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The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Louisiana (Mr. CASSIDY) and the
Senator from Alaska (Mr. SULLIVAN).

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
HOEVEN). Are there any other Senators
in the Chamber desiring to vote?

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 65,
nays 33, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 180 Leg.]

YEAS—65
Alexander Feinstein Murray
Ayotte Fischer Nelson
Barrasso Flake Paul
Bennet Gardner Perdue
Blunt Graham Portman
Boozman Grassley Risch
guri I gattc]}; Roberts
antwe. eitkamp

Capito Heller g“‘l?‘ds

ubio
Carper Hoeven Sasse
Coats Inhofe
Cochran Isakson SOOt,ﬁ
Collins Johnson Sessions
Coons Kaine Shaheen
Corker Kirk Shelby
Cornyn Lankford Thune
Cotton Lee Tillis
Crapo McCain Toomey
Cruz McCaskill Vitter
Daines McConnell Warner
Enzi Moran Wicker
Ernst Murkowski Wyden

NAYS—33
Baldwin Heinrich Peters
Blumenthal Hirono Reed
Booker King Reid
Boxer Klobuchar Sanders
Brown Leahy Schatz
Cardin Manchin Schumer
Casey Markey Stabenow
Donnelly Menendez Tester
Durbin Merkley Udall
Franken Mikulski Warren
Gillibrand Murphy Whitehouse
NOT VOTING—2

Cassidy Sullivan

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 65, the nays are 33.

Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn having voted in the af-
firmative upon reconsideration, the
motion is agreed to.

The Senator from New Hampshire.

—————

DON'T TAX OUR FALLEN PUBLIC
SAFETY HEROES ACT

Ms. AYOTTE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of H.R. 606, the Don’t Tax Our
Fallen Public Safety Heroes Act, which
was received from the House.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A bill (H.R. 606) to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to exclude certain com-
pensation received by public safety officers
and their dependents from gross income.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Ms. AYOTTE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the bill be
read a third time and passed; that the
motion to reconsider be laid upon the
table, and that any statements relating
to the bill be printed in the RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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The bill (H.R. 606) was ordered to a
third reading, was read the third time,
and passed.

Ms. AYOTTE. Mr. President, I am
very honored to be here today with my
colleague from New Hampshire, Sen-
ator SHAHEEN. We worked together on
this important bill that has just passed
the Senate and had previously passed
the House of Representatives.

This week is National Police Week.
We were honored to receive law en-
forcement officers representing more
than 20 agencies in New Hampshire, in-
cluding the Brentwood police chief and
many members of his department.
They are here joining thousands of offi-
cers and families of law enforcement to
remember and honor those who have
given the ultimate sacrifice in the line
of duty to keep the rest of us safe.

Last night during a candlelight vigil,
273 fallen officers from across the Na-
tion whose names were added this week
to the national memorial were hon-
ored, including Officer Stephen Arkell
from New Hampshire, from the Brent-
wood Police Department, who lost his
life in the line of duty a year ago Tues-
day. Our thoughts and prayers con-
tinue to be with Officer Arkell’s family
and with the Brentwood Police Depart-
ment.

Unfortunately, more than a year
after his death, his family is still wait-
ing for their survivor benefits. We are
here today to discuss the bill that was
just passed by the Senate—H.R. 606, the
Don’t Tax Our Fallen Public Safety He-
roes Act—which Senator SHAHEEN and
I worked on together.

Recently, Senator SHAHEEN and I had
the opportunity to sit down and have a
roundtable with many law enforcement
officers, fire chiefs and firefighters
from our State. We heard many of the
challenges that the families of those
law enforcement officers and fire-
fighters who lost their lives in the line
of duty face to get the survivor bene-
fits that they should receive.

One of those challenges is the fact
that while survivor benefits for the
families of our fallen firefighters and
law enforcement officers are tax free,
unfortunately, ambiguity in the tax
has forced families to apply for private
letter rulings from the IRS to have
that clarified. Our bill will ensure that
they no longer have to go through this
bureaucratic step when it comes to
their survivors’ benefits.

It ensures that the benefits their sur-
vivors receive for the sacrifice they
have made are not taxed under the In-
ternal Revenue Code. These benefits
are intended to help those families and
make sure that when they go through
this incredibly tragic loss, they are
able to continue with their lives.

I thank Congressman ERIK PAULSEN
from Minnesota for working with us to
get this bill passed through the House
of Representatives.

