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GILLIBRAND, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. JOHN-
SON, Mr. KIRK, Mr. MANCHIN, Ms. MI-
KULSKI, Mr. MURPHY, Mr. NELSON, Mr.
PETERS, Mr. REED, Mr. RUBIO, Mr.
SCHUMER, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Ms. STABE-
NOW, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. WICKER,
and Mr. WYDEN):

S. Res. 105. A resolution recognizing the
194th anniversary of the independence of
Greece and celebrating democracy in Greece
and the United States; to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

By Mr. ISAKSON (for himself and Mr.
CASEY):

S. Res. 106. A resolution designating March
22, 2015, as ‘‘National Rehabilitation Coun-
selors Appreciation Day’’; considered and

agreed to.
————
ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS
S. 148

At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the
names of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. THUNE) and the Senator from
Kentucky (Mr. PAUL) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 148, a bill to amend title
XVIII of the Social Security Act to re-
quire State licensure and bid surety
bonds for entities submitting bids
under the Medicare durable medical
equipment, prosthetics, orthotics, and
supplies (DMEPOS) competitive acqui-
sition program, and for other purposes.

S. 301

At the request of Mrs. FISCHER, the
names of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
BROWN), the Senator from Hawaii (Ms.
HIRONO), the Senator from Alabama
(Mr. SHELBY), the Senator from Dela-
ware (Mr. COONS), the Senator from
Washington (Ms. CANTWELL) and the
Senator from Maryland (Mr. CARDIN)
were added as cosponsors of S. 301, a
bill to require the Secretary of the
Treasury to mint coins in commemora-
tion of the centennial of Boys Town,
and for other purposes.

S. 330

At the request of Mr. HELLER, the
names of the Senator from Idaho (Mr.
RIsSCcH) and the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. MURPHY) were added as
cosponsors of S. 330, a bill to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to make
permanent the special rule for con-
tributions of qualified conservation
contributions, and for other purposes.

S. 423

At the request of Mr. MORAN, the
names of the Senator from Arizona
(Mr. FLAKE), the Senator from West
Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) and the Senator
from Indiana (Mr. COATS) were added as
cosponsors of S. 423, a bill to amend the
Gramm-Leach-Bliley Act to provide an
exception to the annual written pri-
vacy notice requirement.

S. 441

At the request of Mr. NELSON, the
name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. TILLIS) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 441, a bill to amend the
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act
to clarify the Food and Drug Adminis-
tration’s jurisdiction over certain to-
bacco products, and to protect jobs and
small businesses involved in the sale,
manufacturing and distribution of tra-
ditional and premium cigars.
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S. 498
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the
name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr.
SULLIVAN) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 498, a bill to allow reciprocity for
the carrying of certain concealed fire-
arms.
S. 505
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the
names of the Senator from Michigan
(Ms. STABENOW) and the Senator from
New York (Mr. SCHUMER) were added as
cosponsors of S. 505, a bill to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to extend
the Health Coverage Tax Credit.
S. 539
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the
names of the Senator from California
(Mrs. BOXER) and the Senator from
Kansas (Mr. MORAN) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 539, a bill to amend title
XVIII of the Social Security Act to re-
peal the Medicare outpatient rehabili-
tation therapy caps.
S. 582
At the request of Mr. WICKER, the
name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. TiLLIS) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 582, a bill to prohibit tax-
payer funded abortions.
S. 590
At the request of Mrs. MCCASKILL,
the names of the Senator from Oregon
(Mr. MERKLEY) and the Senator from
Oregon (Mr. WYDEN) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 590, a bill to amend the
Higher Education Act of 19656 and the
Jeanne Clery Disclosure of Campus Se-
curity Policy and Campus Crime Sta-
tistics Act to combat campus sexual vi-
olence, and for other purposes.
S. 615
At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, her
name was added as a cosponsor of S.
615, a bill to provide for congressional
review and oversight of agreements re-
lating to Iran’s nuclear program, and
for other purposes.
S. 624
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the
names of the Senator from Rhode Is-
land (Mr. REED) and the Senator from
Delaware (Mr. CoOONS) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 624, a bill to amend title
XVIII of the Social Security Act to
waive coinsurance under Medicare for
colorectal cancer screening tests, re-
gardless of whether therapeutic inter-
vention is required during the screen-
ing.
S. 629
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the
name of the Senator from Iowa (Mr.
GRASSLEY) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 629, a bill to enable hospital-based
nursing programs that are affiliated
with a hospital to maintain payments
under the Medicare program to hos-
pitals for the costs of such programs.
S. 650
At the request of Mr. THUNE, the
name of the Senator from Nevada (Mr.
HELLER) was added as a cosponsor of S.
650, a bill to extend the positive train
control system implementation dead-
line, and for other purposes.
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S. 688
At the request of Mr. MANCHIN, the
name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mrs. CAPITO) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 688, a bill to amend title
XVIII of the Social Security Act to ad-
just the Medicare hospital readmission
reduction program to respond to pa-
tient disparities, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 709
At the request of Mr. ROBERTS, the
name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mrs. CAPITO) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 709, a bill to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to repeal
the amendments made by the Patient
Protection and Affordable Care Act
which disqualify expenses for over-the-
counter drugs under health savings ac-
counts and health flexible spending ar-
rangements.
S. 737
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr.
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 737, a bill to amend title XIX of the
Social Security Act to extend the ap-
plication of the Medicare payment rate
floor to primary care services furnished
under Medicaid and to apply the rate
floor to additional providers of primary
care services.
S. 756
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the
name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 756, a bill to require a re-
port on accountability for war crimes
and crimes against humanity in Syria.
S. 774
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the
names of the Senator from Wyoming
(Mr. BARRASSO), the Senator from
South Carolina (Mr. ScoTT) and the
Senator from Nebraska (Mrs. FISCHER)
were added as cosponsors of S. 774, a
bill to amend the Federal Financial In-
stitutions Examination Council Act of
1978 to improve the examination of de-
pository institutions, and for other
purposes.
S. 783
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the
name of the Senator from Minnesota
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 783, a bill to provide for
media coverage of Federal court pro-
ceedings.
S. 793
At the request of Ms. WARREN, the
names of the Senator from Minnesota
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR), the Senator from
Connecticut (Mr. MURPHY) and the Sen-
ator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER)
were added as cosponsors of S. 793, a
bill to amend the Higher Education Act
of 1965 to provide for the refinancing of
certain Federal student loans, and for
other purposes.

——
STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. BOOKER:

S. 797. A bill to amend the Railroad
Revitalization and Regulatory Reform
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Act of 1976, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation.

Mr. BOOKER. Mr. President, our Na-
tion faces an infrastructure investment
crisis across the board, but one aspect
of our infrastructure that has been par-
ticularly neglected by the Federal Gov-
ernment is rail. While the Nation’s
large freight rail carriers are able to
invest in infrastructure with their own
funds, the infrastructure used by pas-
senger and many smaller freight rail-
roads is deteriorating at an alarming
rate. We need to be doing more to re-
pair and modernize these tracks, road-
beds, bridges, tunnels, and train cars.

Nowhere is the investment crisis
more pressing than in New Jersey,
where a set of tunnels constructed
under the Hudson River in 1910—badly
damaged by Hurricane Sandy—must ei-
ther be replaced or shut down some-
time over the next two decades. The
shutdown scenario is unacceptable to
the economy of not only my State, but
the entire northeast region, if not the
country.

Amtrak has a plan, known as the
Gateway Program, to replace these
tunnels, as well as the century old Por-
tal Bridge. Executing the Gateway Pro-
gram will take a significant funding
commitment from the Federal Govern-
ment, and I stand ready to fight for
that funding. But, given the significant
upfront cost, and the long-term bene-
fits and revenue potential, it makes
sense to explore financing opportuni-
ties in addition to funding.

The Federal Government already has
an established financing program in
the Railroad Rehabilitation and Im-
provement Financing Program, or
RRIF. However, the RRIF program is
fraught with limitations, particularly
in its ability to finance fixed infra-
structure projects like a bridge or tun-
nel. The program is significantly un-
derutilized, especially relative to other
Federal financing programs.

That is why I am introducing the
Railroad Infrastructure Financing Im-
provement Act. This bill would incor-
porate into RRIF the policies that
make other Federal loan programs
more successful. For instance, it will
establish new creditworthiness criteria
focused on the merits of the project, in-
crease repayment flexibility, help le-
verage private financing opportunities,
speed up the process of applying for
and receiving a loan, and improve ac-
cess to the program particularly for
smaller applicants.

