counsel appointed in pro-
ceedings in the Family Court of the Superior
Court of the District of Columbia under
chapter 23 of title 16, D.C. Official Code, or
pursuant to contractual agreements to pro-
vide guardian ad litem representation, train-
ing, technical assistance, and such other
services as are necessary to improve the
quality of guardian ad litem representation,
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payments for counsel appointed in adoption
proceedings under chapter 3 of title 16, D.C.
Official Code, and payments authorized
under section 21-2060, D.C. Official Code (re-
lating to services provided under the District
of Columbia Guardianship, Protective Pro-
ceedings, and Durable Power of Attorney Act
of 1986), $49,890,000, to remain available until
expended: Provided, That funds provided
under this heading shall be administered by
the Joint Committee on Judicial Adminis-
tration in the District of Columbia: Provided
further, That, notwithstanding any other
provision of law, this appropriation shall be
apportioned quarterly by the Office of Man-
agement and Budget and obligated and ex-
pended in the same manner as funds appro-
priated for expenses of other Federal agen-
cies.

FEDERAL PAYMENT TO THE COURT SERVICES
AND OFFENDER SUPERVISION AGENCY FOR THE
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
For salaries and expenses, including the

transfer and hire of motor vehicles, of the

Court Services and Offender Supervision

Agency for the District of Columbia, as au-

thorized by the National Capital Revitaliza-

tion and Self-Government Improvement Act
of 1997, $228,500,000, of which not to exceed
$2,000 is for official reception and representa-
tion expenses related to Community Super-
vision and Pretrial Services Agency pro-
gram, of which not to exceed $25,000 is for
dues and assessments relating to the imple-
mentation of the Court Services and Of-
fender Supervision Agency Interstate Super-
vision Act of 2002; of which $169,000,000 shall
be for necessary expenses of Community Su-
pervision and Sex Offender Registration, to
include expenses relating to the supervision
of adults subject to protection orders or the
provision of services for or related to such
persons, of which up to $6,990,000 shall re-
main available until September 30, 2017, for
the relocation of an offender supervision
field office; and of which $59,500,000 shall be
available to the Pretrial Services Agency:
Provided, That notwithstanding any other
provision of law, all amounts under this
heading shall be apportioned quarterly by
the Office of Management and Budget and
obligated and expended in the same manner
as funds appropriated for salaries and ex-
penses of other Federal agencies: Provided
further, That amounts under this heading
may be used for programmatic incentives for
offenders and defendants successfully meet-
ing terms of supervision: Provided further,
That the Director is authorized to accept
and use gifts in the form of in-kind contribu-
tions of the following: space and hospitality
to support offender and defendant programs;
equipment, supplies, and vocational training
services necessary to sustain, educate, and
train offenders and defendants, including
their dependent children; and programmatic
incentives for offenders and defendants
meeting terms of supervision: Provided fur-
ther, That the Director shall keep accurate
and detailed records of the acceptance and
use of any gift under the previous proviso,
and shall make such records available for
audit and public inspection: Provided further,
That the Court Services and Offender Super-
vision Agency Director is authorized to ac-
cept and use reimbursement from the Dis-
trict of Columbia Government for space and
services provided on a cost reimbursable
basis.
FEDERAL PAYMENT TO THE DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA PUBLIC DEFENDER SERVICE
For salaries and expenses, including the
transfer and hire of motor vehicles, of the

District of Columbia Public Defender Serv-

ice, as authorized by the National Capital

Revitalization and Self-Government Im-

provement Act of 1997, $41,000,000: Provided,
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That, notwithstanding any other provision
of law, all amounts under this heading shall
be apportioned quarterly by the Office of
Management and Budget and obligated and
expended in the same manner as funds appro-
priated for salaries and expenses of Federal
agencies: Provided further, That, notwith-
standing section 1342 of title 31, United
States Code, and in addition to the authority
provided by section 307(b) of the District of
Columbia Court Reform and Criminal Proce-
dure Act (sec. 2-1607(b), D.C. Official Code),
upon approval of the Board of Trustees of the
District of Columbia Public Defender Serv-
ice, the District of Columbia Public Defender
Service may accept and use voluntary and
uncompensated services for the purpose of
aiding or facilitating the work of the Dis-
trict of Columbia Public Defender Service.
FEDERAL PAYMENT TO THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE
COORDINATING COUNCIL

For a Federal payment to the Criminal
Justice Coordinating Council, $1,900,000, to
remain available until expended, to support
initiatives related to the coordination of
Federal and local criminal justice resources
in the District of Columbia.
FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR JUDICIAL COMMISSIONS

For a Federal payment, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2016, to the Commis-
sion on Judicial Disabilities and Tenure,
$295,000, and for the Judicial Nomination
Commission, $255,000.

FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT

For a Federal payment for a school im-
provement program in the District of Colum-
bia, $45,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, for payments authorized under the
Scholarship for Opportunity and Results Act
(division C of Public Law 112-10): Provided,
That, to the extent that funds are available
for opportunity scholarships and following
the priorities included in section 3006 of such
Act, the Secretary of Education shall make
scholarships available to students eligible
under section 3013(3) of such Act (Public Law
112-10; 125 Stat. 211) including students who
were not offered a scholarship during any
previous school year: Provided further, That
within funds provided for opportunity schol-
arships $3,000,000 shall be for the activities
specified in sections 3007(b) through 3007(d)
and 3009 of the Act.

FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR THE DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA NATIONAL GUARD

For a Federal payment to the District of
Columbia National Guard, $375,000, to remain
available until expended for the Major Gen-
eral David F. Wherley, Jr. District of Colum-
bia National Guard Retention and College
Access Program.

FEDERAL PAYMENT FOR TESTING AND
TREATMENT OF HIV/AIDS

For a Federal payment to the District of
Columbia for the testing of individuals for,
and the treatment of individuals with,
human immunodeficiency virus and acquired
immunodeficiency syndrome in the District
of Columbia, $5,000,000.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA FUNDS

Local funds are appropriated for the Dis-
trict of Columbia for the current fiscal year
out of the General Fund of the District of
Columbia (‘‘General Fund’) for programs
and activities set forth under the heading
“District of Columbia Funds Summary of
Expenses” and at the rate set forth under
such heading, as included in the Fiscal Year
2015 Budget Request Act of 2014 submitted to
the Congress by the District of Columbia as
amended as of the date of enactment of this
Act: Provided, That notwithstanding any
other provision of law, except as provided in
section 450A of the District of Columbia
Home Rule Act (section 1-204.50a, D.C. Offi-
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cial Code), sections 816 and 817 of the Finan-
cial Services and General Government Ap-
propriations Act, 2009 (secs. 47-369.01 and 47-
369.02, D.C. Official Code), and provisions of
this Act, the total amount appropriated in
this Act for operating expenses for the Dis-
trict of Columbia for fiscal year 2015 under
this heading shall not exceed the estimates
included in the Fiscal Year 2015 Budget Re-
quest Act of 2014 submitted to Congress by
the District of Columbia as amended as of
the date of enactment of this Act or the sum
of the total revenues of the District of Co-
lumbia for such fiscal year: Provided further,
That the amount appropriated may be in-
creased by proceeds of one-time trans-
actions, which are expended for emergency
or unanticipated operating or capital needs:
Provided further, That such increases shall be
approved by enactment of local District law
and shall comply with all reserve require-
ments contained in the District of Columbia
Home Rule Act: Provided further, That the
Chief Financial Officer of the District of Co-
lumbia shall take such steps as are necessary
to assure that the District of Columbia
meets these requirements, including the ap-
portioning by the Chief Financial Officer of
the appropriations and funds made available
to the District during fiscal year 2015, except
that the Chief Financial Officer may not re-
program for operating expenses any funds de-
rived from bonds, notes, or other obligations
issued for capital projects.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘District of
Columbia Appropriations Act, 2015”.

TITLE V
INDEPENDENT AGENCIES
ADMINISTRATIVE CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED
STATES
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Administra-
tive Conference of the United States, author-
ized by 5 U.S.C. 591 et seq., $3,000,000, to re-
main available until September 30, 2016, of
which not to exceed $1,000 is for official re-
ception and representation expenses.

BUREAU OF CONSUMER FINANCIAL PROTECTION
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS

SEC. 501. Section 1017(a)(2)(C) of Public Law
111-203 is repealed.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. MOORE

Ms. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 59, beginning on line 20, strike sec-
tion 501.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 661, the gentlewoman
from Wisconsin and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Wisconsin.

Ms. MOORE. I will tell you, Mr.
Chair, if the Affordable Care Act, so-
called ObamaCare, is the ultimate tem-
pest for the Tea Party pot, then I guess
the Consumer Financial Protection Bu-
reau, the CFPB, is a very, very close
second.

Since assuming the majority in 2010,
House Republicans have passed bill
after bill to gut and undermine the
Consumer Financial Protection Bu-
reau. Frankly, I have just lost track of
all the bills and attempts by the major-
ity to undermine our Nation’s top fi-
nancial consumer watchdog.

It is well documented that Congress
wanted its funding to be free of polit-
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ical influence when it created the Bu-
reau. In order to protect the con-
sumers, it needed to be free of political
influence.

So, Mr. Chair, my amendment strikes
the provision in the Financial Services
Appropriations bill, section 501, that
the House is considering today, as it is
nothing more than yet another effort
by the majority to derail the Consumer
Financial Protection Bureau from its
mission to protect consumers.

Originally, I had my staff draft an
amendment to delete sections 501 and
502, but after consulting with the CBO,
I was informed that striking section
502 would score as a cost to the bill.

I wanted to make sure that there
would be no objection based on adding
a cost to the bill, so in order to make
my amendment in order, my amend-
ment just strikes section 501 and not
502.

Let me be clear, Mr. Chairman, both
sections 501 and 502 of the bill before us
today undermine the CFPB. They
would alter the independent funding
process and vision for the Consumer Fi-
nancial Protection Bureau that was es-
tablished in Dodd-Frank, the Wall
Street Reform and Consumer Protec-
tion Act.

This is consistent with other inde-
pendent banking regulatory agencies.
Other independent banking regulatory
agencies are not at the beck and call of
the Appropriations Committee and
whoever is in control of the political
environment.

What has the Consumer Financial
Protection Bureau, our Nation’s con-
sumer watchdog, done for us lately?
What has it done for consumers?

Well, Mr. Chair, the agency has re-
funded $3 billion to 9.7 million victims
of unfair, deceptive, and abusive prac-
tices in financial markets since 2011.
The Consumer Financial Protection
Bureau has helped millions of people
and has stopped fraud.

The dedicated mission of the Con-
sumer Financial Protection Bureau, to
protect consumers of financial prod-
ucts from fraud and deceptive schemes,
inspires trust in our markets, which
attracts capital and promotes the allo-
cation of capital to productive, legiti-
mate endeavors.
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The CFPB is the tough cop on Wall
Street, but it is also the fair cop on the
Wall Street beat.

The amendment before you, Mr.
Chair, that I am offering affirms the
current independent funding source for
the CFPB, which is the best way to
preserve the integrity and independ-
ence of the agency.

Now, I know that Republicans plead
that this provision is about oversight
or transparency. But when you scratch
the surface, you will realize that the
claim is just not credible. It is just yet
another attempt to undermine the Con-
sumer Financial Protection Bureau,
and, ultimately, it seeks to defund the
CFPB and make it a paper tiger. It
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seeks a return to the bad old days, Mr.
Chair, and bad old ways that set the
stage for the 2008 financial crisis.

I really do urge all Members to sup-
port my amendment and to support the
working independence of the Consumer
Financial Protection Bureau so the
agency may continue to ensure U.S.
markets are the fairest and most ro-
bust in the world.

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

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in opposition to the amendment.

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

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, con-
gressional oversight makes agencies
both more responsive and more respon-
sible.

The Dodd-Frank Act authorizes the
CFPB to fund itself by drawing money
from the Federal Reserve to the extent
that the Bureau Director deems nec-
essary—necessary—that is all he has to
say. Now, the Fed doesn’t oversee the
Bureau. They don’t exercise any au-
thority over it, but they must transfer
whatever funds the Bureau requests, up
to $600 million. And since 2011, the Bu-
reau has diverted over $1.5 billion—$1.5
billion—from the Fed, and those are
funds that would otherwise be applied
for deficit reduction, without any con-
gressional input or approval of its ac-
tivities.

And listen to this: of that money
that the Bureau has received, they are
now planning to spend more on ren-
ovating and redecorating a building
than the building is actually worth.
The inspector general of the Federal
Reserve, which has oversight of the Bu-
reau, also found that the Bureau needs
to improve its recordkeeping and con-
trols around the government travel
cards, purchase cards, conferences, in-
formation, security, and procurement.

So section 501 neither abolishes the
Bureau nor limits the Bureau’s fund-
ing. Instead, it simply allows Congress
and all Americans to understand what
they do, how they do it, and how much
it costs.

Mr. Chairman, I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote.

I would now like to yield as much
time as he may consume to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. SERRANO),
my ranking member.

Mr. SERRANO. With all due to re-
spect to my colleague, I rise in opposi-
tion to this amendment.

Mr. Chairman, when the bill was
being written, I recall going to the
sponsors of this bill both here and the
Senate and saying make sure that this
agency is under appropriation super-
vision, under supervision of the House
of Representatives. And I still believe
that part of the fiscal crisis which we
are still living under was the lack of
supervision over the SEC and over the
actions of Wall Street. So I am strong-
ly in support of having them answer to
us and at least have input from the
people’s House—from the people’s Rep-
resentatives—to ask them to come be-
fore us and tell us what they are doing.
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It sounds great for many Members to
have an agency be on its own and do
the right thing. But past history shows
us that when we did that, when we did
not supervise, and when we did not
have oversight, it did just the opposite.

I am from New York, Mr. Chairman,
and I tell you that Wall Street went
berserk because we did not pay atten-
tion, we did not do oversight, and we
did not hold them accountable. So I
would hope that we defeat this amend-
ment with all due respect to my col-
league.

Ms. MOORE. Well, I can tell you, Mr.
Chairman, Wall Street went berserk
because we didn’t fund the SEC and the
CEFTC. That is the problem. These
watchdog agencies are charged with an
onerous task, and we don’t provide the
appropriations, and this is what is
going to happen to the CFPB, as well,
under this bill.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, ac-
countability and transparency are good
things. I urge a ‘‘no” vote on this
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

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

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

Ms. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I demand
a recorded vote.

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

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk that affects
line 18, I believe.

The Acting CHAIR. The Chair notes
that the amendment addresses a por-
tion of the bill not yet read for amend-
ment.

Is there objection to consideration of
the amendment at this time?

Mr. CRENSHAW. Yes, Mr. Chairman,
there is an objection.

The Acting CHAIR. Objection is
heard.

The Clerk will read the next para-
graph.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 502. Effective October 1, 2015, notwith-
standing section 1017 of Public Law 111-203—

(1) the Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve System shall not transfer amounts
specified under such section to the Bureau of
Consumer Financial Protection; and

(2) there are authorized to be appropriated
to the Bureau of Consumer Financial Protec-
tion such sums as may be necessary to carry
out the authorities of the Bureau under Fed-
eral consumer financial law.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. WATERS

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 60, line 2, strike ‘‘and’.

Page 60, strike lines 3 through 7 and insert
the following:
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(2) the Director of the Bureau may collect
an assessment, fee, or other charge from any
entity (defined as any bank holding company
with more than $50,000,000,000 in assets or
any nonbank financial holding company with
respect to which a determination has been
made pursuant to section 113 of Public Law
111-203) equal to the amount the Director de-
termines is necessary and appropriate to
carry out the responsibilities of the Bureau;

(3) funds derived from any assessment, fee,
or charge collected or payment made pursu-
ant to this section shall not be construed to
be Government funds or appropriated mon-
ies, and shall not be subject to apportion-
ment for purposes of chapter 15 of title 31 or
any other provision of law; and

(4) the Director shall have sole authority
to determine the manner in which the obli-
gations of the Bureau shall be incurred and
its disbursements and expenses allowed and
paid, in accordance with this section.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve a point of order on the gentle-
woman’s amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order
is reserved.

Pursuant to House Resolution 661,
the gentlewoman from California and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today to offer an amendment that will
address provisions within this legisla-
tion that threaten the independent
funding of the Consumer Financial
Protection Bureau, an agency that has
been remarkably successful in standing
up for consumers and taxpayers who
have been subject to the deceptive
practices of bad actors in our financial
system.

To those who have ever fallen victim
to a payday or predatory loan, to those
who have had a dispute with a credit
card company over excessive late fees
or interest rates, to those who have
had issues with a bank account, mort-
gage loan, or even a credit score, the
Consumer Financial Protection Bureau
is your watchdog. It is your advocate.
It is your cop on the beat. And, thus
far, your advocate has done an out-
standing job. To date, 12.6 million con-
sumers have received more than $3.8
billion in direct refunds because of the
CFPB’s enforcement actions.

In large part, the CFPB is able to ac-
complish these tasks because of its po-
litical independence. It is able to pros-
ecute bad actors without regard for the
political blow-back. This is directly
due to the CFPB’s independent funding
stream. But, Mr. Chairman, this legis-
lation would end the Bureau’s inde-
pendence by tying its funding to the
highly political congressional appro-
priations process.

The result will be a weakened CFPB,
one unable to properly advocate on be-
half of our Nation’s consumers. And if
enacted into law, we would be one step
closer to the Republican goal of ending
the CFPB altogether—and its work on
behalf of our students, seniors, fami-
lies, and servicemembers.