The bill is meant to start a conversa-
tion about the tools we currently have
available for investing in rail infra-
structure, and the improvements we
can make to start getting critical
projects like the Gateway Program off
the ground. I look forward to working
with my colleagues and rail stake-
holders to build upon this proposal and
move forward on a comprehensive pas-
senger rail reauthorization bill.

By Mr. MCCONNELL (for himself
and Mr. CASEY):
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S. 799. A bill to combat the rise of
prenatal opioid abuse and neonatal ab-
stinence syndrome; to the Committee
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President,
next month I look forward to hosting
our Nation’s newest drug czar at a
forum in Covington, KY. It is a forum
that will allow Director Bottecelli to
hear firsthand accounts of the dev-
astating impact of one of America’s
most significant public health chal-
lenges and one that continues to hit
my State particularly hard—the grow-
ing epidemic of prescription drug and
heroin abuse.

It is hard to overstate the challenge.
Drug overdoses, largely driven by pain
killers, now claim more Kentucky lives
than car accidents, and rising heroin
overdose rates now account for nearly
one-third of all drug overdose deaths in
Kentucky.

While statistics such as these are
devastating enough, they hardly paint
the full picture because they don’t ac-
count for the thousands of innocent
children born dependent on opioids.
The numbers are hard to hear. Nation-
wide we have seen a staggering 300-per-
cent increase in the number of infants
diagnosed with newborn withdrawal
since 2000. But in Kentucky, we saw
similar numbers grow by an almost un-
believable 3,000 percent.

It is a tragic challenge, and I say
that especially as a father of three
daughters. But it is a challenge we can
do something about. If Washington en-
acts the bipartisan Protecting Our In-
fants Act that I am introducing today,
along with Senator CASEY of Pennsyl-
vania, it is a challenge we will do
something about.

This bipartisan bill will do a number
of important things. It will direct the
Secretary of Health and Human Serv-
ices to develop recommendations both
for preventing prenatal opioid abuse
and treating infants dependent on
opioids. It would direct the Secretary
to help develop a strategy to address
research and program gaps—a step rec-
ommended by GAO in one of their re-
ports released last month—and it
would encourage the Director of the
CDC to work with States to help im-
prove surveillance and data collection
activities in this area.

Obviously, no piece of legislation
would ever solve the challenge over-
night, but the bipartisan Protect Our
Infants Act can help move the country
in the right direction. That is why it is
supported by the March of Dimes, the
American Academy of Pediatrics, the
American Congress of Obstetricians
and Gynecologists. That is why an
identical bill will also be introduced in
the House today by Congresswoman
KATHERINE CLARK of Massachusetts
and Congressman STEVE STIVERS of
Ohio.

I commend these Representatives and
Senator CASEY for their leadership on
this issue. I look forward to working
with them to advance this important
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measure through Congress, and I look
forward to discussing it with Director
Botticelli during his visit to Kentucky
in the next few weeks.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed
in the RECORD.

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

S. 799

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Protecting
Our Infants Act of 2015”.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds as follows:

(1) Opioid prescription rates have risen dra-
matically over the past several years. Ac-
cording to the Centers for Disease Control
and Prevention, in some States, there are as
many as 96 to 143 prescriptions for opioids
per 100 adults per year.

(2) In recent years, there has been a steady
rise in the number of overdose deaths involv-
ing heroin. According to the Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention, the death rate
for heroin overdose doubled from 2010 to 2012.

(3) At the same time, there has been an in-
crease in cases of neonatal abstinence syn-
drome (referred to in this section as ‘“NAS”’).
In the United States, the incidence of NAS
has risen from 1.20 per 1,000 hospital births in
2000 to 3.39 per 1,000 hospital births in 2009.

(4) NAS refers to medical issues associated
with drug withdrawal in newborns due to ex-
posure to opioids or other drugs in utero.

(5) The average cost of treatment in a hos-
pital for NAS increased from $39,400 in 2000
to $53,400 in 2009. Most of these costs are born
by the Medicaid program.

(6) Preventing opioid abuse among preg-
nant women and women of childbearing age
is crucial.

(7) Medically-appropriate opioid use in
pregnancy is not uncommon, and opioids are
often the safest and most appropriate treat-
ment for moderate to severe pain for preg-
nant women.

(8) Addressing NAS effectively requires a
focus on women of childbearing age, preg-
nant women, and infants from preconception
through early childhood.

(9) NAS can result from the use of prescrip-
tion drugs as prescribed for medical reasons,
from the abuse of prescription drugs, or from
the use of illegal opioids like heroin.

(10) For pregnant women who are abusing
opioids, it is most appropriate to treat and
manage maternal substance use in a non-pu-
nitive manner.

(11) According to a report of the Govern-
ment Accountability Office (referred to in
this section as the “GAO report’’), more re-
search is needed to optimize the identifica-
tion and treatment of babies with NAS and
to better understand long-term impacts on
children.

(12) According to the GAO report, the De-
partment of Health and Human Services does
not have a focal point to lead planning and
coordinating efforts to address prenatal
opioid use and NAS across the department.

(13) According to the GAO report, ‘‘given
the increasing use of heroin and abuse of
opioids prescribed for pain management, as
well as the increased rate of NAS in the
United States, it is important to improve the
efficiency and effectiveness of planning and
coordination of Federal efforts on prenatal
opioid use and NAS”.
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SEC. 3. DEVELOPING RECOMMENDATIONS FOR
PREVENTING AND TREATING PRE-
NATAL OPIOID ABUSE AND NEO-
NATAL ABSTINENCE SYNDROME.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Health
and Human Services (referred to in this Act
as the ‘‘Secretary’’), acting through the Di-
rector of the Agency for Healthcare Research
and Quality (referred to in this section as
the ‘‘Director’’), shall conduct a study and
develop recommendations for preventing and
treating prenatal opioid abuse and neonatal
abstinence syndrome, soliciting input from
nongovernmental entities, including organi-
zations representing patients, health care
providers, hospitals, other treatment facili-
ties, and other entities, as appropriate.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Direc-
tor shall publish on the Internet Web site of
the Agency for Healthcare Research and
Quality a report on the study and rec-
ommendations under subsection (a). Such re-
port shall address each of the issues de-
scribed in paragraphs (1) through (3) of sub-
section (c).

(c) CONTENTS.—The study described in sub-
section (a) and the report under subsection
(b) shall include—

(1) a comprehensive assessment of existing
research with respect to the prevention,
identification, treatment, and long-term
outcomes of neonatal abstinence syndrome,
including the identification and treatment of
pregnant women or women who may become
pregnant who use opioids or other drugs;

(2) an evaluation of—

(A) the causes of and risk factors for opioid
use disorders among women of reproductive
age, including pregnant women;

(B) the barriers to identifying and treating
opioid use disorders among women of repro-
ductive age, including pregnant and
postpartum women and women with young
children;

(C) current practices in the health care
system to respond to and treat pregnant
women with opioid use disorders and infants
born with neonatal abstinence syndrome;

(D) medically indicated use of opioids dur-
ing pregnancy;

(E) access to treatment for opioid use dis-
orders in pregnant and postpartum women;
and

(F) access to treatment for infants with
neonatal abstinence syndrome; and

(3) recommendations on—

(A) preventing, identifying, and treating
neonatal abstinence syndrome in infants;

(B) treating pregnant women who are de-
pendent on opioids; and

(C) preventing opioid dependence among
women of reproductive age, including preg-
nant women, who may be at risk of devel-
oping opioid dependence.

SEC. 4. IMPROVING PREVENTION AND TREAT-
MENT FOR PRENATAL OPIOID
ABUSE AND NEONATAL ABSTINENCE
SYNDROME.

(a) REVIEW OF PROGRAMS.—The Secretary
shall lead a review of planning and coordina-
tion within the Department of Health and
Human Services related to prenatal opioid
use and neonatal abstinence syndrome.

(b) STRATEGY TO CLOSE GAPS IN RESEARCH
AND PROGRAMMING.—In carrying out sub-
section (a), the Secretary shall develop a
strategy to address research and program
gaps, including such gaps identified in find-
ings made by reports of the Government Ac-
countability Office. Such strategy shall ad-
dress—

(1) gaps in research, including with respect
to—

(A) the most appropriate treatment of
pregnant women with opioid use disorders;

(B) the most appropriate treatment and
management of infants with neonatal absti-
nence syndrome; and
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(C) the long-term effects of prenatal opioid
exposure on children; and

(2) gaps in programs, including—

(A) the availability of treatment programs
for pregnant and postpartum women and for
newborns with neonatal abstinence syn-
drome; and

(B) guidance and coordination in Federal
efforts to address prenatal opioid use or neo-
natal abstinence syndrome.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions of
the Senate and the Committee on Energy
and Commerce of the House of Representa-
tives a report on the findings of the review
described in subsection (a) and the strategy
developed under subsection (b).

SEC. 5. IMPROVING DATA ON AND PUBLIC
HEALTH RESPONSE TO NEONATAL
ABSTINENCE SYNDROME.

(a) DATA AND SURVEILLANCE.—The Director
of the Centers for Disease Control and Pre-
vention shall, as appropriate—

(1) provide technical assistance to States
to improve the availability and quality of
data collection and surveillance activities
regarding neonatal abstinence syndrome, in-
cluding—

(A) the incidence and prevalence of neo-
natal abstinence syndrome;

(B) the identification of causes for neo-
natal abstinence syndrome, including new
and emerging trends; and

(C) the demographics and other relevant
information associated with neonatal absti-
nence syndrome;

(2) collect available surveillance data de-
scribed in paragraph (1) from States, as ap-
plicable; and

(3) make surveillance data collected pursu-
ant to paragraph (2) publically available on
an appropriate Internet Web site.

(b) PUBLIC HEALTH RESPONSE.—The Direc-
tor of the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention shall encourage increased utiliza-
tion of effective public health measures to
reduce neonatal abstinence syndrome.

By Ms. COLLINS (for herself and
Mrs. SHAHEEN):

S. 804. A Dbill to amend title XVIII of
the Social Security Act to specify cov-
erage of continuous glucose monitoring
devices, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Finance.

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, as the
founder and the cochair of the Senate
Diabetes Caucus, I have learned much
about this devastating disease affect-
ing nearly 29 million Americans. For-
tunately, due to the Special Diabetes
Program and to increased investments
in diabetes research, we have seen
some exciting breakthroughs and we
are on the threshold of a number of im-
portant new discoveries.

This is particularly true for the esti-
mated 1.2 million Americans living
with type 1 diabetes. Advances in tech-
nology such as continuous glucose
monitors are helping patients control
their blood glucose levels, which is key
to preventing costly and sometimes
deadly diabetes complications. We are
moving closer and closer to our goal of
an artificial pancreas.

The National Institutes of Health
and the Food and Drug Administration
have been extremely supportive of
these innovations in diabetes care. I
was, therefore, shocked and troubled to
learn that insulin-dependent Medicare
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beneficiaries are being denied coverage
for continuous glucose monitors be-
cause the Centers for Medicare and
Medicaid Services has determined that
they do not meet the definition for du-
rable medical equipment and do not
fall under any other Medicare cat-
egory. As a consequence, we are seeing
situations similar to what we saw with
insulin pumps in the late 1990s, where
individuals with type 1 diabetes have
had coverage for their continuous glu-
cose monitors on their private insur-
ance, only to lose that coverage when
they get old enough to become eligible
for Medicare.

Let me give some brief background.
A continuous glucose monitor is a phy-
sician-prescribed, FDA-approved med-
ical device that can provide real-time
readings and data about trends in glu-
cose levels every 5 minutes, thus ena-
bling someone with insulin-dependent
diabetes to eat or take insulin and pre-
vent dangerously high or low glucose
levels.

There has been essential and exten-
sive clinical evidence that shows that
individuals using this device have im-
proved overall glucose control and,
thus, reduced rates of hypoglycemia or
low blood glucose levels. That is why
professional medical societies have rec-
ognized the clinical evidence and have
published guidelines recommending
that these monitors be used in appro-
priate patients with type 1 diabetes.

Now, here is the fact that is aston-
ishing to me. About 95 percent of com-
mercial insurers provide coverage for
continuous glucose monitors, but Medi-
care is refusing to provide coverage for
those devices. I recently heard about
this problem from one of my constitu-
ents, T4-year-old Prudence Barry of
Portland, ME. Diabetes treatments
have changed dramatically since Pru
was diagnosed with type 1 diabetes
back in 1954. Back then, it was very dif-
ficult for her to control her insulin lev-
els and to get her glucose levels prop-
erly read. Well, Pru has led an active
and fulfilling life. Living with type 1
diabetes for more than 60 years has
taken its toll.

Today, Pru no longer feels it when
her blood glucose levels drop to dan-
gerous levels, causing her to lose con-
sciousness and suffer seizures more fre-
quently. Nighttime low sugars are par-
ticularly troubling. She fears the possi-
bility of her blood sugar developing so
low during the night that she never
wakes up. The continuous glucose mon-
itor is a potential lifesaver for Pru be-
cause it prevents these dangerously
high or low blood glucose levels by
alarming the wearer when the glucose
levels fall outside of the safe range.

So even though 95 percent of private
insurers cover this technology, Medi-
care does not. As a consequence, Pru
does not have access to the potentially
lifesaving device because she cannot af-
ford to pay for it out of pocket. Pru is
not alone. There are thousands of sen-
iors with type 1 diabetes who like my
constituent are denied access to this
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technology that would help keep them
healthy and safe.

The ironic thing is it is only because
of advances in diabetes care, such as
continuous glucose monitors, that peo-
ple with type 1 diabetes can expect to
live long enough to become Medicare
beneficiaries. So I am very concerned
about this decision by CMS. It makes
absolutely no sense. It contradicts all
the work NIH and the FDA are doing to
get new innovative treatments and
technologies to patients.

I brought this up in a recent hearing
of the HELP Committee and asked the
outgoing FDA Commissioner what she
thought. She expressed her regret
about the lack of consultation between
her agency and CMS about payments
for FDA-approved devices and drugs. I
am particularly concerned given the
implications that this coverage deci-
sion will have for future decisions re-
garding artificial pancreas systems,
which will combine a continuous glu-
cose monitor, insulin pump, and so-
phisticated algorithm to control high
and low blood sugar around the clock.

This coverage decision on the part of
CMS—which, after all, is also part of
the Department of Health and Human
Services—directly counteracts all of
the work that the NIH and the FDA are
doing to get new innovative treatments
and technologies to patients. As I said,
I recently had the opportunity at a
HELP Committee hearing to ask out-
going FDA Commissioner Hamburg
whether CMS consults with her agency
when making these Kkinds of coverage
decisions. In response to my question,
Commissioner Hamburg expressed re-
gret that her agency does not routinely
consult with CMS about payments for
FDA-approved drugs and devices, say-
ing that the FDA should ‘‘look at the
whole ecosystem of biomedical product
development and use, and recognize
that each of the different components
that often operate in silos actually are
very interdependent.” I completely
agree with her assessment.

I am therefore joining my colleague
from New Hampshire and the Co-Chair
of the Senate Diabetes Caucus in intro-
ducing the Medicare CGM Access Act
of 2014 to create a separate benefit cat-
egory under Medicare for the contin-
uous glucose monitor and require cov-
erage of the device for individuals
meeting specified medical criteria.

Our legislation is strongly supported
by a coalition of organizations, includ-
ing the American Association of Clin-
ical Endocrinologists, the American
Association of Diabetes Educators, the
Endocrine Society and the JDRF.

I encourage my colleagues to join us
as cosponsors of this important legisla-
tion.

I see Senator LEAHY has come to the
floor and undoubtedly wants to speak
on the pending business. Let me con-
clude my remarks by saying I am very
pleased the Senator from New Hamp-
shire, JEANNE SHAHEEN, who is the co-
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chair of the Senate Diabetes Caucus, is
joining me in introducing the Medicare
CGM Access Act to create a separate
benefit category under Medicare for
these monitors and to require coverage
of the device for seniors who are meet-
ing specified medical criteria.