Mr. Chairman, my amendment would
end this reckless attempt to politicize
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consumer protection by removing this
provision and replacing it with lan-
guage that allows the Bureau to main-
tain its independent funding.

Unfortunately, the rules of the House
make it impossible to restore CFPB’s
current funding mechanism. Therefore,
this amendment funds the Bureau
through the collection of a fee imposed
upon banks and financial institutions
that have more than $50 billion in as-
sets. I hope my colleagues on the other
side would agree with an approach that
preserves the independence of our Na-
tion’s only consumer financial watch-
dog without costing taxpayers a dime.

Mr. Chairman, while it is certainly a
possibility, ruling this amendment out
of order would simply demonstrate the
hypocrisy of the Republican Party.
Last week, in a letter to Chairman
SESSIONS, I expressed my concerns
about this and other provisions that in-
appropriately legislate on an appro-
priations bill. I asked him not to pro-
tect these from a point of order. Since
he and his Republican colleagues have
refused, I am now forced to offer this
amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to include
for the RECORD this letter.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES,
Washington, DC, July 9, 2014.
Hon. PETE SESSIONS,
Chairman, Committee on Rules,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN SESSIONS: I write to re-
spectfully request that the Committee on
Rules not protect sections 125, 501, 625, 626
and 632 of H.R. 5016, the Financial Services
and General Government Appropriations Act
of 2015, from points of order, as these sec-
tions place improper funding restrictions on
our financial regulatory agencies and inap-
propriately authorize on an appropriations
bill.

Specifically, section 125 of H.R. 5016 places
improper funding restrictions on the Office
of Financial Research (OFR), the office spe-
cifically created in the wake of the worst fi-
nancial crisis to study systemic risk across
the U.S. economy and inform the decisions of
the Financial Stability Oversight Council
(F'SOC). Section 155 of the Dodd-Frank Wall
Street Reform and Consumer Protection Act
of 2010 (P.L. 111-203) explicitly funds the OFR
through assessments on both bank holding
companies with more than $50 billion in as-
sets and nonbank financial companies super-
vised by the Federal Reserve. Congress pro-
vided the OFR with a funding source similar
to many FSOC member agencies to ensure
that the OFR always had sufficient funding
to conduct the research needed to monitor
threats to our financial system. Section 125
disregards existing law by subjecting the
OFR to the appropriations process beginning
in 2015.

Additionally, section 501 of H.R. 5016 con-
sists of legislating on an appropriations bill.
This section alters section 1017 of the Dodd-
Frank Act, which establishes the process by
which operations of the Consumer Financial
Protection Bureau are independently funded
by the Federal Reserve System. It has been
well-established that Congress intended for
the Consumer Financial Protection Bureau’s
funding to be free of political influence,
similar to other independent banking regu-
latory agencies. Sources of funding for the
Consumer Financial Protection Bureau have
been appropriately debated during the cur-
rent Congress in the authorizing Committee

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

of jurisdiction. I therefore ask that section
501 be exposed to a point of order.

Further, several sections of H.R. 5016 place
improper restrictions on the Securities and
Exchange Commission (SEC). In particular,
section 625 prevents the SEC from spending
from the Reserve Fund for the next year.
The Reserve Fund was created under section
991 of the Dodd-Frank Act in order to facili-
tate long-range planning and budgeting by
the Commission, particularly since the Com-
mission’s technology systems have tradition-
ally lagged behind dramatic market changes.
Also, the Reserve Fund was created because
Congress recognized that the Commission re-
quires resources to respond to unforeseen
crises such as the so-called ‘‘Flash Crash’ of
May 2010, when U.S. stock markets plum-
meted approximately 9 percent in just a few
minutes. Congress already has robust over-
sight over the use of the Reserve Fund, with
the SEC required under the Dodd-Frank Act
to notify the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices and the Committee on Appropriations
within 10 days of making a Reserve Fund ob-
ligation. Section 625 would overturn existing
law, and create uncertainty both for the fu-
ture of the SEC’s efforts as well as the sta-
bility of our financial markets.

Additionally, section 626 of H.R. 5016 vio-
lates Rule XXI, clause 2, by making changes
to SEC’s existing authority to regulate the
disclosure of material information, which
may include political contributions made by
corporations. The SEC has broad authority
to protect investors by requiring that com-
panies disclose information to the public so
that investors can make informed decisions.
Although there are questions as to whether
political contributions made by companies
are material to investors, section 626 would
prevent the SEC from even considering this
issue. As a result, this provision would ham-
string our securities regulator from fulfilling
its statutory mandate.

Finally, section 632 of H.R. 5016 consists of
legislating on an appropriations bill. This
section would substantially alter section 716
of the Dodd-Frank Act, which requires finan-
cial institutions with access to the federal
banking safety net to spin-off certain swaps
dealing activities to separately capitalized
affiliates. The underlying section in Dodd-
Frank is subject to significant debate, and
its inclusion in a spending bill is inappro-
priate. I therefore also ask that section 632
be exposed to a point of order.

In order to uphold the integrity of the ap-
propriations process, I ask that the Com-
mittee on Rules submit to the requests con-
tained within this letter. The funding proc-
ess for our financial regulatory agencies
should not be used as a way to side-step the
proper role of authorizing Committees in
Congress.

Sincerely,
MAXINE WATERS,
Ranking Member.

Ms. WATERS. My amendment is a
simple effort to ensure the Consumer
Financial Protection Bureau remains
an effective advocate for American
consumers. It is an attempt to correct
just one of many bad provisions in this
legislation, which underfunds our Wall
Street regulators, impedes our ability
to identify systemic risk across the
United States, and harms the ability of
regulators to properly protect our Na-
tion’s investors and retirees.

Mr. Chairman, I am saddened to be
back here fighting to preserve the
CFPB. I am disappointed that my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle
have aligned themselves with preda-
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tory lenders and other bad actors in
the financial system at the expense of
protecting consumers. It is shameful
that, once again, this House is forced
to spend precious time and resources
tearing down this first-of-its-kind
agency which ensures that consumers
have an advocate at the highest levels
of government—with the power to fight
for them.

So I would urge the adoption of this
amendment, and I reserve the balance
of my time.

POINT OF ORDER

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I
make a point of order against the
amendment because it proposes to
change existing law, and it constitutes
legislation in an appropriation bill and,
therefore, violates clause 2 of rule XXI.
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The rule states in pertinent part:

“An amendment to a general appro-
priation bill shall not be in order if
changing existing law.”’

The amendment confers new author-
ity.

I ask for a ruling from the Chair.

The Acting CHAIR. Does any other
Member wish to be heard on the point
of order?

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Chairman, I would
like to be heard on the point of order.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
from California is recognized.

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Chairman, as I
said in my earlier presentation, I sent
a letter to Chairman SESSIONS, and I
expressed my concerns about this and
other provisions that inappropriately
legislate on an appropriations bill.
While the gentleman from the opposite
side of the aisle is saying that this is
inappropriate, certainly it has been in-
appropriate to legislate on this appro-
priations in the way that they have
done in order to remove the protection
from the CFPB and allow it to be at
the mercy of the politics of the appro-
priations process in this House, and so
I would ask that my amendment be
recognized and that we would have a
vote on this amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. Does any other
Member wish to be heard on the point
of order?

If not, the Chair is prepared to rule.

The Chair finds that this amendment
includes language conferring author-
ity. The amendment, therefore, con-
stitutes legislation in violation of
clause 2 of rule XXI. The point of order
is sustained, and the amendment is not
in order.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 503. (a) During fiscal year 2015, on the
date that a request is made for a transfer of
funds in accordance with section 1017 of Pub-
lic Law 111-203, the Bureau of Consumer Fi-
nancial Protection shall notify Committees
on Appropriations of the House of Represent-
atives and the Senate, the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services of the House of Representa-
tives, and the Committee on Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs of the Senate of such
requests.

(b)(1) Any such notification shall include
the amount of the fundsrequested, an expla-
nation of how the funds will be obligated by
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object class and activity, and why the funds
are necessary to protect consumers.

(2) Any notification required by this sec-
tion shall be made available on the Bureau’s
public website.

SEC. 504. (a) Not later than 2 weeks after
the end of each quarter of each fiscal year,
the Bureau of Consumer Financial Protec-
tion shall submit a report on its activities to
the Committees on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and the Senate, the
Committee on Financial Services of the
House of Representatives, and the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs of the Senate.

(b) The reports required under subsection
(a) shall include—

(1) the obligations made during the pre-
vious quarter by object class, office, and ac-
tivity;

(2) the estimated obligations for the re-
mainder of the fiscal year by object class, of-
fice, and activity;

(3) the number of full-time equivalents
within each office during the previous quar-
ter;

(4) the estimated number of full-time
equivalents within each office for the re-
mainder of the fiscal year; and

(5) actions taken to achieve the goals, ob-
jectives, and performance measures of each
office.

(c) At the request of any such committee
specified in subsection (a), the Bureau of
Consumer Financial Protection shall make
Bureau officials available to testify on the
contents of the reports required under sub-
section (a).

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Consumer
Product Safety Commission, including hire
of passenger motor vehicles, services as au-
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, but at rates for in-
dividuals not to exceed the per diem rate
equivalent to the maximum rate payable
under 5 U.S.C. 5376, and not to exceed $4,000
for official reception and representation ex-
penses, $118,000,000.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Federal
Communications Commission, as authorized
by law, including uniforms and allowances
therefor, as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 5901-5902;
not to exceed $4,000 for official reception and
representation expenses; purchase and hire
of motor vehicles; special counsel fees; and
services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109,
$322,748,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That $322,748,0000f offset-
ting collections shall be assessed and col-
lected pursuant to section 9 of title I of the
Communications Act of 1934, shall be re-
tained and used for necessary expenses and
shall remain available until expended: Pro-
vided further, That the sum herein appro-
priated shall be reduced as such offsetting
collections are received during fiscal year
2015 so as to result in a final fiscal year 2015
appropriation estimated at $0: Provided fur-
ther, That any offsetting collections received
in excess of $322,748,000 in fiscal year 2015
shall not be available for obligation: Provided
further, That remaining offsetting collec-
tions from prior years collected in excess of
the amount specified for collection in each
such year and otherwise becoming available
on October 1, 2014, shall not be available for
obligation: Provided further, That notwith-
standing 47 U.S.C. 309(j)(8)(B), proceeds from
the use of a competitive bidding system that
may be retained and made available for obli-
gation shall not exceed $106,000,000 for fiscal
year 2015: Provided further, That of the
amount appropriated under this heading, not
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less than $11,090,000 shall be for the salaries
and expenses of the Office of Inspector Gen-
eral.

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CORPORATION

OFFICE OF THE 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,
$34,568,000, to be derived from the Deposit In-
surance Fund or, only when appropriate, the
FSLIC Resolution Fund.

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses to carry out the
provisions of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, $67,500,000, of which not to exceed
$5,000 shall be available for reception and
representation expenses.

FEDERAL LABOR RELATIONS AUTHORITY
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses to carry out func-
tions of the Federal Labor Relations Author-
ity, pursuant to Reorganization Plan Num-
bered 2 of 1978, and the Civil Service Reform
Act of 1978, including services authorized by
5 U.S.C. 3109, and including hire of experts
and consultants, hire of passenger motor ve-
hicles, and including official reception and
representation expenses (not to exceed $1,500)
and rental of conference rooms in the Dis-
trict of Columbia and elsewhere, $25,500,000:
Provided, That public members of the Fed-
eral Service Impasses Panel may be paid
travel expenses and per diem in lieu of sub-
sistence as authorized by law (6 U.S.C. 5703)
for persons employed intermittently in the
Government service, and compensation as
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109: Provided further,
That, notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, funds
received from fees charged to non-Federal
participants at labor-management relations
conferences shall be credited to and merged
with this account, to be available without
further appropriation for the costs of car-
rying out these conferences.

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Federal
Trade Commission, including uniforms or al-
lowances therefor, as authorized by 5 U.S.C.
5901-5902; services as authorized by 5 U.S.C.
3109; hire of passenger motor vehicles; and
not to exceed $2,000 for official reception and
representation expenses, $293,000,000, to re-
main available until expended: Provided,
That not to exceed $300,000 shall be available
for use to contract with a person or persons
for collection services in accordance with
the terms of 31 U.S.C. 3718: Provided further,
That, notwithstanding any other provision
of law, not to exceed $100,000,000 of offsetting
collections derived from fees collected for
premerger notification filings under the
Hart-Scott-Rodino Antitrust Improvements
Act of 1976 (156 U.S.C. 18a), regardless of the
year of collection, shall be retained and used
for necessary expenses in this appropriation:
Provided further, That, notwithstanding any
other provision of law, not to exceed
$14,000,000 in offsetting collections derived
from fees sufficient to implement and en-
force the Telemarketing Sales Rule, promul-
gated under the Telemarketing and Con-
sumer Fraud and Abuse Prevention Act (15
U.S.C. 6101 et seq.), shall be credited to this
account, and be retained and used for nec-
essary expenses in this appropriation: Pro-
vided further, That the sum herein appro-
priated from the general fund shall be re-
duced as such offsetting collections are re-
ceived during fiscal year 2015, so as to result
in a final fiscal year 2015 appropriation from
the general fund estimated at not more than
$179,000,000: Provided further, That none of the
funds made available to the Federal Trade
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Commission may be used to implement sub-
section (e)(2)(B) of section 43 of the Federal
Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1831t).
GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
REAL PROPERTY ACTIVITIES
FEDERAL BUILDINGS FUND
LIMITATIONS ON AVAILABILITY OF REVENUE
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

Amounts in the Fund, including revenues
and collections deposited into the Fund shall
be available for necessary expenses of real
property management and related activities
not otherwise provided for, including oper-
ation, maintenance, and protection of feder-
ally owned and leased buildings; rental of
buildings in the District of Columbia; res-
toration of leased premises; moving govern-
mental agencies (including space adjust-
ments and telecommunications relocation
expenses) in connection with the assignment,
allocation and transfer of space; contractual
services incident to cleaning or servicing
buildings, and moving; repair and alteration
of federally owned buildings including
grounds, approaches and appurtenances; care
and safeguarding of sites; maintenance, pres-
ervation, demolition, and equipment; acqui-
sition of buildings and sites by purchase,
condemnation, or as otherwise authorized by
law; acquisition of options to purchase build-
ings and sites; conversion and extension of
federally owned buildings; preliminary plan-
ning and design of projects by contract or
otherwise; construction of new buildings (in-
cluding equipment for such buildings); and
payment of principal, interest, and any other
obligations for public buildings acquired by
installment purchase and purchase contract;
in the aggregate amount of $9,130,409,000, of
which—

(1) $420,460,000 shall remain available until
expended for construction and acquisition
(including funds for sites and expenses, and
associated design and construction services)
of additional projects at—

(A) California, Calexico, Calexico West
Land Port of Entry, $98,062,000;

(B) California, San Diego, San Ysidro Land
Port of Entry, $216,828,000; and

(C) New York, Alexandria Bay, Land Port
of Entry, $105,570,000:

Provided, That each of the foregoing limits
of costs on new construction and acquisition
projects may be exceeded to the extent that
savings are effected in other such projects,
but not to exceed 10 percent of the amounts
included in a transmitted prospectus, if re-
quired, unless advance approval is obtained
from the Committees on Appropriations of a
greater amount;

(2) $965,817,000 shall remain available until
expended for repairs and alterations, includ-
ing associated design and construction serv-
ices, of which—

(A) $402,282,000 is for Major Repairs and Al-
terations;

(B) $378,535,000 is for Basic Repairs and Al-
terations; and

(C) $185,000,000 is for Special Emphasis Pro-
grams, of which—

(i) $40,000,000 is for Fire and Life Safety;

(ii) $100,000,000 is for Consolidation Activi-
ties: Provided, That consolidation projects
result in reduced annual rent paid by the
tenant agency: Provided further, That no con-
solidation project exceed $10,000,000 in costs:
Provided further, That consolidation projects
are approved by each of the committees
specified in section 3307(a) of title 40, United
States Code: Provided further, That pref-
erence is given to consolidation projects that
achieve a utilization rate of 130 usable
square feet or less per person for office space:
Provided further, That the obligation of funds
under this paragraph for consolidation ac-
tivities may not be made until 10 days after
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a proposed spending plan and explanation for
each project to be undertaken, including es-
timated savings, has been submitted to the
Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate;

(iii) $20,000,000, Judiciary Court Security
Program; and

(iv) $25,000,000 is for Real Property Dis-
posal: Provided, That disposal projects result
in reduced annual operating costs: Provided
further, That preference is given to disposal
projects that are excess or surplus and have
the highest fair market value and the great-
est potential to sell: Provided further, That
the obligation of funds under this paragraph
for property disposal activities may not be
made until 10 days after a proposed spending
plan and explanation for each project to be
undertaken, including estimated savings, has
been submitted to the Committees on Appro-
priations of the House of Representatives
and the Senate:

Provided further, That the amounts pro-
vided in this or any prior Act for ‘‘Repairs
and Alterations’” may be used to fund costs
associated with implementing security im-
provements to buildings necessary to meet
the minimum standards for security in ac-
cordance with current law and in compliance
with the reprogramming guidelines of the
appropriate Committees of the House and
Senate: Provided further, That the difference
between the funds appropriated and expended
on any projects in this or any prior Act,
under the heading ‘‘Repairs and Alter-
ations”, may be transferred to Basic Repairs
and Alterations or used to fund authorized
increases in prospectus projects: Provided
further, That the amount provided in this or
any prior Act for Basic Repairs and Alter-
ations may be used to pay claims against the
Government arising from any projects under
the heading ‘‘Repairs and Alterations’ or
used to fund authorized increases in pro-
spectus projects;

(3) $5,500,000,000 for rental of space to re-
main available until expended; and

(4) $2,244,132,000 for building operations to
remain available until expended, of which
$1,122,727,000 is for building services, and
$1,121,405,000 is for salaries and expenses: Pro-
vided further, That not to exceed 5 percent of
any appropriation made available under this
paragraph for building operations may be
transferred between and merged with such
appropriations upon notification to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives and the Senate, but no such
appropriation shall be increased by more
than 5 percent by any such transfers: Pro-
vided further, That section 508 of this title
shall not apply with respect to funds made
available under this heading for building op-
erations:

Provided further, That the total amount of
funds made available from this Fund to the
General Services Administration shall not be
available for expenses of any construction,
repair, alteration and acquisition project for
which a prospectus, if required by 40 U.S.C.
3307(a), has not been approved, except that
necessary funds may be expended for each
project for required expenses for the develop-
ment of a proposed prospectus: Provided fur-
ther, That funds available in the Federal
Buildings Fund may be expended for emer-
gency repairs when advance approval is ob-
tained from the Committees on Appropria-
tions: Provided further, That amounts nec-
essary to provide reimbursable special serv-
ices to other agencies under 40 U.S.C.
592(b)(2) and amounts to provide such reim-
bursable fencing, lighting, guard booths, and
other facilities on private or other property
not in Government ownership or control as
may be appropriate to enable the United
States Secret Service to perform its protec-
tive functions pursuant to 18 U.S.C. 3056,
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shall be available from such revenues and
collections: Provided further, That revenues
and collections and any other sums accruing
to this Fund during fiscal year 2015, exclud-
ing reimbursements under 40 U.S.C. 592(b)(2)
in excess of the aggregate new obligational
authority authorized for Real Property Ac-
tivities of the Federal Buildings Fund in this
Act shall remain in the Fund and shall not
be available for expenditure except as au-
thorized in appropriations Acts.