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

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

MARCH 15, 2015.
Hon. SUSAN COLLINS,
U.S. Senate, Dirksen Senate Office Building,
Washington, DC.
Hon. JEANNE SHAHEEN,
U.S. Senate, Hart Senate Office Building,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SENATORS COLLINS AND SHAHEEN,
Therapy innovation is moving forward at a
rapid pace for those living with insulin-de-
pendent diabetes. As leaders of the Senate
Diabetes Caucus, you have worked to cata-
lyze these efforts by ensuring American pa-
tients have access to these life-saving tech-
nologies that can transform quality of life.
Advancements in integrated insulin pump
and continuous glucose monitoring (CGM)
technologies are progressing toward closed-
loop ‘‘artificial pancreas’ systems that will
enable greater patient care and improved
health outcomes. With these technology ad-
vancements, thankfully, most children with
type 1 diabetes will be Medicare beneficiaries
one day, something that could not have been
said with such certainty even 20 years ago.

While thousands of people with insulin-de-
pendent diabetes benefit from advanced dia-
betes technologies, including CGM, Medicare
beneficiaries do not. CGM is covered by near-
ly all private health plans. Numerous studies
have demonstrated conclusively that use of
CGMs improves glucose control, enabling
better patient care, thereby improving pa-
tient health. Studies have also shown that
use of CGM devices reduce severe hypo-
glycemia events, which particularly impact
elderly patients and can lead to falls, frac-
tures and other complications. The average
cost of an inpatient hypoglycemia admission
is over $17,500.

The undersigned organizations strongly
support your legislation, the Medicare CGM
Access Act that would remedy this disparity
for those in Medicare. Your legislation cre-
ates a new benefit category for FDA ap-
proved CGM devices, including stand-alone
CGM, CGM integrated with an insulin pump,
and future artificial pancreas device sys-
tems. This therapy would be covered for
those meeting appropriate medical criteria
consistent with private coverage and profes-
sional clinical guidelines. Again, thank you
for your continued leadership on behalf of
those with diabetes and we look forward to
working with you to move this legislation
forward quickly.

American Association of
Endocrinologists (AACE); American
Association of Diabetes Educators
(AADE); Dexcom; Endocrine Society;
JDRF; Johnson & Johnson; Medtronic.

Clinical

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

S. 814. A bill to provide for the con-
veyance of certain Federal land in the
State of Oregon to the Confederated
Tribes of Coos, Lower Umpqua, and
Siuslaw Indians; to the Committee on
Energy and Natural Resources.
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Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, today I
rise to introduce five unique Oregon
tribal bills S. 814, S. 815, S. 816, S. 817,
and S. 818, that each deliver on prom-
ises made to the tribes long ago. By in-
troducing these bills today I am renew-
ing my commitment to the five Oregon
tribes who will benefit greatly from
passage of these bills—the Confed-
erated Tribes of the Coos, Lower Ump-
qua, and Siuslaw Indians, the Coquille
Indian Tribe, the Cow Creek Band of
Umpqua Tribe of Indians, the Confed-
erated Tribes of Siletz Indians, and the
Confederated Tribes of Grand Ronde.

For the Confederated Tribes of the
Coos, Lower Umpqua, and Siuslaw Indi-
ans and the Cow Creek Band of Ump-
qua Tribe of Indians, their bills put
land into trust, the last two remaining
federally-recognized Indian tribes in
Oregon without a land base. The third
bill amends the Restoration Act of the
Coquille Indian Tribe to make forest
management activities on tribal lands
uniform with the management of other
tribal forests. The final two bills
streamline the Bureau of Indian Affairs
process for putting land into trust for
the Confederated Tribes of Siletz Indi-
ans and the Confederated Tribes of
Grand Ronde. These five unique bills
honor and respect tribal sovereignty
and support each tribe’s right to be
self-sufficient, build their economies,
and support and provide for their com-
munities. I am pleased to be joined on
these bills by my colleague Senator
MERKLEY and look forward to working
with our Senate and House colleagues
to advance the bills and to finally send
them to the President’s desk.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed
in the RECORD.

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

S. 814

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the
Coastal Land Act”.

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) CONFEDERATED TRIBES.—The term ‘‘Con-
federated Tribes” means the Confederated
Tribes of Coos, Lower Umpqua, and Siuslaw
Indians.

(2) OREGON COASTAL LAND.—The term ‘‘Or-
egon Coastal land’” means the approximately
14,408 acres of land, as generally depicted on
the map entitled ‘“‘Oregon Coastal Land Con-
veyance’’ and dated March 27, 2013.

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’
means the Secretary of the Interior.

SEC. 3. CONVEYANCE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to valid existing
rights, including rights-of-way, all right,
title, and interest of the United States in
and to the Oregon Coastal land, including
any improvements located on the land, ap-
purtenances to the land, and minerals on or
in the land, including oil and gas, shall be—

(1) held in trust by the United States for
the benefit of the Confederated Tribes; and

‘““Oregon
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(2) part of the reservation of the Confed-
erated Tribes.

(b) SURVEY.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall complete a survey of the bound-
ary lines to establish the boundaries of the
land taken into trust under subsection (a).
SEC. 4. MAP AND LEGAL DESCRIPTION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—As soon as practicable
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall file a map and legal descrip-
tion of the Oregon Coastal land with—

(1) the Committee on Energy and Natural
Resources of the Senate; and

(2) the Committee on Natural Resources of
the House of Representatives.

(b) FORCE AND EFFECT.—The map and legal
description filed under subsection (a) shall
have the same force and effect as if included
in this Act, except that the Secretary may
correct any clerical or typographical errors
in the map or legal description.

(c) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—The map and
legal description filed under subsection (a)
shall be on file and available for public in-
spection in the Office of the Secretary.

SEC. 5. ADMINISTRATION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Unless expressly provided
in this Act, nothing in this Act affects any
right or claim of the Confederated Tribes ex-
isting on the date of enactment of this Act
to any land or interest in land.

(b) PROHIBITIONS.—

(1) EXPORTS OF UNPROCESSED LOGS.—Fed-
eral law (including regulations) relating to
the export of unprocessed logs harvested
from Federal land shall apply to any unproc-
essed logs that are harvested from the Or-
egon Coastal land taken into trust under sec-
tion 3.

(2) NON-PERMISSIBLE USE OF LAND.—ANy
real property taken into trust under section
3 shall not be eligible, or used, for any gam-
ing activity carried out under Public Law
100497 (25 U.S.C. 2701 et seq.).

(c) LAWS APPLICABLE TO COMMERCIAL FOR-
ESTRY ACTIVITY.—Any commercial forestry
activity that is carried out on the Oregon
Coastal land taken into trust under section 3
shall be managed in accordance with all ap-
plicable Federal laws.

(d) AGREEMENTS.—The Confederated Tribes
shall consult with the Secretary and other
parties as necessary to develop agreements
to provide for access to the Oregon Coastal
land taken into trust under section 3 that
provide for—

(1) honoring existing reciprocal right-of-
way agreements;

(2) administrative access by the Bureau of
Land Management; and

(3) management of the Oregon Coastal land
that are acquired or developed under chapter
2003 of title 54, United States Code, con-
sistent with section 200305(f)(3) of title 54,
United States Code.

(¢) LAND USE PLANNING REQUIREMENTS.—
Except as provided in subsection (c), once
the Oregon Coastal land is taken into trust
under section 3, the land shall not be subject
to the land use planning requirements of the
Federal Land Policy and Management Act of
1976 (43 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.) or the Act of Au-
gust 28, 1937 (43 U.S.C. 1181a et seq.).

SEC. 6. LAND RECLASSIFICATION.

(a) IDENTIFICATION OF OREGON AND CALI-
FORNIA RAILROAD GRANT LAND.—Not later
than 180 days after the date of enactment of
this Act, the Secretary of Agriculture and
the Secretary shall identify any Oregon and
California Railroad grant land that is held in
trust by the United States for the benefit of
the Confederated Tribes under section 3.

(b) IDENTIFICATION OF PUBLIC DOMAIN
LAND.—Not later than 18 months after the
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary
shall identify public domain land in the
State of Oregon that—
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(1) is approximately equal in acreage and
condition as the Oregon and California Rail-
road grant land identified under subsection
(a); and

(2) is located in the vicinity of the Oregon
and California Railroad grant land.

(c) MAPS.—Not later than 2 years after the
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary
shall submit to Congress and publish in the
Federal Register 1 or more maps depicting
the land identified in subsections (a) and (b).

(d) RECLASSIFICATION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—After providing an oppor-
tunity for public comment, the Secretary
shall reclassify the land identified in sub-
section (b) as Oregon and California Railroad
grant land.

(2) APPLICABILITY.—The Act of August 28,
1937 (43 U.S.C. 1181a et seq.), shall apply to
land reclassified as Oregon and California
Railroad grant land under paragraph (1).

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

S. 815. A bill to provide for the con-
veyance of certain Federal land in the
State of Oregon to the Cow Creek Band
of Umpqua Tribe of Indians; to the
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources.

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the text of the
bill be printed in the RECORD.

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

S. 815

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“Cow Creek
Umpqua Land Conveyance Act’’.

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) COUNCIL CREEK LAND.—The term ‘‘Coun-
cil Creek land” means the approximately
17,5619 acres of land, as generally depicted on
the map entitled ‘‘Canyon Mountain Land
Conveyance’ and dated June 27, 2013.

(2) TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Tribe’” means the
Cow Creek Band of Umpqua Tribe of Indians.

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary”’
means the Secretary of the Interior.

SEC. 3. CONVEYANCE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to valid existing
rights, including rights-of-way, all right,
title, and interest of the United States in
and to the Council Creek land, including any
improvements located on the land, appur-
tenances to the land, and minerals on or in
the land, including oil and gas, shall be—

(1) held in trust by the United States for
the benefit of the Tribe; and

(2) part of the reservation of the Tribe.

(b) SURVEY.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall complete a survey of the bound-
ary lines to establish the boundaries of the
land taken into trust under subsection (a).
SEC. 4. MAP AND LEGAL DESCRIPTION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—As soon as practicable
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall file a map and legal descrip-
tion of the Council Creek land with—

(1) the Committee on Energy and Natural
Resources of the Senate; and

(2) the Committee on Natural Resources of
the House of Representatives.

(b) FORCE AND EFFECT.—The map and legal
description filed under subsection (a) shall
have the same force and effect as if included
in this Act, except that the Secretary may
correct any clerical or typographical errors
in the map or legal description.
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(c) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—The map and
legal description filed under subsection (a)
shall be on file and available for public in-
spection in the Office of the Secretary.

SEC. 5. ADMINISTRATION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Unless expressly provided
in this Act, nothing in this Act affects any
right or claim of the Tribe existing on the
date of enactment of this Act to any land or
interest in land.

(b) PROHIBITIONS.—

(1) EXPORTS OF UNPROCESSED LOGS.—Fed-
eral law (including regulations) relating to
the export of unprocessed logs harvested
from Federal land shall apply to any unproc-
essed logs that are harvested from the Coun-
cil Creek land.

(2) NON-PERMISSIBLE USE OF LAND.—ANy
real property taken into trust under section
3 shall not be eligible, or used, for any gam-
ing activity carried out under Public Law
100497 (25 U.S.C. 2701 et seq.).

(c) FOREST MANAGEMENT.—Any forest man-
agement activity that is carried out on the
Council Creek land shall be managed in ac-
cordance with all applicable Federal laws.
SEC. 6. LAND RECLASSIFICATION.

(a) IDENTIFICATION OF OREGON AND CALI-
FORNIA RAILROAD GRANT LAND.—Not later
than 180 days after the date of enactment of
this Act, the Secretary of Agriculture and
the Secretary shall identify any Oregon and
California Railroad grant land that is held in
trust by the United States for the benefit of
the Tribe under section 3.

(b) IDENTIFICATION OF PUBLIC DOMAIN
LAND.—Not later than 18 months after the
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary
shall identify public domain land in the
State of Oregon that—

(1) is approximately equal in acreage and
condition as the Oregon and California Rail-
road grant land identified under subsection
(a); and

(2) is located in the vicinity of the Oregon
and California Railroad grant land.

(c) MAPs.—Not later than 2 years after the
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary
shall submit to Congress and publish in the
Federal Register 1 or more maps depicting
the land identified in subsections (a) and (b).

(d) RECLASSIFICATION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—After providing an oppor-
tunity for public comment, the Secretary
shall reclassify the land identified in sub-
section (b) as Oregon and California Railroad
grant land.

(2) APPLICABILITY.—The Act of August 28,
1937 (43 U.S.C. 1181a et seq.), shall apply to
land reclassified as Oregon and California
Railroad grant land under paragraph (1).

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

S. 816. A bill to amend the Coquille
Restoration Act to clarify certain pro-
visions relating to the management of
the Coquille Forest; to the Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources.

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the text of the
bill be printed in the RECORD.

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

S. 816

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

SECTION 1. AMENDMENTS TO COQUILLE RES-
TORATION ACT.

Section 5(d) of the Coquille Restoration
Act (25 U.S.C. T15¢c(d)) is amended—

(1) by striking paragraph (5) and inserting
the following:
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‘() MANAGEMENT.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph
(B), the Secretary, acting through the As-
sistant Secretary for Indian Affairs, shall
manage the Coquille Forest in accordance
with the laws pertaining to the management
of Indian trust land.

*(B) ADMINISTRATION.—

‘(i) UNPROCESSED LOGS.—Unprocessed logs
harvested from the Coquille Forest shall be
subject to the same Federal statutory re-
strictions on export to foreign nations that
apply to unprocessed logs harvested from
Federal land.

‘(ii) SALES OF TIMBER.—Notwithstanding
any other provision of law, all sales of tim-
ber from land subject to this subsection shall
be advertised, offered, and awarded accord-
ing to competitive bidding practices, with
sales being awarded to the highest respon-
sible bidder.”’;

(2) by striking paragraph (9); and

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (10)
through (12) as paragraphs (9) through (11),
respectively.

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

S. 817. A bill to provide for the addi-
tion of certain real property to the res-
ervation of the Siletz Tribe in the
State of Oregon; to the Committee on
Indian Affairs.

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the text of the
bill be printed in the RECORD.

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

S. 817

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

SECTION 1. PURPOSE; CLARIFICATION.

(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this Act is to
facilitate fee-to-trust applications for the
Siletz Tribe within the geographic area spec-
ified in the amendment made by this Act.

(b) CLARIFICATION.—Except as specifically
provided otherwise by this Act or the amend-
ment made by this Act, nothing in this Act
or the amendment made by this Act, shall
prioritize for any purpose the claims of any
federally-recognized Indian tribe over the
claims of any other federally-recognized In-
dian tribe.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

SEC. 2. TREATMENT OF CERTAIN PROPERTY OF
THE SILETZ TRIBE OF THE STATE OF
OREGON.

Section 7 of the Siletz Tribe Indian Res-
toration Act (256 U.S.C. Tlle) is amended by
adding at the end the following:

¢“(f) TREATMENT OF CERTAIN PROPERTY.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—

‘“(A) TITLE.—The Secretary may accept
title to any additional number of acres of
real property located within the boundaries
of the original 1855 Siletz Coast Reservation
established by Executive Order dated No-
vember 9, 1855, comprised of land within the
political boundaries of Benton, Douglas,
Lane, Lincoln, Tillamook, and Yambhill
Counties in the State of Oregon, if that real
property is conveyed or otherwise trans-
ferred to the United States by or on behalf of
the tribe.

‘(B) TRUST.—Land to which title is accept-
ed by the Secretary under this paragraph
shall be held in trust by the United States
for the benefit of the tribe.

¢“(2) TREATMENT AS PART OF RESERVATION.—
All real property that is taken into trust
under paragraph (1) shall—

‘“(A) be considered and evaluated as an on-
reservation acquisition under part 151.10 of
title 25, Code of Federal Regulations (or suc-
cessor regulations); and

“(B) become part of the reservation of the
tribe.

“(3) PROHIBITION ON GAMING.—Any real
property taken into trust under paragraph
(1) shall not be eligible, or used, for any gam-
ing activity carried out under the Indian
Gaming Regulatory Act (26 U.S.C. 2701 et
seq.).”’.

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

S. 818. A bill to amend the Grand
Ronde Reservation Act to make tech-
nical corrections, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Indian Af-
fairs.

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the text of the
bill be printed in the RECORD.

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

S. 818

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
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SECTION 1. ADDITIONAL LAND FOR RESERVA-
TION.