GENERAL ACTIVITIES
GOVERNMENT-WIDE POLICY

For expenses authorized by law, not other-
wise provided for, for Government-wide pol-
icy and evaluation activities associated with
the management of real and personal prop-
erty assets and certain administrative serv-
ices; Government-wide policy support re-
sponsibilities relating to acquisition, travel,
motor vehicles, information technology
management, and related technology activi-
ties; and services as authorized by 5 U.S.C.
3109; $58,000,000.

OPERATING EXPENSES
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For expenses authorized by law, not other-
wise provided for, for Government-wide ac-
tivities associated with utilization and dona-
tion of surplus personal property; disposal of
real property; agency-wide policy direction,
management, and communications; the Ci-
vilian Board of Contract Appeals; services as
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; $61,049,000, of
which $26,328,000 is for Real and Personal
Property Management and Disposal;
$25,729,000 is for the Office of the Adminis-
trator, of which not to exceed $7,500 is for of-
ficial reception and representation expenses;
and $8,992,000 is for the Civilian Board of
Contract Appeals: Provided further, That not
to exceed 5 percent of the appropriation
made available under this heading for Office
of the Administrator may be transferred to
the appropriation for the Real and Personal
Property Management and Disposal upon no-
tification to the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and
the Senate, but the appropriation for the
Real and Personal Property Management
and Disposal may not be increased by more
than b percent by any such transfer.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General and service authorized by 5
U.S.C. 3109, $65,000,000, of which $2,000,000 is
available until expended: Provided, That not
to exceed $50,000 shall be available for pay-
ment for information and detection of fraud
against the Government, including payment
for recovery of stolen Government property:
Provided further, That not to exceed $2,500
shall be available for awards to employees of
other Federal agencies and private citizens
in recognition of efforts and initiatives re-
sulting in enhanced Office of Inspector Gen-
eral effectiveness.

ALLOWANCES AND OFFICE STAFF FOR FORMER
PRESIDENTS

For carrying out the provisions of the Act
of August 25, 1958 (3 U.S.C. 102 note), and
Public Law 95-138, $1,672,000.

FEDERAL CITIZEN SERVICES FUND
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses of the Office of Cit-
izen Services and Innovative Technologies,
including services authorized by 40 U.S.C. 323
and 44 U.S.C. 3604; and for necessary expenses
in support of interagency projects that en-
able the Federal Government to enhance its
ability to conduct activities electronically,
through the development and implementa-
tion of innovative uses of information tech-
nology; $53,294,000, to be deposited into the
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Federal Citizen Services Fund: Provided,
That the previous amount may be trans-
ferred to Federal agencies to carry out the
purpose of the Federal Citizen Services
Fund: Provided further, That the appropria-
tions, revenues, reimbursements, and collec-
tions deposited into the Fund shall be avail-
able until expended for necessary expenses of
Federal Citizen Services and other activities
that enable the Federal Government to en-
hance its ability to conduct activities elec-
tronically in the aggregate amount not to
exceed $90,000,000: Provided further, That ap-
propriations revenues, reimbursements, and
collections accruing to this Fund during fis-
cal year 2015 in excess of such amount shall
remain in the Fund and shall not be avail-
able for expenditure except as authorized in
appropriations Acts: Provided further, That
any appropriations provided to the Elec-
tronic Government Fund that remain unobli-
gated as of September 30, 2014, may be trans-
ferred to the Federal Citizen Services Fund:
Provided further, That the transfer authori-
ties provided herein shall be in addition to
any other transfer authority provided in this
Act.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—GENERAL
SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 507. Funds available to the General
Services Administration shall be available
for the hire of passenger motor vehicles.

SEC. 508. Funds in the Federal Buildings
Fund made available for fiscal year 2015 for
Federal Buildings Fund activities may be
transferred between such activities only to
the extent necessary to meet program re-
quirements: Provided, That any proposed
transfers shall be approved in advance by the
Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate.

SEC. 509. Except as otherwise provided in
this title, funds made available by this Act
shall be used to transmit a fiscal year 2016
request for United States Courthouse con-
struction only if the request: (1) meets the
design guide standards for construction as
established and approved by the General
Services Administration, the Judicial Con-
ference of the United States, and the Office
of Management and Budget; (2) reflects the
priorities of the Judicial Conference of the
United States as set out in its approved 5-
year construction plan; and (3) includes a
standardized courtroom utilization study of
each facility to be constructed, replaced, or
expanded.

SEC. 510. None of the funds provided in this
Act may be used to increase the amount of
occupiable square feet, provide cleaning
services, security enhancements, or any
other service usually provided through the
Federal Buildings Fund, to any agency that
does not pay the rate per square foot assess-
ment for space and services as determined by
the General Services Administration in con-
sideration of the Public Buildings Amend-
ments Act of 1972 (Public Law 92-313).

SEC. 511. From funds made available under
the heading ‘‘Federal Buildings Fund, Limi-
tations on Availability of Revenue’’, claims
against the Government of less than $250,000
arising from direct construction projects and
acquisition of buildings may be liquidated
from savings effected in other construction
projects with prior notification to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives and the Senate.

SEC. 512. In any case in which the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure
of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Environment and Public
Works of the Senate adopt a resolution
granting lease authority pursuant to a pro-
spectus transmitted to Congress by the Ad-
ministrator of the General Services Adminis-
tration under 40 U.S.C. 3307, the Adminis-
trator shall ensure that the delineated area
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of procurement is identical to the delineated
area included in the prospectus for all lease
agreements, except that, if the Adminis-
trator determines that the delineated area of
the procurement should not be identical to
the delineated area included in the pro-
spectus, the Administrator shall provide an
explanatory statement to each of such com-
mittees and the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and
the Senate prior to exercising any lease au-
thority provided in the resolution.

MERIT SYSTEMS PROTECTION BOARD
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses to carry out func-
tions of the Merit Systems Protection Board
pursuant to Reorganization Plan Numbered 2
of 1978, the Civil Service Reform Act of 1978,
and the Whistleblower Protection Act of 1989
(5 U.S.C. 5509 note), including services as au-
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, rental of conference
rooms in the District of Columbia and else-
where, hire of passenger motor vehicles, di-
rect procurement of survey printing, and not
to exceed $2,000 for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses, $40,655,000, to remain
available until September 30, 2016, together
with not to exceed $2,345,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2016, for administra-
tive expenses to adjudicate retirement ap-
peals to be transferred from the Civil Service
Retirement and Disability Fund in amounts
determined by the Merit Systems Protection
Board.

NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND RECORDS
ADMINISTRATION
OPERATING EXPENSES

For necessary expenses in connection with
the administration of the National Archives
and Records Administration and archived
Federal records and related activities, as
provided by law, and for expenses necessary
for the review and declassification of docu-
ments, the activities of the Public Interest
Declassification Board, the operations and
maintenance of the electronic records ar-
chives, the hire of passenger motor vehicles,
and for uniforms or allowances therefor, as
authorized by law (6 U.S.C. 5901), including
maintenance, repairs, and cleaning,
$360,000,000.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General in carrying out the provi-
sions of the Inspector General Reform Act of
2008, Public Law 110-409, 122 Stat. 4302-16
(2008), and the Inspector General Act of 1978
(6 U.S.C. App.), and for the hire of passenger
motor vehicles, $4,130,000.

REPAIRS AND RESTORATION

For the repair, alteration, and improve-
ment of archives facilities, and to provide
adequate storage for holdings, $7,600,000, to
remain available until expended.

NATIONAL HISTORICAL PUBLICATIONS AND
RECORDS COMMISSION
GRANTS PROGRAM

For necessary expenses for allocations and
grants for historical publications and records
as authorized by 44 U.S.C. 2504, $5,000,000, to
remain available until expended.

NATIONAL CREDIT UNION ADMINISTRATION
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT REVOLVING LOAN
FUND

For the Community Development Revolv-
ing Loan Fund program as authorized by 42
U.S.C. 9812, 9822 and 9910, $2,000,000 shall be
available until September 30, 2016, for tech-
nical assistance to low-income designated
credit unions.

OFFICE OF GOVERNMENT ETHICS
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses to carry out func-

tions of the Office of Government Ethics pur-
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suant to the Ethics in Government Act of
1978, the Ethics Reform Act of 1989, and the
Stop Trading on Congressional Knowledge
Act of 2012, including services as authorized
by 5 U.S.C. 3109, rental of conference rooms
in the District of Columbia and elsewhere,
hire of passenger motor vehicles, and not to
exceed $1,500 for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses, $15,420,000.

OFFICE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF TRUST FUNDS)

For necessary expenses to carry out func-
tions of the Office of Personnel Management
(OPM) pursuant to Reorganization Plan
Numbered 2 of 1978 and the Civil Service Re-
form Act of 1978, including services as au-
thorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; medical examina-
tions performed for veterans by private phy-
sicians on a fee basis; rental of conference
rooms in the District of Columbia and else-
where; hire of passenger motor vehicles; not
to exceed $2,500 for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses; advances for reim-
bursements to applicable funds of OPM and
the Federal Bureau of Investigation for ex-
penses incurred under Executive Order No.
10422 of January 9, 1953, as amended; and pay-
ment of per diem and/or subsistence allow-
ances to employees where Voting Rights Act
activities require an employee to remain
overnight at his or her post of duty,
$95,910,000; and in addition $118,425,000 for ad-
ministrative expenses, to be transferred from
the appropriate trust funds of OPM without
regard to other statutes, including direct
procurement of printed materials, for the re-
tirement and insurance programs: Provided,
That the provisions of this appropriation
shall not affect the authority to use applica-
ble trust funds as provided by sections
8348(a)(1)(B), 8958(f)(2)(A), 8988(f)(2)(A), and
9004(f)(2)(A) of title 5, United States Code:
Provided further, That no part of this appro-
priation shall be available for salaries and
expenses of the Legal Examining Unit of
OPM established pursuant to Executive
Order No. 9358 of July 1, 1943, or any suc-
cessor unit of like purpose: Provided further,
That the President’s Commission on White
House Fellows, established by Executive
Order No. 11183 of October 3, 1964, may, dur-
ing fiscal year 2015, accept donations of
money, property, and personal services: Pro-
vided further, That such donations, including
those from prior years, may be used for the
development of publicity materials to pro-
vide information about the White House Fel-
lows, except that no such donations shall be
accepted for travel or reimbursement of
travel expenses, or for the salaries of em-
ployees of such Commission.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF TRUST FUNDS)

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General in carrying out the provi-
sions of the Inspector General Act of 1978, in-
cluding services as authorized by 5 U.S.C.
3109, hire of passenger motor vehicles,
$4,384,000, and in addition, not to exceed
$21,340,000 for administrative expenses to
audit, investigate, and provide other over-
sight of the Office of Personnel Manage-
ment’s retirement and insurance programs,
to be transferred from the appropriate trust
funds of the Office of Personnel Manage-
ment, as determined by the Inspector Gen-
eral: Provided, That the Inspector General is
authorized to rent conference rooms in the
District of Columbia and elsewhere.

OFFICE OF SPECIAL COUNSEL
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses to carry out func-
tions of the Office of Special Counsel pursu-
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ant to Reorganization Plan Numbered 2 of
1978, the Civil Service Reform Act of 1978
(Public Law 95-454), the Whistleblower Pro-
tection Act of 1989 (Public Law 101-12) as
amended by Public Law 107-304, the Whistle-
blower Protection Enhancement Act of 2012
(Public Law 112-199), and the Uniformed
Services Employment and Reemployment
Rights Act of 1994 (Public Law 103-353), in-
cluding services as authorized by 5 U.S.C.
3109, payment of fees and expenses for wit-
nesses, rental of conference rooms in the Dis-
trict of Columbia and elsewhere, and hire of
passenger motor vehicles; $21,452,000.

POSTAL REGULATORY COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses of the Postal Regu-
latory Commission in carrying out the provi-
sions of the Postal Accountability and En-
hancement Act (Public Law 109-435),
$14,152,000, to be derived by transfer from the
Postal Service Fund and expended as author-
ized by section 603(a) of such Act.

PRIVACY AND CIVIL LIBERTIES OVERSIGHT
BOARD

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Privacy and
Civil Liberties Oversight Board, as author-
ized by section 1061 of the Intelligence Re-
form and Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004
(42 U.S.C. 2000ee), $4,500,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2016.

RECOVERY ACCOUNTABILITY AND
TRANSPARENCY BOARD

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Recovery
Accountability and Transparency Board to
carry out the provisions of title XV of the
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of
2009 (Public Law 111-5), and to develop and
test information technology resources and
oversight mechanisms to enhance trans-
parency of and detect and remediate waste,
fraud, and abuse in Federal spending, and to
develop and use information technology re-
sources and oversight mechanisms to detect
and remediate waste, fraud, and abuse in ob-
ligation and expenditure of funds as de-
scribed in section 904(d) of the Disaster Re-
lief Appropriations Act, 2013 (Public Law 113-
2), which shall be administered under the
terms and conditions of the accountability
authorities of title XV of Public Law 111-5,
$15,000,000.

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses for the Securities
and Exchange Commission, including serv-
ices as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, the rental
of space (to include multiple year leases) in
the District of Columbia and elsewhere, and
not to exceed $3,500 for official reception and
representation expenses, $1,400,000,000 to re-
main available until expended; of which not
less than $9,239,000 shall be for the Office of
Inspector General; of which not to exceed
$50,000 shall be available for a permanent
secretariat for the International Organiza-
tion of Securities Commissions; of which not
to exceed $100,000 shall be available for ex-
penses for consultations and meetings hosted
by the Commission with foreign govern-
mental and other regulatory officials, mem-
bers of their delegations and staffs to ex-
change views concerning securities matters,
such expenses to include necessary logistic
and administrative expenses and the ex-
penses of Commission staff and foreign
invitees in attendance including: (1) inci-
dental expenses such as meals; (2) travel and
transportation; and (3) related lodging or
subsistence; of which funding for informa-
tion technology initiatives shall be increased
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over the fiscal year 2014 level by not less
than $50,000,000; and of which not less than
$68,872,000 shall be for the Division of Eco-
nomic and Risk Analysis: Provided, That fees
and charges authorized by section 31 of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (15 U.S.C.
T8ee) shall be credited to this account as off-
setting collections: Provided further, That
not to exceed $1,400,000,000 of such offsetting
collections shall be available until expended
for necessary expenses of this account: Pro-
vided further, That the total amount appro-
priated under this heading from the general
fund for fiscal year 2015 shall be reduced as
such offsetting fees are received so as to re-
sult in a final total fiscal year 2015 appro-
priation from the general fund estimated at
not more than $0.
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. WATERS

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 85, line 19, insert after the dollar
amount insert the following: ‘‘(increased by
$300,000,000)".

Page 86, line 16, insert after the dollar
amount insert the following: ‘‘(increased by
$300,000,000)"".

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 661, the gentlewoman
from California and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Chairman, I urge
adoption of my amendment to fully
fund the Securities and Exchange Com-
mission, one of Wall Street’s top sher-
iffs, at the President’s request of $1.7
billion and at no cost to the taxpayer.

The United States has the most vi-
brant capital markets, which are the
envy of the world. Both large and small
businesses looking to raise capital are
able to do so with incredible efficiency
and at minimal cost. Businesses are
able to do this because their investors
know that there are strong rules of the
road and a regulator that will hold
them accountable.