Section 1 of the Act entitled ‘“An Act to es-
tablish a reservation for the Confederated
Tribes of the Grand Ronde Community of Or-
egon, and for other purposes,” approved Sep-
tember 9, 1988 (Public Law 100-425; 102 Stat.
1594; 102 Stat. 2939; 104 Stat. 207; 106 Stat.
32565; 108 Stat. 708; 108 Stat. 4566; 112 Stat.
1896), is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) by striking ‘“‘Subject to valid” and in-
serting the following:

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to valid’’; and

(B) by adding after paragraph (1) (as des-
ignated by subparagraph (A)) the following:

‘“(2) ADDITIONAL TRUST ACQUISITIONS.—

‘“‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may ac-
cept title to any additional number of acres
of real property located within the bound-
aries of the original 1857 reservation of the
Confederated Tribes of the Grand Ronde
Community of Oregon established by Execu-
tive Order dated June 30, 1857, comprised of
land within the political boundaries of Polk
and Yamhill Counties, Oregon, if that real
property is conveyed or otherwise trans-
ferred to the United States by or on behalf of
the Tribe.

“(B) TREATMENT OF TRUST LAND.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Applications to take land
into trust within the boundaries of the origi-
nal 1857 reservation shall be treated by the
Secretary as an on-reservation trust acquisi-
tion.

‘‘(ii) GAMING.—Any real property taken
into trust under this paragraph shall not be
eligible, or used, for any Class II or Class III
gaming activity carried out under the Indian
Gaming Regulatory Act (26 U.S.C. 2701 et
seq.), except for real property within 2 miles
of the gaming facility in existence on the
date of enactment of this paragraph that is
located on State Highway 18 in the Grand
Ronde community of Oregon.

‘(C) RESERVATION.—AIll real property
taken into trust within those boundaries at
any time after September 9, 1988, shall be
part of the reservation of the Tribe.”’; and

(2) in subsection (¢)—

(A) in the matter preceding the table, by
striking ‘‘in subsection (a) are approxi-
mately 10,311.60”° and inserting ‘‘in sub-
section (a)(1) are approximately 11,349.92";
and

(B) in the table—

(i) by striking the following:

“6 7 8 Tax lot 800 5.55"";

and inserting the following:
“6 7 7,8,17,18 Former tax lot 800, located within the SE Y4 SE V4 of Section 7; SW ¥4 SW V4 of Sec- 5.55"";

tion 8; NW %4 NW V4 of Section 17; and NE ¥4 NE V4 of Section 18
(ii) in the acres column of the last item (108 Stat. 4566), by striking ‘240’ and insert- (iii) by striking all text after
added by section 2(a)(1) of Public Law 103-445 ing ‘“241.06”’; and

“6 7 18 E 2 NE V4 43.42”;

and inserting the following:
<6 8 1 W % SE Va4 SE Va 20.6
6 8 1 N Y2 SW ¥4 SE V4 19.99
6 8 1 SE %4 NE 4 9.99
6 8 1 NE V4 SW V4 10.46
6 8 1 NE Va4 SW V4, NW V4 SW V4 12.99
6 7 6 SW ¥4 NW V4 37.39
6 7 5 SE Y4 SW V4 24.87
6 7 5,8 SW V4 SE V4 of Section 5; and NE V4 NE V4, NW %4 NE V4, NE Y4 NW %4 of Section 8 109.9
6 8 1 NW V4 SE Va 31.32
6 8 1 NE V2 SW V4 8.89
6 8 1 SW V4 NE Y4, NW Va4 NE V4 78.4
6 7 8, 17 SW 14 SW V4 of Section 8; and NE Y4 NW Y4, NW Y4 NW V4 of Section 17 14.33
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6 7 17 NWVa NW V4 6.68
6 8 12 SW V4 NEV4 8.19
6 8 1 SE V4 SW V4 2.0
6 8 1 SW V4 SW V4 5.05
6 8 12 SE Va4, SW V4 54.64
6 7 17, 18 SW Va, NW V4 of Section 17; and SE Y4, NE V4 of Section 18 136.83
6 8 1 SW V4 SE V4 20.08
6 7 5 NE V4 SE V4, SE V4 SE V4, E % SE V4 SW V4 97.38
4 7 31 SE Va 159.60
6 7 17 NW ¥4 NW Vi 3.14
6 8 12 NW V4 SE Va 1.10
6 7 8 SW V4 SW V4 0.92
6 8 12 NE V4 NW V4 1.99
6 7 7 NW ¥4 NW Y4 of Section 7; and

6 8 12 S 1% NE V4, E %2 NE V4 NE V4 of Section 12 86.48
6 8 12 NE Va4 NW Y4 1.56
6 7 6 W %2 SW V4 SW V4 of Section 6; and

6 8 1 E % SE V4 SE V4 of Section 1 35.82
6 7 5 E 12 NW V4 SE V4 19.88
6 8 12 NW Y4 NE Y4 0.29
6 8 1 SE V4 SW V4 2.5
6 7 8 NE Va NW V4 7.16
6 8 1 SE V4 SW V4 5.5
6 8 1 SE V4 NW 4 1.34

Total 11,349.92".

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself
and Mr. LEAHY):

S. 821. A Dbill to establish require-
ments with respect to bisphenol A; to
the Committee on Health, Education,
Labor, and Pensions.

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I re-
main concerned about the high levels
of exposure Americans have to
Bisphenol-A, BPA, an endocrine-dis-
rupting chemical. BPA is a synthetic
estrogen, which means that it mimics
this hormone when in the body. Sci-
entific studies continue to show cause
for concern, especially for the health
effects on babies, children, and expect-
ant mothers. While these studies con-
tinue to examine the exact effects that
BPA has on humans, consumers de-
serve more information.

BPA is most commonly found in food
products, such as the lining of canned
goods like string beans, but consumers
have no clear way of knowing this. The
BPA in Food Packaging Right to Know
Act is a simple solution to fix this
problem. This legislation requires that
food packaging that uses BPA include
a clear label that reads, ‘“This food
packaging contains BPA, an endocrine-
disrupting chemical, according to the
National Institutes of Health.”” This is
basic information that consumers have
the right to know so they can make in-
formed decisions about the products
they wish to purchase.

This legislation also directs the De-
partment of Health and Human Serv-
ices to do a safety assessment of food
containers that use BPA to determine
if there is reasonable certainty that no
harm will come from exposure, includ-
ing from low doses over the long term.
This safety standard would also apply
to the evaluation of alternatives to
BPA to ensure that replacement
chemicals are not simply causing the
same harm by a different name. The
legislation calls specific attention to
the effects of exposure on vulnerable
populations, such as infants, children,
pregnant women, and workers who are

exposed through production practices
or handling of final products.

I am particularly concerned about
the negative health effects to children
who are exposed to chemicals both
while they are developing in the womb
and in the first few years of their lives.
Children are particularly susceptible to
toxins while their bodies are devel-
oping at such a rapid pace.

According to Dr. Heather Patisaul, a
biologist at North Carolina State Uni-
versity, when pregnant women are ex-
posed to BPA and other endocrine-dis-
rupting chemicals, three generations
are impacted: the mother, the fetus,
and the reproductive cells in the fetus.
She cites that nearly 100 studies have
shown an association between BPA ex-
posure and negative health effects in
humans. These include reproductive
disorders, behavioral problems in chil-
dren, and heart disease. In addition,
there are over 1200 published animal
studies on effects of BPA that show po-
tential links to cancer, tumors, and
brain development disorders.

A recent study published in Hyper-
tension, a journal by the American
Heart Association, found that individ-
uals who drank beverages from con-
tainers made with BPA had an acute
increase in their blood pressure, com-
pared with individuals who drank the
same beverage from containers that did
not use BPA. This shows the potential
for an increased risk for heart disease.

Another recent study, published in
Endocrinology, a journal by the Endo-
crine Society, shows a link between
fetal exposure to BPA and increased
oxidative stress—an imbalance in the
body’s ability to protect against and
repair cell damage.

According to the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention, 93 percent of
Americans have BPA in their bodies.
As a society we are constantly exposed
to low doses of this chemical over a
long timeframe. Consumers deserve the
opportunity to have more control over
their own exposure and at the least

should be provided information about if
BPA is in the food products that they
purchase.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
supporting the BPA in Food Packaging
Right to Know Act and stand up for the
rights of consumers to have this basic
information.

By Mr. WYDEN (for himself, Mr.
RISCH, Mr. MERKLEY, Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI, and Mr. CRAPO):

S. 822. A bill to expand geothermal
production, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Energy and Natural
Resources.

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, today I
am proud to introduce the Geothermal
Production Expansion Act of 2015 with
my colleagues Senators RISscCH,
MERKLEY, MURKOWSKI, and CRAPO.