The underlying bill, however, under-
mines the SEC by cutting nearly $300
million or nearly 20 percent from the
requested level. Wall Street’s cop is
woefully underfunded already, and one
need only look as far as its IT budget
compared with just a few of the enti-
ties it oversees.

In fiscal year 2013, the IT budgets of
the six largest financial institutions
equaled an amount more than 100 times
that of the SEC. Although my Repub-
lican colleagues suggest that they are
generously providing an increase, they
use budget gimmicks to mask real cuts
to IT infrastructure.

The world’s capital markets have
grown at an ever-accelerating rate, and
likewise, so has the SEC’s responsibil-
ities. Today, the SEC oversees 11,000 in-
vestment advisers, 10,000 mutual funds,
4,450 broker-dealers, the securities ex-
changes, clearing agencies, credit rat-
ing agencies, and other self-regulatory
organizations. The SEC also reviews
the disclosures of nearly 9,000 public
companies.

Following the 2008 financial crisis,
Congress significantly increased SEC’s
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responsibilities by requiring oversight
of hedge funds, municipal advisers, and
certain derivatives by passing Dodd-
Frank. My amendment is needed to
support all of these activities.

The Republican bill also includes
substantial carve-outs, which will lead
to cuts to enforcement and examina-
tions. The SEC will have to impose hir-
ing freezes for lawyers that would have
brought enforcement cases against bad
actors.

Last year, SEC recovered $3.4 billion
in 2013—or twice the amount that
would fully fund the agency. The SEC
will also have to furlough examiners
under the Republican bill, examiners
that are needed to reduce the backlog
of investment advisers that have never
been visited by the SEC.

There is broad opposition to the Re-
publican funding level. The White
House says:

At this level, the SEC will be unable to add
critical positions in market oversight, com-
pliance, and enforcement to carry out its fi-
nancial oversight responsibilities.

What is really disappointing is that
Congress can fund the SEC at any level
without affecting the debt and deficit.
There are no budget savings from cut-
ting the SEC. That is because the
SEC’s budget is paid through tiny fees
on securities transactions.

Here is what CalPERS, the largest
public pension plan in the TUnited
States, says about SEC funding:

The Commission’s work can’t be achieved
without the resources it needs to be effec-
tive. The SEC needs to be given the tools to
do the job: full and independent funding.

In addition, investor advocates like
the AARP, the Consumer Federation of
America, as well as industry groups
like the Investment Adviser Associa-
tion and the Financial Planning Asso-
ciation all support fully funding the
SEC, and so should you.

A fully-funded SEC helps America’s
entrepreneurs raise funds to finance
jobs and development. A fully-funded
SEC ensures that our markets operate
efficiently. A fully-funded SEC pro-
tects hard-earned savings funding our
Nation’s retirement and our children’s
education.

I urge adoption of this amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the
gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I
claim the time in opposition.

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

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, this
committee is not starving the SEC for
funds. The SEC received an 11 percent
increase in fiscal year 2012. They re-
ceived an 8 percent increase over the
sequester level in 2014, and this year,
the SEC is asking for $350 million more
than they received in 2014. That is a 26
percent increase over fiscal year 2014.

Now, for fiscal year 2015, the com-
mittee recommends $1.4 billion. That is
$60 million above the fiscal year 2014,
and it is specifically for critical SEC
information technology initiatives.
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Listen to this: since 2001, Congress
has increased the SEC’s funding level
by more than 200 percent. Not many
Federal agencies can say they have re-
ceived that kind of increase the way
the SEC has. Then you ask yourself:
What did the Commission get for that
increased funding?

Well, the Commission missed the
Madoff Ponzi scheme. They signed a
no-bid lease for almost a million
square feet of office space they didn’t
need, they produced inaccurate finan-
cial statements, they failed to conduct
a serious and thorough review of the
agency’s bureaucratic and siloed struc-
ture in order to become more efficient
and more effective, and they wasted
over a million dollars on unnecessary
equipment.

I might add they have had some of
their rules thrown out in court due to
the lack of economic analysis.

O 2215

That is just to name a few of the em-
barrassing moments that the SEC en-
forcement and management has en-
dured. This is not about a lack of fund-
ing. Throwing more money at the SEC
is not the answer.

We believe the Commission needs to
get back on track to show real progress
before we give them hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars of new money. The bill
has targeted extra funding in areas of
need within the Commission. That is
information technology and economic
analysis.

Over the past 3 years, this committee
has consistently supported the SEC’s
information technology funding. If we
could upgrade the information tech-
nology systems they will be better able
to leverage their resources, catch the
bad actors, and provide the quality re-
view that securities filings demand.

The fact that this agency is fee-fund-
ed in no way diminishes the need for
congressional oversight over the Com-
mission’s funding.

The SEC, in summary, is not starved
for resources. We can’t buy a better
regulator. Those are just nice talking
points, but they are not really based on
facts.

I urge a ‘‘no’” vote on this amend-
ment, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike the last word.

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

Mr. SERRANO. I yield to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATERS).

Ms. WATERS. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. Chairman and Members, listen-
ing to my friend on the opposite side of
the aisle you would think that the SEC
has no additional responsibilities.

As I quoted in my presentation:

The world’s capital markets have
grown at an ever accelerating rate, and
likewise, so have the SEC’s responsibil-
ities. Today, the SEC oversees 11,000 in-
vestment advisers, 10,000 mutual funds,
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4,450 broker-dealers, the securities ex-
changes, clearing agencies, credit rat-
ing agencies, and other self-regulatory
organizations. The SEC also reviews
the disclosures of nearly 9,000 public
companies.

And, following the 2008 financial cri-
sis, Congress increased SEC’s respon-
sibilities by requiring oversight of
hedge funds, municipal advisors, and
certain derivatives by passing Dodd-
Frank.

So, my friend on the opposite side of
the aisle disregards all of this as if the
SEC doesn’t have these expanded re-
sponsibilities. They certainly do, and
they should be paid for. Again, this
does not increase any debt. This is paid
for through the many companies that
have to pay a small fee, and they will
not allow those fees to be used to sup-
port the work of the SEC and the IT
needs that they have. It does not make
good sense.

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in support of the amendment, which is
very similar to an amendment I offered
in full committee during consideration
of this bill.

The bill currently provides $300 mil-
lion less for the SEC than what the ad-
ministration has asked for in 2015, and
prohibits the SEC from using the re-
serve fund established by Dodd-Frank
for missing critical IT needs, which is,
in effect, another $70 million reduction
in funding.

At the proposed funding level, the
SEC would have to reduce its current
staff at the very time they need to be
hiring new experts who help protect in-
vestors and to fully implement all of
the rules and responsibilities required
by Dodd-Frank.

Our Nation is still feeling the effect
of the complex financial schemes that
led to the 2008 financial meltdown. The
reforms in Dodd-Frank will help pre-
vent future problems, but the SEC
needs adequate funding to carry them
out.

This amendment deals with that
issue. Ms. WATERS’ amendment is one
that really supplies the strength for
creating and for supporting that ‘‘cop
on the beat” that we always mention
on the issue of Wall Street. We can’t
allow that to happen again. The SEC
has its responsibility. We continue to
cut its funding. And I repeat, I was
around when we had the power to do
oversight, and we didn’t do it, and the
agency itself did not do it, and that led
to that meltdown which we are still
feeling the effects of.

I support your amendment, and I
hope everybody else would vote in sup-
port of it, and I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I
just want to remind everyone, as I
pointed out, in a little over 10 years,
the funding for the SEC has increased
over 200 percent—200 percent. I think
there is adequate money to do the job
they were given to do. They just need
to do it effectively and efficiently, like
other areas of government are asked to
perform.
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With that, I urge a ‘“‘no’” vote on the
amendment, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

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

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

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Chair, I demand a
recorded vote.

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

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Selective
Service System, including expenses of at-
tendance at meetings and of training for uni-
formed personnel assigned to the Selective
Service System, as authorized by 5 U.S.C.
4101-4118 for civilian employees; hire of pas-
senger motor vehicles; services as authorized
by 5 U.S.C. 3109; and not to exceed $750 for of-
ficial reception and representation expenses;
$21,500,000: Provided, That during the current
fiscal year, the President may exempt this
appropriation from the provisions of 31
U.S.C. 1341, whenever the President deems
such action to be necessary in the interest of
national defense: Provided further, That none
of the funds appropriated by this Act may be
expended for or in connection with the in-
duction of any person into the Armed Forces
of the United States.

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses, not otherwise pro-
vided for, of the Small Business Administra-
tion, including hire of passenger motor vehi-
cles as authorized by sections 1343 and 1344 of
title 31, United States Code, and not to ex-
ceed $3,500 for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses, $253,882,000, of which
not less than $12,000,000 shall be available for
examinations, reviews, and other lender
oversight activities: Provided, That the Ad-
ministrator is authorized to charge fees to
cover the cost of publications developed by
the Small Business Administration, and cer-
tain loan program activities, including fees
authorized by section 5(b) of the Small Busi-
ness Act: Provided further, That, notwith-
standing 31 U.S.C. 3302, revenues received
from all such activities shall be credited to
this account, to remain available until ex-
pended, for carrying out these purposes with-
out further appropriations: Provided further,
That the Small Business Administration
may accept gifts in an amount not to exceed
$4,000,000 and may co-sponsor activities, each
in accordance with section 132(a) of division
K of Public Law 108-447, during fiscal year
2015: Provided further, That $6,100,000 shall be
available for the Loan Modernization and
Accounting System, to be available until
September 30, 2016.

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 87, line 25, after the first dollar
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $3,882,000)"’.

Page 88, line 21, after the dollar amount,
insert “‘(increased by $3,882,000)’.
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The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 661, the gentleman
from Arizona and a Member opposed
each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Arizona.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today to offer a simple, but important,
amendment, which will redirect re-
sources in the bill to important entre-
preneurial development programs with
the SBA.

Specifically, the amendment reduces
a $3.8 million increase, above the fiscal
year 2014 level, that was slated to go
towards administration and bureauc-
racy. Instead, the amendment
prioritizes spending and redirects those
funds to important programs that ac-
tually help small businesses, like the
HUBZone program, Small Business De-
velopment Centers, SCORE, women’s
business centers, the State and trade
export promotion, Native American
outreach, and veterans business out-
reach centers.

If programs with the SBA are going
to get an increase above fiscal year 2014
levels, it should be for worthwhile SBA
programs, not bureaucracy.

Small businesses are the backbone of
our economy and create on average
seven out of every 10 new jobs. The
SBA needs to continue to support
worthwhile efforts that foster eco-
nomic growth. The entrepreneurial de-
velopment programs within the SBA do
exactly that.

In 2013, Small Business Development
Centers helped nearly 15,000 entre-
preneurs start businesses, providing
counseling for nearly 65,000 others.
SBDCs assist more than 530,000 clients
annually and are a critical program for
creating jobs and helping small busi-
nesses grow.

In 2013, the SCORE program assisted
with the creation of nearly 70,000 new
jobs. The program provided important
services that helped open the doors of
nearly 40,000 businesses.

I could go on about several other of
the entrepreneurial development pro-
grams, but I think you get my point, so
in the interest of time I will not.

I will discuss, however, the offset of
this amendment. The committee was
critical of the Small Business Adminis-
tration in the committee report ac-
companying this bill.

I would like to quickly read a few ex-
cerpts from that report:

The committee believes the SBA should es-
pecially focus on these ‘‘true’” small busi-
nesses and less on larger businesses in ‘‘high-
growth’ areas that have more capacity and
access to capital.

The committee remains concerned about
the quality of lender oversight at SBA.
SBA’s loan programs depend on an array of
outside parties to be executed.

In fiscal year 2011, the SBA Office of In-
spector General (OIG) found that more than
half of the loan dollars guaranteed by the
SBA were made using delegated authorities
with limited oversight.

In an OIG report released June 6, 2014, the
OIG found that the SBA’s Loan Guarantee
Processing Center (LGPC) ‘‘emphasized
quantity over quality for 7(a) loan reviews,”’



July 14, 2014

and loan specialists were not provided ade-
quate guidance and training to conduct 7(a)
loan review assignments.

The committee has consistently provided
SBA with robust resources and expects the
SBA to appropriately fund the LGPC in
order to provide a thorough review of all
loans made by the center. SBA loans made
without an effective review process leaves
taxpayers on the hook for any defaults. The
committee expects SBA to adopt the rec-
ommendations included in the OIG report
and will continue to monitor the SBA’s
progress in this area.

I ask my colleagues to support my
commonsense amendment, and I thank
the chairman and ranking member for
their continued work on the com-
mittee.

With that, I yield to the gentleman
from Florida, the chairman.

Mr. CRENSHAW. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding, and I am pleased
to support his amendment.

Mr. GOSAR. I thank the chairman,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

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

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

ENTREPRENEURIAL DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS

For necessary expenses of programs sup-
porting entrepreneurial and small business
development, $197,825,000, to remain avail-
able until September 30, 2016.

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,
$19,400,000.

OFFICE OF ADVOCACY

For necessary expenses of the Office of Ad-
vocacy in carrying out the provisions of title
IT of Public Law 94-305 (15 U.S.C. 634a et seq.)
and the Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 (b
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), $8,750,000, to remain avail-
able until expended.

BUSINESS LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For the cost of direct loans, $2,500,000, to
remain available until expended, and for the
cost of guaranteed loans as authorized by
section 503 of the Small Business Investment
Act of 1958 (Public Law 85-699), $45,000,000, to
remain available until expended: Provided,
That such costs, including the cost of modi-
fying such loans, shall be as defined in sec-
tion 502 of the Congressional Budget Act of
1974: Provided further, That subject to section
502 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974,
during fiscal year 2015 commitments to guar-
antee loans under section 503 of the Small
Business Investment Act of 1958 shall not ex-
ceed $7,500,000,000: Provided further, That dur-
ing fiscal year 2015 commitments for general
business loans authorized under section 7(a)
of the Small Business Act shall not exceed
$18,500,000,000 for a combination of amor-
tizing term loans and the aggregated max-
imum line of credit provided by revolving
loans: Provided further, That during fiscal
year 2015 commitments to guarantee loans
for debentures under section 303(b) of the
Small Business Investment Act of 1958 shall
not exceed $4,000,000,000: Provided further,
That during fiscal year 2015, guarantees of
trust certificates authorized by section 5(g)
of the Small Business Act shall not exceed a
principal amount of $12,000,000,000. In addi-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

tion, for administrative expenses to carry
out the direct and guaranteed loan pro-
grams, $147,726,000, which may be transferred
to and merged with the appropriations for
Salaries and Expenses.
DISASTER LOANS PROGRAM ACCOUNT
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

For administrative expenses to carry out
the direct loan program authorized by sec-
tion T7(b) of the Small Business Act,
$186,858,000, to be available until expended, of
which $1,000,000 is for the Office of Inspector
General of the Small Business Administra-
tion for audits and reviews of disaster loans
and the disaster loan programs and shall be
transferred to and merged with the appro-
priations for the Office of Inspector General;
of which $176,858,000 is for direct administra-
tive expenses of loan making and servicing
to carry out the direct loan program, which
may be transferred to and merged with the
appropriations for Salaries and Expenses;
and of which $9,000,000 is for indirect admin-
istrative expenses for the direct loan pro-
gram, which may be transferred to and
merged with the appropriations for Salaries
and Expenses.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS—SMALL BUSINESS
ADMINISTRATION
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 513. Not to exceed 5 percent of any ap-
propriation made available for the current
fiscal year for the Small Business Adminis-
tration in this Act may be transferred be-
tween such appropriations, but no such ap-
propriation shall be increased by more than
10 percent by any such transfers: Provided,
That any transfer pursuant to this paragraph
shall be treated as a reprogramming of funds
under section 608 of this Act and shall not be
available for obligation or expenditure ex-
cept in compliance with the procedures set
forth in that section.

UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICE
PAYMENT TO THE POSTAL SERVICE FUND

For payment to the Postal Service Fund
for revenue forgone on free and reduced rate
mail, pursuant to subsections (c) and (d) of
section 2401 of title 39, United States Code,
$568,342,000: Provided, That mail for overseas
voting and mail for the blind shall continue
to be free: Provided further, That 6-day deliv-
ery and rural delivery of mail shall continue
at not less than the 1983 level: Provided fur-
ther, That none of the funds made available
to the Postal Service by this Act shall be
used to implement any rule, regulation, or
policy of charging any officer or employee of
any State or local child support enforcement
agency, or any individual participating in a
State or local program of child support en-
forcement, a fee for information requested or
provided concerning an address of a postal
customer: Provided further, That none of the
funds provided in this Act shall be used to
consolidate or close small rural and other
small post offices.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL
SALARIES AND EXPENSES
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General in carrying out the provi-
sions of the Inspector General Act of 1978,
$243,000,000, to be derived by transfer from
the Postal Service Fund and expended as au-
thorized by section 603(b)(3) of the Postal Ac-
countability and Enhancement Act (Public
Law 109-435).

UNITED STATES TAX COURT
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses, including contract
reporting and other services as authorized by
5 U.S.C. 3109, $50,000,000: Provided, That trav-
el expenses of the judges shall be paid upon
the written certificate of the judge.
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TITLE VI
GENERAL PROVISIONS—THIS ACT

SEC. 601. None of the funds in this Act shall
be used for the planning or execution of any
program to pay the expenses of, or otherwise
compensate, non-Federal parties intervening
in regulatory or adjudicatory proceedings
funded in this Act.

SEC. 602. None of the funds appropriated in
this Act shall remain available for obliga-
tion beyond the current fiscal year, nor may
any be transferred to other appropriations,
unless expressly so provided herein.

SEC. 603. The expenditure of any appropria-
tion under this Act for any consulting serv-
ice through procurement contract pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 3109, shall be limited to those
contracts where such expenditures are a
matter of public record and available for
public inspection, except where otherwise
provided under existing law, or under exist-
ing Executive order issued pursuant to exist-
ing law.

SEC. 604. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be transferred to any depart-
ment, agency, or instrumentality of the
United States Government, except pursuant
to a transfer made by, or transfer authority
provided in, this Act or any other appropria-
tions Act.

SEC. 605. None of the funds made available
by this Act shall be available for any activ-
ity or for paying the salary of any Govern-
ment employee where funding an activity or
paying a salary to a Government employee
would result in a decision, determination,
rule, regulation, or policy that would pro-
hibit the enforcement of section 307 of the
Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1307).

SEC. 606. No funds appropriated pursuant to
this Act may be expended by an entity un-
less the entity agrees that in expending the
assistance the entity will comply with chap-
ter 83 of title 41, United States Code.

SEC. 607. No funds appropriated or other-
wise made available under this Act shall be
made available to any person or entity that
has been convicted of violating chapter 83 of
title 41, United States Code.

SEC. 608. Except as otherwise provided in
this Act, none of the funds provided in this
Act, provided by previous appropriations
Acts to the agencies or entities funded in
this Act that remain available for obligation
or expenditure in fiscal year 2015, or provided
from any accounts in the Treasury derived
by the collection of fees and available to the
agencies funded by this Act, shall be avail-
able for obligation or expenditure through a
reprogramming of funds that: (1) creates a
new program; (2) eliminates a program,
project, or activity; (3) increases funds or
personnel for any program, project, or activ-
ity for which funds have been denied or re-
stricted by the Congress; (4) proposes to use
funds directed for a specific activity by the
Committee on Appropriations of either the
House of Representatives or the Senate for a
different purpose; (5) augments existing pro-
grams, projects, or activities in excess of
$5,000,000 or 10 percent, whichever is less; (6)
reduces existing programs, projects, or ac-
tivities by $5,000,000 or 10 percent, whichever
is less; or (7) creates or reorganizes offices,
programs, or activities unless prior approval
is received from the Committees on Appro-
priations of the House of Representatives
and the Senate: Provided, That prior to any
significant reorganization or restructuring
of offices, programs, or activities, each agen-
cy or entity funded in this Act shall consult
with the Committees on Appropriations of
the House of Representatives and the Senate:
Provided further, That not later than 60 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, each
agency funded by this Act shall submit a re-
port to the Committees on Appropriations of
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the House of Representatives and the Senate
to establish the baseline for application of
reprogramming and transfer authorities for
the current fiscal year: Provided further, That
at a minimum the report shall include: (1) a
table for each appropriation with a separate
column to display the President’s budget re-
quest, adjustments made by Congress, ad-
justments due to enacted rescissions, if ap-
propriate, and the fiscal year enacted level;
(2) a delineation in the table for each appro-
priation both by object class and program,
project, and activity as detailed in the budg-
et appendix for the respective appropriation;
and (3) an identification of items of special
congressional interest: Provided further, That
the amount appropriated or limited for sala-
ries and expenses for an agency shall be re-
duced by $100,000 per day for each day after
the required date that the report has not
been submitted to the Congress.

SEC. 609. Except as otherwise specifically
provided by law, not to exceed 50 percent of
unobligated balances remaining available at
the end of fiscal year 2015 from appropria-
tions made available for salaries and ex-
penses for fiscal year 2015 in this Act, shall
remain available through September 30, 2016,
for each such account for the purposes au-
thorized: Provided, That a request shall be
submitted to the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and
the Senate for approval prior to the expendi-
ture of such funds: Provided further, That
these requests shall be made in compliance
with reprogramming guidelines.

SEC. 610. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able in this Act may be used by the Execu-
tive Office of the President to request—

(1) any official background investigation
report on any individual from the Federal
Bureau of Investigation; or

(2) a determination with respect to the
treatment of an organization as described in
section 501(c) of the Internal Revenue Code
of 1986 and exempt from taxation under sec-
tion 501(a) of such Code from the Department
of the Treasury or the Internal Revenue
Service.

(b) Subsection (a) shall not apply—

(1) in the case of an official background in-
vestigation report, if such individual has
given express written consent for such re-
quest not more than 6 months prior to the
date of such request and during the same
presidential administration; or

(2) if such request is required due to ex-
traordinary circumstances involving na-
tional security.

SEC. 611. The cost accounting standards
promulgated under chapter 15 of title 41,
United States Code, shall not apply with re-
spect to a contract under the Federal Em-
ployees Health Benefits Program established
under chapter 89 of title 5, United States
Code.

SEC. 612. For the purpose of resolving liti-
gation and implementing any settlement
agreements regarding the nonforeign area
cost-of-living allowance program, the Office
of Personnel Management may accept and
utilize (without regard to any restriction on
unanticipated travel expenses imposed in an
Appropriations Act) funds made available to
the Office of Personnel Management pursu-
ant to court approval.

SEC. 613. No funds appropriated by this Act
shall be available to pay for an abortion, or
the administrative expenses in connection
with any health plan under the Federal em-
ployees health benefits program which pro-
vides any benefits or coverage for abortions.

SEC. 614. The provision of section 613 shall
not apply where the life of the mother would
be endangered if the fetus were carried to
term, or the pregnancy is the result of an act
of rape or incest.

SEC. 615. In order to promote Government
access to commercial information tech-
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nology, the restriction on purchasing non-
domestic articles, materials, and supplies set
forth in chapter 83 of title 41, United States
Code (popularly known as the Buy American
Act), shall not apply to the acquisition by
the Federal Government of information
technology (as defined in section 11101 of
title 40, United States Code), that is a com-
mercial item (as defined in section 103 of
title 41, United States Code).

SEC. 616. Notwithstanding section 1353 of
title 31, United States Code, no officer or em-
ployee of any regulatory agency or commis-
sion funded by this Act may accept on behalf
of that agency, nor may such agency or com-
mission accept, payment or reimbursement
from a non-Federal entity for travel, subsist-
ence, or related expenses for the purpose of
enabling an officer or employee to attend
and participate in any meeting or similar
function relating to the official duties of the
officer or employee when the entity offering
payment or reimbursement is a person or en-
tity subject to regulation by such agency or
commission, or represents a person or entity
subject to regulation by such agency or com-
mission, unless the person or entity is an or-
ganization described in section 501(c)(3) of
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 and ex-
empt from tax under section 501(a) of such
Code.

SEC. 617. Notwithstanding section 708 of
this Act, funds made available to the Com-
modity Futures Trading Commission and the
Securities and Exchange Commission by this
or any other Act may be used for the inter-
agency funding and sponsorship of a joint ad-
visory committee to advise on emerging reg-
ulatory issues.

SEC. 618. Not later than 45 days after the
end of each quarter, the Department of the
Treasury, the Executive Office of the Presi-
dent, the Judiciary, the Federal Communica-
tions Commission, the Federal Trade Com-
mission, the General Services Administra-
tion, the National Archives and Records Ad-
ministration, the Securities and Exchange
Commission, and the Small Business Admin-
istration shall provide the Committees on
Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate a quarterly accounting
of the cumulative balances of any unobli-
gated funds.

SEC. 619. (a)(1) Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, an Executive agency cov-
ered by this Act otherwise authorized to
enter into contracts for either leases or the
construction or alteration of real property
for office, meeting, storage, or other space
must consult with the General Services Ad-
ministration before issuing a solicitation for
offers of new leases or construction con-
tracts, and in the case of succeeding leases,
before entering into negotiations with the
current lessor.

(2) Any such agency with authority to
enter into an emergency lease may do so
during any period declared by the President
to require emergency leasing authority with
respect to such agency.

(b) For purposes of this section, the term
‘“‘Executive agency covered by this Act”
means any Executive agency provided funds
by this Act, but does not include the General
Services Administration or the United
States Postal Service.

SEC. 620. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used by the Federal Trade
Commission to complete the draft report en-
titled ‘‘Interagency Working Group on Food
Marketed to Children: Preliminary Proposed
Nutrition Principles to Guide Industry Self-
Regulatory Efforts’” unless the Interagency
Working Group on Food Marketed to Chil-
dren complies with Executive Order No.
13563.

SEC. 621. None of the funds made available
by this or any other Act may be used to pay
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the salaries and expenses for the following
positions:

(1) Director, White House Office of Health
Reform, or any substantially similar posi-
tion.

(2) Assistant to the President for Energy
and Climate Change, or any substantially
similar position.

(3) Senior Advisor to the Secretary of the
Treasury assigned to the Presidential Task
Force on the Auto Industry and Senior Coun-
selor for Manufacturing Policy, or any sub-
stantially similar position.

(4) White House Director of Urban Affairs,
or any substantially similar position.

SEC. 622. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to enter into a con-
tract, memorandum of understanding, or co-
operative agreement with, make a grant to,
or provide a loan or loan guarantee to, any
corporation that has any unpaid Federal tax
liability that has been assessed, for which all
judicial and administrative remedies have
been exhausted or have lapsed, and that is
not being paid in a timely manner pursuant
to an agreement with the authority respon-
sible for collecting the tax liability, where
the awarding agency is aware of the unpaid
tax liability, unless the Federal agency has
considered suspension or debarment of the
corporation and has made a determination
that this further action is not necessary to
protect the interests of the Government.

SEC. 623. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to enter into a con-
tract, memorandum of understanding, or co-
operative agreement with, make a grant to,
or provide a loan or loan guarantee to, any
corporation that was convicted of a felony
criminal violation under any Federal law
within the preceding 24 months, where the
awarding agency is aware of the conviction,
unless the Federal agency has considered
suspension or debarment of the corporation
and has made a determination that this fur-
ther action is not necessary to protect the
interests of the Government.

SEC. 624. (a) There are appropriated for the
following activities the amounts required
under current law:

(1) Compensation of the President (3 U.S.C.
102).

(2) Payments to—

(A) the Judicial Officers’ Retirement Fund
(28 U.S.C. 377(0));

(B) the Judicial Survivors’ Annuities Fund
(28 U.S.C. 376(c)); and

(C) the United States Court of Federal
Claims Judges’ Retirement Fund (28 U.S.C.
178(1)).

(3) Payment of Government contribu-
tions—

(A) with respect to the health benefits of
retired employees, as authorized by chapter
89 of title 5, United States Code, and the Re-
tired Federal Employees Health Benefits Act
(74 Stat. 849); and

(B) with respect to the life insurance bene-
fits for employees retiring after December
31, 1989 (5 U.S.C. ch. 87).

(4) Payment to finance the unfunded liabil-
ity of new and increased annuity benefits
under the Civil Service Retirement and Dis-
ability Fund (5 U.S.C. 8348).

(56) Payment of annuities authorized to be
paid from the Civil Service Retirement and
Disability Fund by statutory provisions
other than subchapter III of chapter 83 or
chapter 84 of title 5, United States Code.

(b) Nothing in this section may be con-
strued to exempt any amount appropriated
by this section from any otherwise applica-
ble limitation on the use of funds contained
in this Act.

SEC. 625. During fiscal year 2015, no funds
shall be obligated from the Securities and
Exchange Commission Reserve Fund estab-
lished by section 991 of the Dodd-Frank Wall
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Street Reform and Consumer Protection Act
(Public Law 111-203).

0 2230

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MS. WATERS

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

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

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 104, after line 21, insert the following:

SEC. . Section 204 of the Investment
Advisers Act of 1940 (15 U.S.C. 80b-4) is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

*‘(e) INSPECTION AND EXAMINATION FEES.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commission shall
collect an annual fee from investment advis-
ers that are subject to inspection or exam-
ination by the Commission under this title
to defray the cost of such inspections and ex-
aminations.

¢(2) EXEMPTIONS FOR CERTAIN STATE-REGU-
LATED INVESTMENT ADVISERS.—No fees shall
be collected under this subsection from any
investment adviser that is prohibited from
registering with the Commission under sec-
tion 203 by reason of section 203A.

‘“(3) FEE AMOUNTS.—

‘“(A) AMOUNT TO BE COLLECTED.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Commission shall
seek to ensure that the aggregate amount of
fees collected under this subsection with re-
spect to a specific fiscal year are equal to the
estimated cost of the Commission in car-
rying out additional inspections and exami-
nations for such fiscal year.

¢‘(i1) ADDITIONAL INSPECTIONS AND EXAMINA-
TIONS DEFINED.—For purposes of this sub-
paragraph and with respect to a fiscal year,
the term ‘additional inspections and exami-
nations’ means those inspections and exami-
nations of investment advisers under this
title for such fiscal year that exceed the
number of inspections and examinations of
investment advisers under this title con-
ducted during fiscal year 2012.

‘“(B) FEE CALCULATION FORMULA.—The
Commission shall establish by rulemaking a
formula for determining the fee amount to
be assessed against individual investment
advisers, which shall take into account the
following factors:

‘(i) The anticipated costs of conducting in-
spections and examinations of investment
advisers under this title, including the an-
ticipated frequency of such inspections and
examinations.

‘(i) The investment adviser’s size, includ-
ing the assets under management of the in-
vestment adviser.

‘‘(iii) The number and type of clients of the
investment adviser, and the extent to which
the adviser’s clients pay other fees estab-
lished by the Commission, including reg-
istration and transaction fees.

‘“(iv) Such other objective factors, such as
risk characteristics, as the Commission de-
termines to be appropriate.

“(C) ADJUSTMENT OF FORMULA.—Prior to
the end of each fiscal year, the Commission
shall review the fee calculation formula and,
if, after allowing for a period of public com-
ment, the Commission determines that the
formula needs to be revised, the Commission
shall revise such formula before fees are as-
sessed for the following fiscal year.

‘“(4) PUBLIC DISCLOSURES.—The Commission
shall make the following information pub-
licly available, including on the Web site of
the Commission:

‘“(A) The formula used to determine the fee
amount to be assessed against individual in-
vestment advisers, and any adjustment made
to such formula.

‘(B) The factors used to determine such
formula, including any additional objective
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factors used by the Commission pursuant to
paragraph (3)(B)(iv).

““(5) AUDIT.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States shall, every 2 years,
conduct an audit of the use of the fees col-
lected by the Commission under this sub-
section, the reviews of the formula used to
calculate such fees, and any adjustments
made by the Commission to such formula.

‘(B) REPORT.—After conducting each audit
required under subparagraph (A), the Comp-
troller General shall issue a report on such
audit to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban
Affairs of the Senate.

¢“(6) TREATMENT OF FEES.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Funds derived from fees
assessed under this subsection shall be avail-
able to the Commission, without further ap-
propriation or fiscal year limitation, to pay
any costs associated with inspecting and ex-
amining investment advisers that are sub-
ject to inspection and examination under
this title.

‘(B) FUNDS NOT PUBLIC FUNDS.—Funds de-
rived from fees assessed under this sub-
section shall not be construed to be Govern-
ment or public funds or appropriated money.
Notwithstanding any other provision of law,
funds derived from fees assessed under this
subsection shall not be subject to apportion-
ment for the purpose of chapter 15 of title 31,
United States Code, or under any other au-
thority.

“(C) FUNDS SUPPLEMENTAL TO OTHER
AMOUNTS.—Funds derived from fees assessed
under this subsection shall supplement, and
be in addition to, any other amounts avail-
able to the Commission, under a regular ap-
propriation or otherwise, for the purpose de-
scribed in subparagraph (A).”.

Mr. CRENSHAW (during the read-
ing). Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of
order on the gentlewoman’s amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR. A point of order
is reserved.

The Clerk will continue to report the
amendment.

The Clerk continued to read.

Ms. WATERS (during the reading).
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent to dispense with the reading.

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

There was no objection.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 661, the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. WATERS) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California.

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Chairman, my
amendment is a commonsense provi-
sion that would help reverse some of
the damaging efforts directed at the
SEC we have seen this Congress, efforts
that have been squarely aimed at
hamstringing the Commission, includ-
ing: underfunding the SEC by $300 mil-
lion, or 20 percent below the Presi-
dent’s fiscal year 2015 request; bogging
down the SEC in onerous cost-benefit
analysis provisions that would divert
resources away from important efforts,
like enforcement; and myriad attempts
in the Financial Services Committee to
limit the information available to re-
tirees that make decisions about
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whether to put their hard-earned
money into public companies.

My amendment would help to coun-
teract these efforts by providing the
SEC with the authority to impose and
collect reasonable user fees on feder-
ally registered investment advisers for
the purpose of increasing the number
and frequency of SEC examinations.
This is consistent with my bill, H.R.
1627, the Investment Adviser Examina-
tion Improvement Act, which I have
coauthored with Representative
DELANEY.

Today, investment advisers may go
more than a decade before being visited
by the SEC. It is absolutely essential
that we improve the oversight of in-
vestment advisers, the people that
manage the assets of millions of indi-
vidual and institutional investors
across the country. This is particularly
true if we are underfunding the SEC by
$300 million, as this underlying bill
proposes.

The SEC currently only examines ap-
proximately 9 percent of advisers annu-
ally out of the almost 11,000 advisers
registered with the Commission. The
legislation and this amendment pro-
vide the SEC with additional resources
to conduct more examinations and pro-
tect investors.