This bipartisan bill will allow for the
rapid expansion of already identified
geothermal resources without the addi-
tional delays of competitive leasing
and without opening up those adjacent
properties to speculative bidders who
have no interest in developing the re-
source. At the same time that the bill
streamlines the leasing process, it also
protects the taxpayer by requiring that
developers pay fair market value for
the new lease, and limiting the amount
of adjacent Federal land that can be
leased to 640 acres.

The Bureau of Land Management,
which manages geothermal projects on
federal land under lease agreements,
estimates about 250 million acres of
federal land contains geothermal power
potential. Geothermal energy projects
that are producing geothermal power
under the BLM’s management make up
about half of the total geothermal gen-
erating capacity in the United States.
This legislation takes an important
step to speed the development of this
tremendous clean energy potential on
public lands, and I urge my colleagues
to support it.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed
in the RECORD.
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There being no objection, the text of
the bill was ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:

S. 822

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Geothermal
Production Expansion Act of 2015”°.

SEC. 2. NONCOMPETITIVE LEASING OF ADJOIN-
ING AREAS FOR DEVELOPMENT OF
GEOTHERMAL RESOURCES.

Section 4(b) of the Geothermal Steam Act
of 1970 (30 U.S.C. 1003(b)) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following:

‘“(4) ADJOINING LAND.—

‘‘(A) DEFINITIONS.—In this paragraph:

‘(1) FAIR MARKET VALUE PER ACRE.—The
term ‘fair market value per acre’ means a
dollar amount per acre that—

“(I) except as provided in this clause, shall
be equal to the market value per acre (tak-
ing into account the determination under
subparagraph (B)(iii) regarding a valid dis-
covery on the adjoining land) as determined
by the Secretary under regulations issued
under this paragraph;

‘‘(IT1) shall be determined by the Secretary
with respect to a lease under this paragraph,
by not later than the end of the 180-day pe-
riod beginning on the date the Secretary re-
ceives an application for the lease; and

‘“(III) shall be not less than the greater of—

‘“‘(aa) 4 times the median amount paid per
acre for all land leased under this Act during
the preceding year; or

““(bb) $50.

““(ii) INDUSTRY STANDARDS.—The term ‘in-
dustry standards’ means the standards by
which a qualified geothermal professional as-
sesses whether downhole or flowing tempera-
ture measurements with indications of per-
meability are sufficient to produce energy
from geothermal resources, as determined
through flow or injection testing or measure-
ment of lost circulation while drilling.

‘‘(iii) QUALIFIED FEDERAL LAND.—The term
‘qualified Federal land’ means land that is
otherwise available for leasing under this
Act.

“(ilv) QUALIFIED GEOTHERMAL PROFES-
SIONAL.—The term ‘qualified geothermal pro-
fessional’ means an individual who is an en-
gineer or geoscientist in good professional
standing with at least b years of experience
in geothermal exploration, development, or
project assessment.

‘“(v) QUALIFIED LESSEE.—The term ‘quali-
fied lessee’ means a person that may hold a
geothermal lease under this Act (including
applicable regulations).

“(vi) VALID DISCOVERY.—The term ‘valid
discovery’ means a discovery of a geo-
thermal resource by a new or existing slim
hole or production well, that exhibits
downhole or flowing temperature measure-
ments with indications of permeability that
are sufficient to meet industry standards.

‘‘(B) AUTHORITY.—An area of qualified Fed-
eral land that adjoins other land for which a
qualified lessee holds a legal right to develop
geothermal resources may be available for a
noncompetitive lease under this section to
the qualified lessee at the fair market value
per acre, if—

‘(1) the area of qualified Federal land—

““(I) consists of not less than 1 acre and not
more than 640 acres; and

“(IT) is not already leased under this Act or
nominated to be leased under subsection (a);

‘‘(ii) the qualified lessee has not previously
received a noncompetitive lease under this
paragraph in connection with the valid dis-
covery for which data has been submitted
under clause (iii)(I); and
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‘“(iii) sufficient geological and other tech-
nical data prepared by a qualified geo-
thermal professional has been submitted by
the qualified lessee to the applicable Federal
land management agency that would lead in-
dividuals who are experienced in the subject
matter to believe that—

‘“(I) there is a valid discovery of geo-
thermal resources on the land for which the
qualified lessee holds the legal right to de-
velop geothermal resources; and

‘“(IT) that thermal feature extends into the
adjoining areas.

‘“(C) DETERMINATION OF
VALUE.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall—

‘() publish a notice of any request to lease
land under this paragraph;

‘“(IT) determine fair market value for pur-
poses of this paragraph in accordance with
procedures for making those determinations
that are established by regulations issued by
the Secretary;

‘“(IIT) provide to a qualified lessee and pub-
lish, with an opportunity for public comment
for a period of 30 days, any proposed deter-
mination under this subparagraph of the fair
market value of an area that the qualified
lessee seeks to lease under this paragraph;
and

‘“(IV) provide to the qualified lessee and
any adversely affected party the opportunity
to appeal the final determination of fair
market value in an administrative pro-
ceeding before the applicable Federal land
management agency, in accordance with ap-
plicable law (including regulations).

“(ii) LIMITATION ON NOMINATION.—After
publication of a notice of request to lease
land under this paragraph, the Secretary
may not accept under subsection (a) any
nomination of the land for leasing unless the
request has been denied or withdrawn.

‘“(iii) ANNUAL RENTAL.—For purposes of
section 5(a)(3), a lease awarded under this
paragraph shall be considered a lease award-
ed in a competitive lease sale.

‘(D) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 270
days after the date of enactment of the Geo-
thermal Production Expansion Act of 2015,
the Secretary shall issue regulations to
carry out this paragraph.’.

By Mr. DAINES:

S. 826. A bill to amend title 5, United
States Code, to sunset rules after 10
years unless agencies undergo notice
and comment rulemaking, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental
Affairs.

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, when I
travel across the State of Montana,
from Alzada to Whitefish, I meet many
different people and small businesses.
Although the diversity of thought in
Montana is self-evident to anyone who
has spent time there, everyone agrees
on one thing. Regulation dictated by
bureaucrats in Washington, D.C. is sti-
fling entrepreneurial creativity, push-
ing opportunities overseas, and killing
jobs.

While many burdensome regulations
are new, through adoption of laws such
as the Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform
Act and the Affordable Care Act, still
many more have been on the books for
yvears without review. In an evolving
and dynamic economy, regulators
should, at the very least, review their
regulations on a periodic basis, allow
for public input, and eliminate any
rules that are either obsolete or unnec-
essary.
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Oftentimes, regulation has unin-
tended consequences on Montana’s
small businesses. In discussions about
the harmful impacts of regulations
with Montanans, Vicki Bertelsen, who
is the President of K&K Trucking in
Great Falls, said, ‘‘Burdensome report-
ing requirements eat up too many busi-
ness hours every month. I would rather
be growing my business than sending
redundant [and] antiquated paperwork
to the government.”

With nearly 175,000 pages in the Code
of Federal Regulations, it is easy to
understand how regulations are keep-
ing people from getting back to work.

That is why today I am introducing
the Regulatory Examination Vital for
Improving and Evaluating Working So-
lutions, REVIEWS, Act. While this bill
recognizes that many regulations serve
a noble purpose in protecting con-
sumers and natural resources, it also
seeks to address a structural deficiency
in government agencies which allow
obsolete and unnecessary regulations
to remain in the Code of Federal Regu-
lations. Because agencies operate on
limited resources, they focus their ef-
forts on drafting new regulatory rules,
rather than monitoring the rules that
already exist. While most agency em-
ployees are well-intentioned, this
structural deficiency places a greater
emphasis on creating rules, rather than
monitoring the application and effec-
tiveness of existing rules, only to the
detriment of Americans.

The REVIEWS Act will require agen-
cies to periodically review each regula-
tion every ten years using the Notice
and Comment process. This require-
ment will ensure that obsolete regula-
tions are recognized and eliminated
and that regulatory cost consider-
ations are properly evaluated. If a rule
is not reviewed at least every 10 years,
it cannot be enforced in court. This re-
quirement will provide public account-
ability and force regulators to periodi-
cally examine existing rules.

It is my hope that this common sense
bill will ultimately reduce the regu-
latory burden on Americans and allow
them to freely pursue their ends, inde-
pendently of government intervention.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed
in the RECORD.