I believe this amendment and our bill
provides the simplest, most efficient
solution to the problem of inadequate
adviser oversight. Also, because the
user fees contemplated in the amend-
ment would only be used to fund the
regulation of investment advisers and
not to subsidize other functions at the
SEC, I think that this option would be
more cost-effective for the industry. In
fact, a study by the Boston Consulting
Group supports that point.

This amendment will help the SEC to
close this resource gap. By entrusting
this responsibility to the Commission,
it will also leverage their 70-year his-
tory of experience in this regulatory
role and prevent the establishment of a
duplicative SRO bureaucracy.

In addition to consumer and retiree
advocates, my bill is supported by the
investment adviser industry, including
the Investment Adviser Association,
the Financial Planning Association,
the National Association of Personal
Financial Advisers, and the Certified
Financial Planner Board. They support
my bill because they know that clear
rules of the road and robust examina-
tions bolster public confidence in the
market and ultimately help their bot-
tom line.

I urge the adoption of this amend-
ment, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

POINT OF ORDER

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I
make a point of order against the
amendment because it proposes to
change existing law and constitutes
legislation in an appropriation bill and,
therefore, violates clause 2 of rule XXI.

The rule states, in pertinent part:

‘““An amendment to a general appro-
priation bill shall not be in order if
changing existing law.”’
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This amendment directly amends ex-
isting law.

I ask for a ruling from the Chair.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. THOMPSON of
Pennsylvania). Does any other Member
wish to be heard on the point of order?

If not, the Chair is prepared to rule.

The Chair finds that this amendment
directly amends existing law. The
amendment, therefore, constitutes leg-
islation in violation of clause 2 of rule
XXI. The point of order is sustained,
and the amendment is not in order.

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 626. None of the funds made available
by this Act shall be used by the Securities
and Exchange Commission to finalize, issue,
or implement any rule, regulation, or order
regarding the disclosure of political con-
tributions, contributions to tax exempt orga-
nizations, or dues paid to trade associations.

SEC. 627. Section 2(c) of the Multinational
Species Conservation Fund Semipostal
Stamp Act of 2010 (Public Law 111-241; 39
U.S.C. 416 note) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘2 years”
and inserting ‘‘6 years’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘() STAMP DEPICTIONS.—Members of the
public shall be offered a choice of 5 stamps
under this Act, depicting an African ele-
phant or an Asian elephant, a rhinoceros, a
tiger, a marine turtle, and a great ape, re-
spectively.”.

SEC. 628. (a) Not later than 180 days after
the date of enactment of this section, the
agencies specified in subsection (b) shall
each submit a report to the Committees on
Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate on—

(1) increasing public participation in the
rulemaking process and reducing uncer-
tainty;

(2) improving coordination with other Fed-
eral agencies to eliminate redundant, incon-
sistent, and overlapping regulations; and

(3) identifying existing regulations that
have been reviewed and determined to be
outmoded, ineffective, or excessively burden-
some.

(b) The agencies required to submit a re-
port specified in subsection (a) are—

(1) the Consumer Product Safety Commis-
sion;

(2) the Federal Communications Commis-
sion;

(3) the Federal Trade Commission; and

(4) the Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I
ask unanimous consent that the re-
mainder of the bill through page 152,
line 9, be considered as read, printed in
the RECORD, and open to amendment at
any point.

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

There was no objection.

The text of that portion of the bill is
as follows:

SEC. 629. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used to award a contract
for services to train any employee of an Ex-
ecutive agency (as that term is defined in
section 105 of title 5, United States Code) to
learn how to support or defeat legislation
pending before Congress.

SEC. 630. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able in this Act to the Internal Revenue
Service may be used to destroy, deface, or
dispose of records, regardless of their phys-
ical form or characteristics, in contraven-
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tion of chapters 29, 31, and 33 of title 44,
United States Code (commonly referred to as
the Federal Records Act).

(b) Not later than 90 days after the date of
enactment of this Act, the Archivist of the
United States shall conduct an inspection
and submit a report to the Committees on
Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate, the House Committee
on Oversight and Government Reform, and
the Senate Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Government Affairs on the compli-
ance by the Internal Revenue Service with
the provisions of chapters 29, 31, and 33 of
title 44, United States Code, during calendar
years 2009 through 2013.

SEC. 631. None of the funds made available
by this Act may be used to require the dis-
closure by a provider of an electronic com-
munication service or a remote computing
service of the contents or related informa-
tion detailed in section 2703(c) of title 18,
United States Code, of a wire or electronic
communication that is in electronic storage
with or otherwise held or maintained by the
provider, as such terms are defined in section
2510 of title 18, United States Code, by any
other than a means authorized under section
2703(b)(1)(A) of title 18, United States Code.

SEC. 632. Section 716 of the Dodd-Frank
Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protec-
tion Act (15 U.S.C. 8305) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—

(A) in paragraph (2)(B), by striking ‘‘in-
sured depository institution’” and inserting
‘‘covered depository institution”’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following:

“(3) COVERED DEPOSITORY INSTITUTION.—
The term ‘covered depository institution’
means—

‘““(A) an insured depository institution, as
that term is defined in section 3 of the Fed-
eral Deposit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1813);
and

“(B) a United States uninsured branch or
agency of a foreign bank.”’;

(2) in subsection (¢c)—

(A) in the heading for such subsection, by
striking ‘“INSURED’’ and inserting ‘‘Cov-
ERED”’;

(B) by striking ‘‘an insured’’ and inserting
‘‘a covered’’;

(C) by striking ‘‘such insured’” and insert-
ing ‘‘such covered’’; and

(D) by striking ‘‘or savings and loan hold-
ing company’” and inserting ‘‘savings and
loan holding company, or foreign banking or-
ganization (as such term is defined under
Regulation K of the Board of Governors of
the Federal Reserve System (12 C.F.R.
211.21(0)))"’;

(3) by amending subsection (d) to read as
follows:

‘‘(d) ONLY BONA FIDE HEDGING AND TRADI-
TIONAL BANK ACTIVITIES PERMITTED.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The prohibition in sub-
section (a) shall not apply to any covered de-
pository institution that limits its swap and
security-based swap activities to the fol-
lowing:

““(A) HEDGING AND OTHER SIMILAR RISK MITI-
GATION ACTIVITIES.—Hedging and other simi-
lar risk mitigating activities directly related
to the covered depository institution’s ac-
tivities.

‘‘(B) NON-STRUCTURED FINANCE SWAP ACTIVI-
TIES.—Acting as a swaps entity for swaps or
security-based swaps other than a structured
finance swap.

“(C) CERTAIN STRUCTURED FINANCE SWAP
ACTIVITIES.—Acting as a swaps entity for
swaps or security-based swaps that are struc-
tured finance swaps, if—

‘(1) such structured finance swaps are un-
dertaken for hedging or risk management
purposes; or

‘“(ii) each asset-backed security underlying
such structured finance swaps is of a credit
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quality and of a type or category with re-
spect to which the prudential regulators
have jointly adopted rules authorizing swap
or security-based swap activity by covered
depository institutions.

‘‘(2) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub-
section:

““(A) STRUCTURED FINANCE SWAP.—The term
‘structured finance swap’ means a swap or
security-based swap based on an asset-
backed security (or group or index primarily
comprised of asset-backed securities).

‘“(B) ASSET-BACKED SECURITY.—The term
‘asset-backed security’ has the meaning
given such term under section 3(a) of the Se-
curities Exchange Act of 1934 (15 U.S.C.
78c(a)).”’;

(4) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘an in-
sured” and inserting ‘‘a covered’’; and

(5) in subsection (f)—

(A) by striking ‘“‘an insured depository”’
and inserting ‘‘a covered depository’’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘the insured depository’’
each place such term appears and inserting
‘“‘the covered depository’’.

TITLE VII

GENERAL PROVISIONS—GOVERNMENT-
WIDE

DEPARTMENTS, AGENCIES, AND CORPORATIONS
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

SEC. 701. No department, agency, or instru-
mentality of the United States receiving ap-
propriated funds under this or any other Act
for fiscal year 2015 shall obligate or expend
any such funds, unless such department,
agency, or instrumentality has in place, and
will continue to administer in good faith, a
written policy designed to ensure that all of
its workplaces are free from the illegal use,
possession, or distribution of controlled sub-
stances (as defined in the Controlled Sub-
stances Act (21 U.S.C. 802)) by the officers
and employees of such department, agency,
or instrumentality.

SEC. 702. Unless otherwise specifically pro-
vided, the maximum amount allowable dur-
ing the current fiscal year in accordance
with subsection 1343(c) of title 31, United
States Code, for the purchase of any pas-
senger motor vehicle (exclusive of buses, am-
bulances, law enforcement vehicles, protec-
tive vehicles, and undercover surveillance
vehicles), is hereby fixed at $13,197 except
station wagons for which the maximum shall
be $13,631: Provided, That these limits may be
exceeded by not to exceed $3,700 for police-
type vehicles, and by not to exceed $4,000 for
special heavy-duty vehicles: Provided further,
That the limits set forth in this section may
not be exceeded by more than 5 percent for
electric or hybrid vehicles purchased for
demonstration under the provisions of the
Electric and Hybrid Vehicle Research, Devel-
opment, and Demonstration Act of 1976: Pro-
vided further, That the limits set forth in this
section may be exceeded by the incremental
cost of clean alternative fuels vehicles ac-
quired pursuant to Public Law 101-549 over
the cost of comparable conventionally fueled
vehicles: Provided further, That the limits set
forth in this section shall not apply to any
vehicle that is a commercial item and which
operates on emerging motor vehicle tech-
nology, including but not limited to electric,
plug-in hybrid electric, and hydrogen fuel
cell vehicles.

SEC. 703. Appropriations of the executive
departments and independent establishments
for the current fiscal year available for ex-
penses of travel, or for the expenses of the
activity concerned, are hereby made avail-
able for quarters allowances and cost-of-liv-
ing allowances, in accordance with 5 U.S.C.
5922 through 5924.

SEC. 704. Unless otherwise specified in law,
during the current fiscal year, no part of any
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appropriation contained in this or any other
Act shall be used to pay the compensation of
any officer or employee of the Government
of the United States (including any agency
the majority of the stock of which is owned
by the Government of the United States)
whose post of duty is in the continental
United States unless such person: (1) is a cit-
izen of the United States; (2) is a person who
is lawfully admitted for permanent residence
and is seeking citizenship as outlined in 8
U.S.C. 1324b(a)(3)(B); (3) is a person who is
admitted as a refugee under 8 U.S.C. 1157 or
is granted asylum under 8 U.S.C. 1158 and has
filed a declaration of intention to become a
lawful permanent resident and then a citizen
when eligible; or (4) is a person who owes al-
legiance to the United States: Provided, That
for purposes of this section, affidavits signed
by any such person shall be considered prima
facie evidence that the requirements of this
section with respect to his or her status are
being complied with: Provided further, That
for purposes of subsections (2) and (3) such
affidavits shall be submitted prior to em-
ployment and updated thereafter as nec-
essary: Provided further, That any payment
made to any officer or employee contrary to
the provisions of this section shall be recov-
erable in action by the Federal Government:
Provided further, That this section shall not
apply to any person who is an officer or em-
ployee of the Government of the United
States on the date of enactment of this Act,
or to international broadcasters employed by
the Broadcasting Board of Governors, or to
temporary employment of translators, or to
temporary employment in the field service
(not to exceed 60 days) as a result of emer-
gencies: Provided further, That this section
does not apply to the employment as
Wildland firefighters for not more than 120
days of nonresident aliens employed by the
Department of the Interior or the USDA For-
est Service pursuant to an agreement with
another country.

SEC. 705. Appropriations available to any
department or agency during the current fis-
cal year for necessary expenses, including
maintenance or operating expenses, shall
also be available for payment to the General
Services Administration for charges for
space and services and those expenses of ren-
ovation and alteration of buildings and fa-
cilities which constitute public improve-
ments performed in accordance with the
Public Buildings Act of 1959 (73 Stat. 479),
the Public Buildings Amendments of 1972 (86
Stat. 216), or other applicable law.

SEC. 706. In addition to funds provided in
this or any other Act, all Federal agencies
are authorized to receive and use funds re-
sulting from the sale of materials, including
Federal records disposed of pursuant to a
records schedule recovered through recycling
or waste prevention programs. Such funds
shall be available until expended for the fol-
lowing purposes:

(1) Acquisition, waste reduction and pre-
vention, and recycling programs as described
in Executive Order No. 13423 (January 24,
2007), including any such programs adopted
prior to the effective date of the Executive
Order.

(2) Other Federal agency environmental
management programs, including, but not
limited to, the development and implemen-
tation of hazardous waste management and
pollution prevention programs.

(3) Other employee programs as authorized
by law or as deemed appropriate by the head
of the Federal agency.

SEC. 707. Funds made available by this or
any other Act for administrative expenses in
the current fiscal year of the corporations
and agencies subject to chapter 91 of title 31,
United States Code, shall be available, in ad-
dition to objects for which such funds are
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otherwise available, for rent in the District
of Columbia; services in accordance with 5
U.S.C. 3109; and the objects specified under
this head, all the provisions of which shall be
applicable to the expenditure of such funds
unless otherwise specified in the Act by
which they are made available: Provided,
That in the event any functions budgeted as
administrative expenses are subsequently
transferred to or paid from other funds, the
limitations on administrative expenses shall
be correspondingly reduced.

SEC. 708. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this or any other Act shall be
available for interagency financing of boards
(except Federal Executive Boards), commis-
sions, councils, committees, or similar
groups (whether or not they are interagency
entities) which do not have a prior and spe-
cific statutory approval to receive financial
support from more than one agency or in-
strumentality.

SEC. 709. None of the funds made available
pursuant to the provisions of this or any
other Act shall be used to implement, admin-
ister, or enforce any regulation which has
been disapproved pursuant to a joint resolu-
tion duly adopted in accordance with the ap-
plicable law of the United States.

SEC. 710. During the period in which the
head of any department or agency, or any
other officer or civilian employee of the Fed-
eral Government appointed by the President
of the United States, holds office, no funds
may be obligated or expended in excess of
$5,000 to furnish or redecorate the office of
such department head, agency head, officer,
or employee, or to purchase furniture or
make improvements for any such office, un-
less advance notice of such furnishing or re-
decoration is transmitted to the Committees
on Appropriations of the House of Represent-
atives and the Senate. For the purposes of
this section, the term ‘‘office’’ shall include
the entire suite of offices assigned to the in-
dividual, as well as any other space used pri-
marily by the individual or the use of which
is directly controlled by the individual.

SEC. 711. Notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 1346, or
section 708 of this Act, funds made available
for the current fiscal year by this or any
other Act shall be available for the inter-
agency funding of national security and
emergency preparedness telecommunications
initiatives which benefit multiple Federal
departments, agencies, or entities, as pro-
vided by Executive Order No. 13618 (July 6,
2012).

SEC. 712. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able by this or any other Act may be obli-
gated or expended by any department, agen-
cy, or other instrumentality of the Federal
Government to pay the salaries or expenses
of any individual appointed to a position of
a confidential or policy-determining char-
acter that is excepted from the competitive
service under section 3302 of title 5, United
States Code, (pursuant to schedule C of sub-
part C of part 213 of title 5 of the Code of
Federal Regulations) unless the head of the
applicable department, agency, or other in-
strumentality employing such schedule C in-
dividual certifies to the Director of the Of-
fice of Personnel Management that the
schedule C position occupied by the indi-
vidual was not created solely or primarily in
order to detail the individual to the White
House.

(b) The provisions of this section shall not
apply to Federal employees or members of
the armed forces detailed to or from an ele-
ment of the intelligence community (as that
term is defined under section 3(4) of the Na-
tional Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C.
3003(4))).

SEC. 713. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this or any other Act shall be
available for the payment of the salary of
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any officer or employee of the Federal Gov-
ernment, who—

(1) prohibits or prevents, or attempts or
threatens to prohibit or prevent, any other
officer or employee of the Federal Govern-
ment from having any direct oral or written
communication or contact with any Member,
committee, or subcommittee of the Congress
in connection with any matter pertaining to
the employment of such other officer or em-
ployee or pertaining to the department or
agency of such other officer or employee in
any way, irrespective of whether such com-
munication or contact is at the initiative of
such other officer or employee or in response
to the request or inquiry of such Member,
committee, or subcommittee; or

(2) removes, suspends from duty without
pay, demotes, reduces in rank, seniority, sta-
tus, pay, or performance or efficiency rating,
denies promotion to, relocates, reassigns,
transfers, disciplines, or discriminates in re-
gard to any employment right, entitlement,
or benefit, or any term or condition of em-
ployment of, any other officer or employee
of the Federal Government, or attempts or
threatens to commit any of the foregoing ac-
tions with respect to such other officer or
employee, by reason of any communication
or contact of such other officer or employee
with any Member, committee, or sub-
committee of the Congress as described in
paragraph (1).

SEC. 714. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able in this or any other Act may be obli-
gated or expended for any employee training
that—

(1) does not meet identified needs for
knowledge, skills, and abilities bearing di-
rectly upon the performance of official du-
ties;

(2) contains elements likely to induce high
levels of emotional response or psychological
stress in some participants;

(3) does not require prior employee notifi-
cation of the content and methods to be used
in the training and written end of course
evaluation;

(4) contains any methods or content associ-
ated with religious or quasi-religious belief
systems or ‘“‘new age’’ belief systems as de-
fined in Equal Employment Opportunity
Commission Notice N-915.022, dated Sep-
tember 2, 1988; or

(5) is offensive to, or designed to change,
participants’ personal values or lifestyle out-
side the workplace.

(b) Nothing in this section shall prohibit,
restrict, or otherwise preclude an agency
from conducting training bearing directly
upon the performance of official duties.

SEC. 715. No part of any funds appropriated
in this or any other Act shall be used by an
agency of the executive branch, other than
for normal and recognized executive-legisla-
tive relationships, for publicity or propa-
ganda purposes, and for the preparation, dis-
tribution or use of any kit, pamphlet, book-
let, publication, radio, television, or film
presentation designed to support or defeat
legislation pending before the Congress, ex-
cept in presentation to the Congress itself.

SEC. 716. None of the funds appropriated by
this or any other Act may be used by an
agency to provide a Federal employee’s
home address to any labor organization ex-
cept when the employee has authorized such
disclosure or when such disclosure has been
ordered by a court of competent jurisdiction.

SEC. 717. None of the funds made available
in this or any other Act may be used to pro-
vide any non-public information such as
mailing, telephone or electronic mailing
lists to any person or any organization out-
side of the Federal Government without the
approval of the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and
the Senate.
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SEC. 718. No part of any appropriation con-
tained in this or any other Act shall be used
directly or indirectly, including by private
contractor, for publicity or propaganda pur-
poses within the United States not here-
tofore authorized by Congress.

SEC. 719. (a) In this section, the term
‘“‘agency’’—

(1) means an Executive agency, as defined
under 5 U.S.C. 105; and

(2) includes a military department, as de-
fined under section 102 of such title, the
Postal Service, and the Postal Regulatory
Commission.

(b) Unless authorized in accordance with
law or regulations to use such time for other
purposes, an employee of an agency shall use
official time in an honest effort to perform
official duties. An employee not under a
leave system, including a Presidential ap-
pointee exempted under 5 U.S.C. 6301(2), has
an obligation to expend an honest effort and
a reasonable proportion of such employee’s
time in the performance of official duties.

SEC. 720. Notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 1346
and section 708 of this Act, funds made avail-
able for the current fiscal year by this or any
other Act to any department or agency,
which is a member of the Federal Account-
ing Standards Advisory Board (FASAB),
shall be available to finance an appropriate
share of FASAB administrative costs.

SEC. 721. Notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 1346
and section 708 of this Act, the head of each
Executive department and agency is hereby
authorized to transfer to or reimburse ‘‘Gen-
eral Services Administration, Government-
wide Policy” with the approval of the Direc-
tor of the Office of Management and Budget,
funds made available for the current fiscal
year by this or any other Act, including re-
bates from charge card and other contracts:
Provided, That these funds shall be adminis-
tered by the Administrator of General Serv-
ices to support Government-wide and other
multi-agency financial, information tech-
nology, procurement, and other management
innovations, initiatives, and activities, as
approved by the Director of the Office of
Management and Budget, in consultation
with the appropriate interagency and multi-
agency groups designated by the Director
(including the President’s Management
Council for overall management improve-
ment initiatives, the Chief Financial Officers
Council for financial management initia-
tives, the Chief Information Officers Council
for information technology initiatives, the
Chief Human Capital Officers Council for
human capital initiatives, the Chief Acquisi-
tion Officers Council for procurement initia-
tives, and the Performance Improvement
Council for performance improvement initia-
tives): Provided further, That the total funds
transferred or reimbursed shall not exceed
$17,000,000 for Government-Wide innovations,
initiatives, and activities: Provided further,
That the funds transferred to or for reim-
bursement of ‘“‘General Services Administra-
tion, Government-wide Policy” during fiscal
year 2015 shall remain available for obliga-
tion through September 30, 2016: Provided fur-
ther, That such transfers or reimbursements
may only be made after 15 days following no-
tification of the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and
the Senate by the Director of the Office of
Management and Budget.

SEC. 722. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, a woman may breastfeed her
child at any location in a Federal building or
on Federal property, if the woman and her
child are otherwise authorized to be present
at the location.

SEC. 723. Notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 1346, or
section 708 of this Act, funds made available
for the current fiscal year by this or any
other Act shall be available for the inter-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

agency funding of specific projects, work-
shops, studies, and similar efforts to carry
out the purposes of the National Science and
Technology Council (authorized by Execu-
tive Order No. 12881), which benefit multiple
Federal departments, agencies, or entities:
Provided, That the Office of Management and
Budget shall provide a report describing the
budget of and resources connected with the
National Science and Technology Council to
the Committees on Appropriations, the
House Committee on Science and Tech-
nology, and the Senate Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation 90 days
after enactment of this Act.

SEC. 724. Any request for proposals, solici-
tation, grant application, form, notification,
press release, or other publications involving
the distribution of Federal funds shall indi-
cate the agency providing the funds, the
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Number, as applicable, and the amount pro-
vided: Provided, That this section shall apply
to direct payments, formula funds, and
grants received by a State receiving Federal
funds.

SEC. 725. (a) PROHIBITION OF FEDERAL AGEN-
CY MONITORING OF INDIVIDUALS’ INTERNET
USE.—None of the funds made available in
this or any other Act may be used by any
Federal agency—

(1) to collect, review, or create any aggre-
gation of data, derived from any means, that
includes any personally identifiable informa-
tion relating to an individual’s access to or
use of any Federal Government Internet site
of the agency; or

(2) to enter into any agreement with a
third party (including another government
agency) to collect, review, or obtain any ag-
gregation of data, derived from any means,
that includes any personally identifiable in-
formation relating to an individual’s access
to or use of any nongovernmental Internet
site.

(b) EXCEPTIONS.—The limitations estab-
lished in subsection (a) shall not apply to—

(1) any record of aggregate data that does
not identify particular persons;

(2) any voluntary submission of personally
identifiable information;

(3) any action taken for law enforcement,
regulatory, or supervisory purposes, in ac-
cordance with applicable law; or

(4) any action described in subsection (a)(1)
that is a system security action taken by the
operator of an Internet site and is nec-
essarily incident to providing the Internet
site services or to protecting the rights or
property of the provider of the Internet site.

(c) DEFINITIONS.—For the purposes of this
section:

(1) The term ‘‘regulatory’ means agency
actions to implement, interpret or enforce
authorities provided in law.

(2) The term ‘‘supervisory’” means exami-
nations of the agency’s supervised institu-
tions, including assessing safety and sound-
ness, overall financial condition, manage-
ment practices and policies and compliance
with applicable standards as provided in law.

SEC. 726. (a) None of the funds appropriated
by this Act may be used to enter into or
renew a contract which includes a provision
providing prescription drug coverage, except
where the contract also includes a provision
for contraceptive coverage.

(b) Nothing in this section shall apply to a
contract with—

(1) any of the following religious plans:

(A) Personal Care’s HMO; and

(B) OSF HealthPlans, Inc.; and

(2) any existing or future plan, if the car-
rier for the plan objects to such coverage on
the basis of religious beliefs.

(c) In implementing this section, any plan
that enters into or renews a contract under
this section may not subject any individual
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to discrimination on the basis that the indi-
vidual refuses to prescribe or otherwise pro-
vide for contraceptives because such activi-
ties would be contrary to the individual’s re-
ligious beliefs or moral convictions.

(d) Nothing in this section shall be con-
strued to require coverage of abortion or
abortion-related services.

SEC. 727. The United States is committed
to ensuring the health of its Olympic, Pan
American, and Paralympic athletes, and sup-
ports the strict adherence to anti-doping in
sport through testing, adjudication, edu-
cation, and research as performed by nation-
ally recognized oversight authorities.

SEC. 728. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, funds appropriated for official
travel to Federal departments and agencies
may be used by such departments and agen-
cies, if consistent with Office of Management
and Budget Circular A-126 regarding official
travel for Government personnel, to partici-
pate in the fractional aircraft ownership
pilot program.

SEC. 729. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, none of the funds appropriated or
made available under this or any other ap-
propriations Act may be used to implement
or enforce restrictions or limitations on the
Coast Guard Congressional Fellowship Pro-
gram, or to implement the proposed regula-
tions of the Office of Personnel Management
to add sections 300.311 through 300.316 to part
300 of title 5 of the Code of Federal Regula-
tions, published in the Federal Register, vol-
ume 68, number 174, on September 9, 2003 (re-
lating to the detail of executive branch em-
ployees to the legislative branch).

SEC. 730. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, no executive branch agency shall
purchase, construct, or lease any additional
facilities, except within or contiguous to ex-
isting locations, to be used for the purpose of
conducting Federal law enforcement train-
ing without the advance approval of the
Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate, except
that the Federal Law Enforcement Training
Center is authorized to obtain the temporary
use of additional facilities by lease, contract,
or other agreement for training which can-
not be accommodated in existing Center fa-
cilities.

SEC. 731. Unless otherwise authorized by
existing law, none of the funds provided in
this or any other Act may be used by an ex-
ecutive branch agency to produce any pre-
packaged news story intended for broadcast
or distribution in the United States, unless
the story includes a clear notification within
the text or audio of the prepackaged news
story that the prepackaged news story was
prepared or funded by that executive branch
agency.

SEC. 732. None of the funds made available
in this Act may be used in contravention of
section 552a of title 5, United States Code
(popularly known as the Privacy Act), and
regulations implementing that section.

SEC. T733. (a) IN GENERAL.—None of the
funds appropriated or otherwise made avail-
able by this or any other Act may be used for
any Federal Government contract with any
foreign incorporated entity which is treated
as an inverted domestic corporation under
section 835(b) of the Homeland Security Act
of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 395(b)) or any subsidiary of
such an entity.

(b) WAIVERS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Any Secretary shall waive
subsection (a) with respect to any Federal
Government contract under the authority of
such Secretary if the Secretary determines
that the waiver is required in the interest of
national security.

(2) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Any Secretary
issuing a waiver under paragraph (1) shall re-
port such issuance to Congress.
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(c) EXCEPTION.—This section shall not
apply to any Federal Government contract
entered into before the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, or to any task order issued
pursuant to such contract.

SEC. 734. During fiscal year 2015, for each
employee who—

(1) retires under section 8336(d)(2) or
8414(b)(1)(B) of title 5, United States Code, or

(2) retires under any other provision of
subchapter III of chapter 83 or chapter 84 of
such title 5 and receives a payment as an in-
centive to separate, the separating agency
shall remit to the Civil Service Retirement
and Disability Fund an amount equal to the
Office of Personnel Management’s average
unit cost of processing a retirement claim
for the preceding fiscal year. Such amounts
shall be available until expended to the Of-
fice of Personnel Management and shall be
deemed to be an administrative expense
under section 8348(a)(1)(B) of title 5, United
States Code.

SEC. 735. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able in this or any other Act may be used to
recommend or require any entity submitting
an offer for a Federal contract or otherwise
performing or participating in acquisition at
any stage of the acquisition process (as de-
fined in section 131 of title 41, United States
Code) of property or services by the Federal
Government to disclose any of the following
information as a condition of submitting the
offer or otherwise performing in or partici-
pating in such acquisition:

(1) Any payment consisting of a contribu-
tion, expenditure, independent expenditure,
or disbursement for an electioneering com-
munication that is made by the entity, its
officers or directors, or any of its affiliates
or subsidiaries to a candidate for election for
Federal office or to a political committee, or
that is otherwise made with respect to any
election for Federal office.

(2) Any disbursement of funds (other than
a payment described in paragraph (1)) made
by the entity, its officers or directors, or any
of its affiliates or subsidiaries to any person
with the intent or the reasonable expecta-
tion that the person will use the funds to
make a payment described in paragraph (1).

(b) In this section, each of the terms ‘‘con-
tribution”, ‘‘expenditure’’, ‘‘independent ex-
penditure”’, ‘‘electioneering communica-
tion”’, ‘‘candidate’, ‘‘election’’, and ‘‘Federal
office” has the meaning given such term in
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 (2
U.S.C. 431 et seq.).

SEC. 736. None of the funds made available
in this or any other Act may be used to pay
for the painting of a portrait of an officer or
employee of the Federal government, includ-
ing the President, the Vice President, a
member of Congress (including a Delegate or
a Resident Commissioner to Congress), the
head of an executive branch agency (as de-
fined in section 133 of title 41, United States
Code), or the head of an office of the legisla-
tive branch.

SEC. 737. (a)(1) Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, and except as otherwise
provided in this section, no part of any of the
funds appropriated for fiscal year 2015, by
this or any other Act, may be used to pay
any prevailing rate employee described in
section 5342(a)(2)(A) of title 5, United States
Code—

(A) during the period from the date of expi-
ration of the limitation imposed by the com-
parable section for previous fiscal years
until the normal effective date of the appli-
cable wage survey adjustment that is to take
effect in fiscal year 2015, in an amount that
exceeds the rate payable for the applicable
grade and step of the applicable wage sched-
ule in accordance with such section; and

(B) during the period consisting of the re-
mainder of fiscal year 2015, in an amount
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that exceeds, as a result of a wage survey ad-
justment, the rate payable under subpara-
graph (A) by more than the sum of—

(i) the percentage adjustment taking effect
in fiscal year 2015 under section 5303 of title
5, United States Code, in the rates of pay
under the General Schedule; and

(ii) the difference between the overall aver-
age percentage of the locality-based com-
parability payments taking effect in fiscal
yvear 2015 under section 5304 of such title
(whether by adjustment or otherwise), and
the overall average percentage of such pay-
ments which was effective in the previous
fiscal year under such section.

(2) Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, no prevailing rate employee described in
subparagraph (B) or (C) of section 5342(a)(2)
of title 5, United States Code, and no em-
ployee covered by section 5348 of such title,
may be paid during the periods for which
paragraph (1) is in effect at a rate that ex-
ceeds the rates that would be payable under
paragraph (1) were paragraph (1) applicable
to such employee.

(3) For the purposes of this subsection, the
rates payable to an employee who is covered
by this subsection and who is paid from a
schedule not in existence on September 30,
2014, shall be determined under regulations
prescribed by the Office of Personnel Man-
agement.

(4) Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, rates of premium pay for employees sub-
ject to this subsection may not be changed
from the rates in effect on September 30,
2014, except to the extent determined by the
Office of Personnel Management to be con-
sistent with the purpose of this subsection.

(5) This subsection shall apply with respect
to pay for service performed after September
30, 2014.

(6) For the purpose of administering any
provision of law (including any rule or regu-
lation that provides premium pay, retire-
ment, life insurance, or any other employee
benefit) that requires any deduction or con-
tribution, or that imposes any requirement
or limitation on the basis of a rate of salary
or basic pay, the rate of salary or basic pay
payable after the application of this sub-
section shall be treated as the rate of salary
or basic pay.

(7) Nothing in this subsection shall be con-
sidered to permit or require the payment to
any employee covered by this subsection at a
rate in excess of the rate that would be pay-
able were this subsection not in effect.

(8) The Office of Personnel Management
may provide for exceptions to the limita-
tions imposed by this subsection if the Office
determines that such exceptions are nec-
essary to ensure the recruitment or reten-
tion of qualified employees.

(b) Notwithstanding subsection (a), the ad-
justment in rates of basic pay for the statu-
tory pay systems that take place in fiscal
year 2015 under sections 5344 and 5348 of title
5, United States Code, shall be—

(1) not less than the percentage received by
employees in the same location whose rates
of basic pay are adjusted pursuant to the
statutory pay systems under sections 5303
and 5304 of title 5, United States Code: Pro-
vided, That prevailing rate employees at lo-
cations where there are no employees whose
pay is increased pursuant to sections 5303
and 5304 of title 5, United States Code, and
prevailing rate employees described in sec-
tion 5343(a)(5) of title 5, United States Code,
shall be considered to be located in the pay
locality designated as ‘‘Rest of United
States’ pursuant to section 5304 of title 5,
United States Code, for purposes of this sub-
section; and

(2) effective as of the first day of the first
applicable pay period beginning after Sep-
tember 30, 2014.
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SEC. 738. (a) The Vice President may not
receive a pay raise in calendar year 2015, not-
withstanding the rate adjustment made
under section 104 of title 3, United States
Code, or any other provision of law.

(b) An employee serving in an Executive
Schedule position, or in a position for which
the rate of pay is fixed by statute at an Ex-
ecutive Schedule rate, may not receive a pay
rate increase in calendar year 2015, notwith-
standing schedule adjustments made under
section 5318 of title 5, United States Code, or
any other provision of law, except as pro-
vided in subsection (g), (h), or (i). This sub-
section applies only to employees who are
holding a position under a political appoint-
ment.

(c) A chief of mission or ambassador at
large may not receive a pay rate increase in
calendar year 2015, notwithstanding section
401 of the Foreign Service Act of 1980 (Public
Law 96-465) or any other provision of law, ex-
cept as provided in subsection (g), (h), or (i).

(d) Notwithstanding sections 5382 and 5383
of title 5, United States Code, a pay rate in-
crease may not be received in calendar year
2015 (except as provided in subsection (g), (h),
or (1)) by—

(1) a noncareer appointee in the Senior Ex-
ecutive Service paid a rate of basic pay at or
above level IV of the Executive Schedule; or

(2) a limited term appointee or limited
emergency appointee in the Senior Execu-
tive Service serving under a political ap-
pointment and paid a rate of basic pay at or
above level IV of the Executive Schedule.