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

S. 826

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Regulatory
Examination Vital for Improving and Evalu-
ating Working Solutions Act of 2015 or the
“REVIEWS Act”.

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act, the terms ‘‘agency’ and ‘‘rule”’
have the meanings given those terms in sec-
tion 551 of title 5, United States Code.

SEC. 3. REGULATORY SUNSET.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 553 of title 5,
United States Code, is amended by adding at
the end the following:
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‘(f) EFFECTIVE DATE OF RULES.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), any rule required to be pro-
mulgated in accordance with this section
shall cease to be effective on the date that is
10 years after the date on which the agency
promulgates the rule.

‘(2) EXCEPTION.—The effective period of a
rule described in paragraph (1) may be ex-
tended for additional periods of not more
than 10 years if, before the date on which the
rule ceases to be effective, the agency that
promulgated the rule complies with the pro-
cedures under this section as if the rule were
a new rule to be issued by the agency.”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made under subsection (a) shall apply to a
rule promulgated by an agency after the date
of enactment of this Act.

SEC. 4. ENFORCEMENT OF RULES.

(a) ACTIONS REVIEWABLE.—Section 704 of
title 5, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by striking ““‘Agency action’ and insert-
ing the following:

‘“‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Agency action’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

“(b) CLARIFICATION OF FINAL AGENCY AcC-
TION.—For purposes of this section, the term
‘final agency action’ includes interpretative
rules, general statements of policy, and rules
of agency organization, procedure, or prac-
tice issued by an agency.”’.

(b) REVIEW IN COURT OF APPEALS.—Section
2342 of title 28, United States Code, is amend-
ed—

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

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

(3) by inserting after paragraph (7) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

‘“(8) all rules of an agency (as defined under
section 551 of title 5) that—

““(A) ceased to be effective under section
553(f) of such title; and

‘“(B) the agency continues to enforce.”.

————

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 105—RECOG-
NIZING THE 194TH ANNIVERSARY
OF THE INDEPENDENCE OF
GREECE AND CELEBRATING DE-
MOCRACY IN GREECE AND THE
UNITED STATES

Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mr.
BARRASSO, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. BROWN, Mr.
CARDIN, Mr. CARPER, Mr. CASEY, Mr.
COCHRAN, Mr. CoOONS, Mr. DONNELLY,
Mr. DURBIN, Mr. ENZI, Mrs. GILLIBRAND,
Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. KIRK,
Mr. MANCHIN, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. MUR-
PHY, Mr. NELSON, Mr. PETERS, Mr.
REED of Rhode Island, Mr. RUBIO, Mr.
SCHUMER, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Ms. STABE-
NOW, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. WICKER, and
Mr. WYDEN) submitted the following
resolution; which was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations:

S. RES. 105

Whereas the people of ancient Greece de-
veloped the concept of democracy, in which
the supreme power to govern was vested in
the people;

Whereas the founding fathers of the United
States, many of whom read Greek political
philosophy in the original Greek language,
drew heavily on the political experience and
philosophy of ancient Greece in forming the
representative democracy of the United
States;

Whereas Petros Mavromichalis, the former
Commander in Chief of Greece and a founder
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of the modern Greek state, said to the citi-
zens of the United States in 1821, “It is in
your land that liberty has fixed her abode
and . . . in imitating you, we shall imitate
our ancestors and be thought worthy of them
if we succeed in resembling you.’’;

Whereas the Greek national anthem, the
“Hymn to Liberty”, includes the words,
“most heartily was gladdened George Wash-
ington’s brave land’’;

Whereas the people of the United States
generously offered humanitarian assistance
to the people of Greece during their struggle
for independence;

Whereas Greece heroically resisted Axis
forces at a crucial moment in World War II,
forcing Adolf Hitler to change his timeline
and delaying the attack on Russia;

Whereas Winston Churchill said, ‘‘if there
had not been the virtue and courage of the
Greeks, we do not know which the outcome
of World War II would have been” and ‘‘no
longer will we say that Greeks fight like he-
roes, but that heroes fight like Greeks’’;

Whereas hundreds of thousands of the peo-
ple of Greece were killed during World War
II;

Whereas Greece consistently allied with
the United States in major international
conflicts throughout the 20th century;

Whereas Greece is a strategic partner and
ally of the United States in bringing polit-
ical stability and economic development to
the volatile Balkan region, having invested
billions of dollars in the countries of the re-
gion and having contributed more than
$750,000,000 in development aid for the region;

Whereas the government and people of
Greece actively participate in peacekeeping
and peace-building operations conducted by
international organizations, including the
United Nations, the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization, the European Union, and the
Organization for Security and Co-operation
in Europe, and have more recently provided
critical support to the operation of the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization in
Libya;

Whereas Greece received worldwide praise
for its extraordinary handling during the
2004 Olympic Games of more than 14,000 ath-
letes and more than 2,000,000 spectators and
journalists, a feat the government and peo-
ple of Greece handled efficiently, securely,
and with hospitality;

Whereas Greece, located in a region where
Christianity meets Islam and Judaism,
maintains excellent relations with Muslim
countries and Israel;

Whereas the Government of Greece has
taken important steps in recent years to fur-
ther cross-cultural understanding, rap-
prochement, and cooperation in various
fields with Turkey, and has also improved its
relations with other countries in the region,
including Israel, thus enhancing the sta-
bility of the wider region;

Whereas the governments and people of
Greece and the United States are at the fore-
front of efforts to advance freedom, democ-
racy, peace, stability, and human rights;

Whereas those efforts and similar ideals
have forged a close bond between the people
of Greece and the United States; and

Whereas it is proper and desirable for the
United States to celebrate March 25, 2015,
Greek Independence Day, with the people of
Greece and to reaffirm the democratic prin-
ciples from which those two great countries
were founded: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) extends warm congratulations and best
wishes to the people of Greece as they cele-
brate the 194th anniversary of the independ-
ence of Greece;

(2) expresses support for the principles of
democratic governance to which the people
of Greece are committed; and
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(3) notes the important role that Greece
has played in the wider European region and
in the community of nations since gaining
its independence 194 years ago.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 106—DESIG-
NATING MARCH 22, 2015, AS ‘“NA-
TIONAL REHABILITATION COUN-
SELORS APPRECIATION DAY”

Mr. ISAKSON (for himself and Mr.
CASEY) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was considered and agreed
to:

S. REs. 106
Whereas rehabilitation counselors conduct
assessments, provide counseling, support

families, and plan and implement rehabilita-
tion programs for individuals in need of re-
habilitation;

Whereas the purpose of professional orga-
nizations for rehabilitation counseling and
education is to promote the improvement of
rehabilitation services available to individ-
uals with disabilities through quality edu-
cation for counselors and rehabilitation re-
search;

Whereas various professional organizations
have vigorously advocated up-to-date edu-
cation and training and the maintenance of
professional standards in the field of reha-
bilitation counseling and education, includ-
ing—

(1) the National Rehabilitation Associa-
tion;

(2) the Rehabilitation Counselors and Edu-
cators Association;

(3) the National Council on Rehabilitation
Education;

(4) the National Rehabilitation Counseling
Association;

(6) the American Rehabilitation Coun-
seling Association;

(6) the Commission on Rehabilitation
Counselor Certification;

(7) the Council of State Administrators of
Vocational Rehabilitation; and

(8) the Council on Rehabilitation Edu-
cation;

Whereas, on March 22, 1983, the president of
the National Council on Rehabilitation Edu-
cation, testified before the Subcommittee on
Select Education of the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor of the House of Representa-
tives, and was instrumental in bringing the
need for qualified rehabilitation counselors
to the attention of Congress; and

Whereas the efforts of the National Council
on Rehabilitation Education led to the en-
actment of laws that require rehabilitation
counselors to have proper credentials, in
order to provide a higher quality of service
to those in need of rehabilitation: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) designates March 22, 2015, as ‘‘National
Rehabilitation Counselors Appreciation
Day’’; and

(2) commends—

(A) rehabilitation counselors, for the dedi-
cation and hard work rehabilitation coun-
selors provide to individuals in need of reha-
bilitation; and

(B) professional organizations, for the ef-
forts professional organizations have made
to assist those who require rehabilitation.

———

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 320. Ms. COLLINS (for herself and Ms.
HEITKAMP) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill S.
178, to provide justice for the victims of traf-
ficking; which was ordered to lie on the
table.
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