(e) Any employee paid a rate of basic pay
(including any locality-based payments
under section 5304 of title 5, United States
Code, or similar authority) at or above level
IV of the Executive Schedule who serves
under a political appointment may not re-
ceive a pay rate increase in calendar year
2015, notwithstanding any other provision of
law, except as provided in subsection (g), (h),
or (i). This subsection does not apply to em-
ployees in the General Schedule pay system
or the Foreign Service pay system, or to em-
ployees appointed under section 3161 of title
5, United States Code, or to employees in an-
other pay system whose position would be
classified at GS-15 or below if chapter 51 of
title 5, United States Code, applied to them.

(f) Nothing in subsections (b) through (e)
shall prevent employees who do not serve
under a political appointment from receiving
pay increases as otherwise provided under
applicable law.

(g) A career appointee in the Senior Execu-
tive Service who receives a Presidential ap-
pointment and who makes an election to re-
tain Senior Executive Service basic pay enti-
tlements under section 3392 of title 5, United
States Code, is not subject to this section.

(h) A member of the Senior Foreign Serv-
ice who receives a Presidential appointment
to any position in the executive branch and
who makes an election to retain Senior For-
eign Service pay entitlements under section
302(b) of the Foreign Service Act of 1980
(Public Law 96-465) is not subject to this sec-
tion.

(i) Notwithstanding subsections (b)
through (e), an employee in a covered posi-
tion may receive a pay rate increase upon an
authorized movement to a different covered
position with higher-level duties and a pre-
established higher level or range of pay, ex-
cept that any such increase must be based on
the rates of pay and applicable pay limita-
tions in effect on December 31, 2013.

(j) Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, for an individual who is newly appointed
to a covered position during the period of
time subject to this section, the initial pay
rate shall be based on the rates of pay and
applicable pay limitations in effect on De-
cember 31, 2013.
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(k) If an employee affected by subsections
(b) through (e) is subject to a biweekly pay
period that begins in calendar year 2015 but
ends in calendar year 2016, the bar on the em-
ployee’s receipt of pay rate increases shall
apply through the end of that pay period.

SEC. 739. (a) The head of any Executive
branch department, agency, board, commis-
sion, or office funded by this or any other ap-
propriations Act shall submit annual reports
to the Inspector General or senior ethics offi-
cial for any entity without an Inspector Gen-
eral, regarding the costs and contracting
procedures related to each conference held
by any such department, agency, board, com-
mission, or office during fiscal year 2015 for
which the cost to the United States Govern-
ment was more than $100,000.

(b) Each report submitted pursuant to sub-
section (a) shall include, with respect to each
conference described in subsection (a) held
during the applicable period—

(1) a description of the purpose of the con-
ference;

(2) the number of participants attending
each conference;

(3) a detailed statement of the costs to the
government for the conference, including—

(A) the cost of any food or beverages;

(B) the cost of any audio-visual services;

(C) the cost of employee or contractor
travel to and from the conference; and

(D) a discussion of the methodology used
to determine which costs relate to the con-
ference; and

(4) a description of the contracting proce-
dures used, including—

(A) whether contracts were awarded on a
competitive basis; and

(B) a discussion of any cost comparison
conducted by the departmental component
or office in evaluating potential contractors
for the conference.

(c) Not later than 15 days after the date of
a conference held by any Executive branch
department, agency, board, commission, or
office funded by this or any other appropria-
tions Act during fiscal year 2015 for which
the cost to the United States Government
was more than $20,000, the head of any such
department, agency, board, commission, or
office shall notify the Inspector General or
senior ethics official for any entity without
an Inspector General, of the date, location,
and number of employees attending such
conference.

(d) A grant or contract funded by amounts
appropriated by this or any other appropria-
tions Act may not be used for the purpose of
defraying the costs of a conference described
in subsection (c) that is not directly and pro-
grammatically related to the purpose for
which the grant or contract was awarded,
such as a conference held in connection with
planning, training, assessment, review, or
other routine purposes related to a project
funded by the grant or contract.

(e) None of the funds made available in this
or any other appropriations Act may be used
for travel and conference activities that are
not in compliance with Office of Manage-
ment and Budget Memorandum M-12-12
dated May 11, 2012.

SEC. 740. None of the funds made available
in this or any other appropriations Act may
be used to increase, eliminate, or reduce
funding for a program, project, or activity as
proposed in the President’s budget request
for a fiscal year until such proposed change
is subsequently enacted in an appropriation
Act, or unless such change is made pursuant
to the reprogramming or transfer provisions
of this or any other appropriations Act.

SEC. 741. Except as expressly provided oth-
erwise, any reference to ‘‘this Act” con-
tained in any title other than title IV or VIIL
shall not apply to such title IV or VIII.
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VIII
GENERAL PROVISIONS—DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)

SEC. 801. There are appropriated from the
applicable funds of the District of Columbia
such sums as may be necessary for making
refunds and for the payment of legal settle-
ments or judgments that have been entered
against the District of Columbia govern-
ment.

SEC. 802. None of the Federal funds pro-
vided in this Act shall be used for publicity
or propaganda purposes or implementation
of any policy including boycott designed to
support or defeat legislation pending before
Congress or any State legislature.

SEC. 803. (a) None of the Federal funds pro-
vided under this Act to the agencies funded
by this Act, both Federal and District gov-
ernment agencies, that remain available for
obligation or expenditure in fiscal year 2015,
or provided from any accounts in the Treas-
ury of the United States derived by the col-
lection of fees available to the agencies fund-
ed by this Act, shall be available for obliga-
tion or expenditures for an agency through a
reprogramming of funds which—

(1) creates new programs;

(2) eliminates a program, project, or re-
sponsibility center;

(3) establishes or changes allocations spe-
cifically denied, limited or increased under
this Act;

(4) increases funds or personnel by any
means for any program, project, or responsi-
bility center for which funds have been de-
nied or restricted;

(5) re-establishes any program or project
previously deferred through reprogramming;

(6) augments any existing program,
project, or responsibility center through a
reprogramming of funds in excess of
$3,000,000 or 10 percent, whichever is less; or

(7) increases by 20 percent or more per-
sonnel assigned to a specific program,
project or responsibility center,
unless prior approval is received from the
Committees on Appropriations of the House
of Representatives and the Senate.

(b) The District of Columbia government is
authorized to approve and execute re-
programming and transfer requests of local
funds under this title through November 7,
2015.

SEC. 804. None of the Federal funds pro-
vided in this Act may be used by the District
of Columbia to provide for salaries, expenses,
or other costs associated with the offices of
United States Senator or United States Rep-
resentative under section 4(d) of the District
of Columbia Statehood Constitutional Con-
vention Initiatives of 1979 (D.C. Law 3-171;
sec. 1-123, D.C. Official Code).

SEC. 805. Except as otherwise provided in
this section, none of the funds made avail-
able by this Act or by any other Act may be
used to provide any officer or employee of
the District of Columbia with an official ve-
hicle unless the officer or employee uses the
vehicle only in the performance of the offi-
cer’s or employee’s official duties. For pur-
poses of this section, the term ‘‘official du-
ties”” does not include travel between the of-
ficer’s or employee’s residence and work-
place, except in the case of—

(1) an officer or employee of the Metropoli-
tan Police Department who resides in the
District of Columbia or is otherwise des-
ignated by the Chief of the Department;

(2) at the discretion of the Fire Chief, an
officer or employee of the District of Colum-
bia Fire and Emergency Medical Services
Department who resides in the District of
Columbia and is on call 24 hours a day or is
otherwise designated by the Fire Chief;

(3) the Mayor of the District of Columbia;
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(4) the Chairman of the Council of the Dis-
trict of Columbia;

(5) at the discretion of the Chief Medical
Examiner, an employee of the Office of the
Chief Medical Examiner who resides in the
District and is on call 24 hours a day or is
otherwise designated by the Chief Medical
Examiner;

(6) at the discretion of the Director of the
Homeland Security and Emergency Manage-
ment Agency, an officer or employee of the
Homeland Security and Emergency Manage-
ment Agency who resides in the District and
is on call 24 hours a day or is otherwise des-
ignated by the Director; and

(7) at the discretion of the Director of the
Department of Corrections, an officer or em-
ployee of the District of Columbia Depart-
ment of Corrections who resides in the Dis-
trict of Columbia and is on call 24 hours a
day or is otherwise designated by the Direc-
tor.

SEC. 806. (a) None of the Federal funds con-
tained in this Act may be used by the Dis-
trict of Columbia Attorney General or any
other officer or entity of the District govern-
ment to provide assistance for any petition
drive or civil action which seeks to require
Congress to provide for voting representa-
tion in Congress for the District of Colum-
bia.

(b) Nothing in this section bars the Dis-
trict of Columbia Attorney General from re-
viewing or commenting on briefs in private
lawsuits, or from consulting with officials of
the District government regarding such law-
suits.

SEC. 807. None of the Federal funds con-
tained in this Act may be used for any pro-
gram of distributing sterile needles or sy-
ringes for the hypodermic injection of any il-
legal drug.

SEC. 808. Nothing in this Act may be con-
strued to prevent the Council or Mayor of
the District of Columbia from addressing the
issue of the provision of contraceptive cov-
erage by health insurance plans, but it is the
intent of Congress that any legislation en-
acted on such issue should include a ‘‘con-
science clause’” which provides exceptions
for religious beliefs and moral convictions.

SEC. 809. (a) None of the Federal funds con-
tained in this Act may be used to enact or
carry out any law, rule, or regulation to le-
galize or otherwise reduce penalties associ-
ated with the possession, use, or distribution
of any schedule I substance under the Con-
trolled Substances Act (21 U.S.C. 801 et seq.)
or any tetrahydrocannabinols derivative for
any purpose.

(b) None of the funds contained in this Act
may be used to enact or carry out any law,
rule, or regulation to legalize or otherwise
reduce penalties associated with the posses-
sion, use, or distribution of any schedule I
substance under the Controlled Substances
Act (21 TU.S.C. 801 et seq.) or any
tetrahydrocannabinols derivative for rec-
reational purposes.

SEC. 810. None of the funds appropriated
under this Act shall be expended for any
abortion except where the life of the mother
would be endangered if the fetus were carried
to term or where the pregnancy is the result
of an act of rape or incest.

SEC. 811. (a) No later than 30 calendar days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Chief Financial Officer for the District of
Columbia shall submit to the appropriate
committees of Congress, the Mayor, and the
Council of the District of Columbia, a re-
vised appropriated funds operating budget in
the format of the budget that the District of
Columbia government submitted pursuant to
section 442 of the District of Columbia Home
Rule Act (D.C. Official Code, sec. 1-204.42),
for all agencies of the District of Columbia
government for fiscal year 2015 that is in the
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total amount of the approved appropriation
and that realigns all budgeted data for per-
sonal services and other-than-personal serv-
ices, respectively, with anticipated actual
expenditures.

(b) This section shall apply only to an
agency for which the Chief Financial Officer
for the District of Columbia certifies that a
reallocation is required to address unantici-
pated changes in program requirements.

SEC. 812. No later than 30 calendar days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Chief Financial Officer for the District of
Columbia shall submit to the appropriate
committees of Congress, the Mayor, and the
Council for the District of Columbia, a re-
vised appropriated funds operating budget
for the District of Columbia Public Schools
that aligns schools budgets to actual enroll-
ment. The revised appropriated funds budget
shall be in the format of the budget that the
District of Columbia government submitted
pursuant to section 442 of the District of Co-
lumbia Home Rule Act (D.C. Official Code,
Sec. 1-204.42).

SEC. 813. (a) Amounts appropriated in this
Act as operating funds may be transferred to
the District of Columbia’s enterprise and
capital funds and such amounts, once trans-
ferred, shall retain appropriation authority
consistent with the provisions of this Act.

(b) The District of Columbia government is
authorized to reprogram or transfer for oper-
ating expenses any local funds transferred or
reprogrammed in this or the four prior fiscal
years from operating funds to capital funds,
and such amounts, once transferred or repro-
grammed, shall retain appropriation author-
ity consistent with the provisions of this
Act.

(c) The District of Columbia government
may not transfer or reprogram for operating
expenses any funds derived from bonds,
notes, or other obligations issued for capital
projects.

SEC. 814. None of the Federal funds appro-
priated in this Act shall remain available for
obligation beyond the current fiscal year,
nor may any be transferred to other appro-
priations, unless expressly so provided here-
in.

SEC. 815. Except as otherwise specifically
provided by law or under this Act, not to ex-
ceed 50 percent of unobligated balances re-
maining available at the end of fiscal year
2015 from appropriations of Federal funds
made available for salaries and expenses for
fiscal year 2015 in this Act, shall remain
available through September 30, 2016, for
each such account for the purposes author-
ized: Provided, That a request shall be sub-
mitted to the Committees on Appropriations
of the House of Representatives and the Sen-
ate for approval prior to the expenditure of
such funds: Provided further, That these re-
quests shall be made in compliance with re-
programming guidelines outlined in section
803 of this Act.

SEC. 816. (a) During fiscal year 2016, during
a period in which neither a District of Co-
lumbia continuing resolution or a regular
District of Columbia appropriation bill is in
effect, local funds are appropriated in the
amount provided for any project or activity
for which local funds are provided in the Fis-
cal Year 2016 Budget Request Act of 2015 as
submitted to Congress (subject to any modi-
fications enacted by the District of Columbia
as of the beginning of the period during
which this subsection is in effect) at the rate
set forth by such Act.

(b) Appropriations made by subsection (a)
shall cease to be available—

(1) during any period in which a District of
Columbia continuing resolution for fiscal
year 2016 is in effect; or

(2) upon the enactment into law of the reg-
ular District of Columbia appropriation bill
for fiscal year 2016.
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(c) An appropriation made by subsection
(a) is provided under the authority and con-
ditions as provided under this Act and shall
be available to the extent and in the manner
that would be provided by this Act.

(d) An appropriation made by subsection
(a) shall cover all obligations or expendi-
tures incurred for such project or activity
during the portion of fiscal year 2016 for
which this section applies to such project or
activity.

(e) This section shall not apply to a project
or activity during any period of fiscal year
2016 if any other provision of law (other than
an authorization of appropriations)—

(1) makes an appropriation, makes funds
available, or grants authority for such
project or activity to continue for such pe-
riod, or

(2) specifically provides that no appropria-
tion shall be made, no funds shall be made
available, or no authority shall be granted
for such project or activity to continue for
such period.

(f) Nothing in this section shall be con-
strued to affect obligations of the govern-
ment of the District of Columbia mandated
by other law.

SEC. 817. Except as expressly provided oth-
erwise, any reference to ‘‘this Act” con-
tained in this title or in title IV shall be
treated as referring only to the provisions of
this title or of title IV.

TITLE IX—ADDITIONAL GENERAL
PROVISIONS

SEC. 901. (a) No funds appropriated by this
Act shall be available to pay for an abortion
or the administrative expenses in connection
with a multi-State qualified health plan of-
fered under a contract under section 1334 of
the Patient Protection and Affordable Care
Act (42 USC 18054) which provides any bene-
fits or coverage for abortions.

(b) The provision of subsection (a) shall not
apply where the life of the mother would be
endangered if the fetus were carried to term,
or the pregnancy is the result of an act of
rape or incest.

The Acting CHAIR. Are there any
amendments to that portion of the
bill?

The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SPENDING REDUCTION ACCOUNT

SEC. 902. The amount by which the applica-
ble allocation of new budget authority made
by the Committee on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives under section
302(b) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974
exceeds the amount of proposed new budget
authority is $0.

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I
move that the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. ROD-
NEY DAVIS of Illinois) having assumed
the chair, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsyl-
vania, 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. 5016) making appropriations for
financial services and general govern-
ment for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2015, and for other purposes,
had come to no resolution thereon.

REMEMBERING CAPTAIN
MARSHALL HANSON

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
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dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, today I rise to recognize
retired Captain Marshall Hanson,
United States Navy, who suddenly
passed away last week at the age of 63.

I worked closely with Captain Han-
son in his role as the director of legis-
lation and military policy at the Re-
serve Officers Association. I know that
so many of his friends and colleagues
share my sentiments when I say that
we have lost a tireless advocate of
America’s Reservists and the men and
women who serve in uniform.

Captain Hanson was born in Darby,
Pennsylvania, and raised in Glen Rock,
New Jersey, and Seattle, Washington.
A 1972 graduate of the University of
Washington, he was commissioned
through Naval ROTC. Later, he earned
an MBA from the University of Wash-
ington and graduated with distinction
from the Naval War College.

Captain Hanson served 3 years in Ac-
tive Duty and 27 years in the Naval Re-
serve, retiring in August 2002, before
continuing his service to those in uni-
form through his advocacy on Capitol
Hill.

I offer my thoughts and prayers to
Captain Hanson’s family and Iloved
ones. May he rest in peace.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. CULBERSON (at the request of Mr.
CANTOR) for today on account of travel
delays.

Mr. MARINO (at the request of Mr.
CANTOR) for today on account of a
health issue in the family.

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois (at the
request of Ms. PELOSI) for today.

Mr. GALLEGO (at the request of Ms.
PELOSI) for today on account of funeral
in district.

————
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:

H.R. 1376. An act to designate the facility
of the United States Postal Service located
at 360 Martin Luther King Jr. Drive in Jer-
sey City, New Jersey, as the ‘‘Judge Shirley
A. Tolentino Post Office Building’.

H.R. 1813. An act to redesignate the facil-
ity of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 162 Northeast Avenue in Tallmadge,
Ohio, as the “Lance Corporal Daniel Nathan
Deyarmin, Jr., Post Office Building”’.

———
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 10 o’clock and 44 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, July 15, 2014, at 10 a.m. for morn-
ing-hour debate.
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