I also thank Senators TOOMEY and
CARDIN for their work in the Senate Fi-
nance Committee to pass this legisla-
tion and Senate Finance Committee
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Chairman HATCH and Ranking Member
WYDEN for their work to help get this
important legislation passed.

I most of all thank my colleague Sen-
ator SHAHEEN because this issue is so
important to law enforcement officers
and firefighters in New Hampshire. Our
public safety officers who go out every
single day on our behalf—every hour,
every holiday, every weekend—to make
sure we are safe. When, unfortunately,
we lose one of them in the line of duty,
as we experienced in New Hampshire
too recently, we want to make sure
those families are taken care of. That
is what this bill does—it makes sure
that those families do not have to wait
to receive benefits they should receive
and that they do not have to go
through a rigamarole with the IRS to
make sure these benefits are not taxed.

I also want to mention that, in New
Hampshire, not only did we unfortu-
nately lose Patrolman Stephen Arkell
a year ago, but in 2012 we also lost
Greenland Chief of Police Mike Malo-
ney, who was about to retire. Both of
those families have been down here for
National Police Week. Our prayers con-
tinue to be with their families and the
families of every single law enforce-
ment officer and firefighter who makes
sure we are safe every single day.

I am so glad this legislation passed
during National Police Week. We are
going to continue to work together to
make sure that the families of public
safety officers that lose their lives in
the line of duty do not have to go
through any bureaucratic red tape to
get their survivor benefits.

I want to thank Senator SHAHEEN for
her work on this issue.

I yield to Senator SHAHEEN.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
CAPITO). The Senator from New Hamp-
shire.

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Madam President, I
am very pleased to be here to join my
colleague Senator AYOTTE in applaud-
ing the passage in both the House and
the Senate—today in the Senate—of
H.R. 606, the Don’t Tax Our Fallen Pub-
lic Safety Heroes Act.

As Senator AYOTTE said so elo-
quently, this is legislation we have
worked on for over a year. It was first
introduced in the last Congress. Now,
it is finally on its way to the Presi-
dent’s desk to become law, and it
couldn’t be happening at a more impor-
tant time.

This is National Police Week, but
maybe more important for New Hamp-
shire, this week we celebrate the mem-
ory of Officer Stephen Arkell of Brent-
wood. He was Kkilled in the line of duty
just a year ago this week. Last night,
Officer Arkell’s name was added to the
Roll of Honor of police officers killed
in the line of duty at the National Law
Enforcement Memorial in Washington,
DC.

Officer Arkell was not only a terrific
police officer, he was a very good and
decent man. As I read in one news-
paper, he was the kind of police officer
who would rather write a warning than
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a ticket, and he aimed to end fights
with words instead of handcuffs.

Well, it has been a full year since we
lost Officer Arkell. We don’t forget,
and we will never forget his example of
courageous public service. Day in and
day out, our public safety officers, our
police, our firefighters, and their fami-
lies make enormous sacrifices.

Now, family members fully under-
stand the dangers of their spouses’
jobs. They live with that constant
worry. But when the worst happens in
the line of duty to a loved one, the last
thing a surviving family should have to
worry about is navigating the Federal
Tax Code. For too long, families of po-
lice officers and firefighters killed in
the line of duty have had to wrangle
with the IRS to exempt death benefits
from taxation. They have had to hire
lawyers and wait years for a ruling
from the IRS and, in the meantime,
their urgently needed benefits are held
up.

This is just unacceptable, and today
it ends. Thankfully, the House and
Senate have passed a bill to exempt
these death benefits from taxation,
ending any ambiguity that may have
existed. So this is legislation that
should not just help the Arkell family,
but it should help families across this
country.

I applaud the work of my colleague
Senator AYOTTE on this bill, all of our
colleagues in the Senate who have
helped to make this happen and also
those in the House who understood the
need to help support our fallen public
safety heroes. When the President
signs this bill into law, this problem
will finally be cleared up once and for
all.

Again, I thank my colleague Senator
AYOTTE for all of her work on this
issue. I am delighted it is finally done
and look forward to making sure it
gets implemented in a way that con-
tinues to support the surviving fami-
lies.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon.

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, be-
fore I speak on the trade legislation—
and the distinguished chairman of the
committee is on the floor as well—I
wish to note that the Finance Com-
mittee, under the leadership of Chair-
man HATCH, has already passed a
version of this important legislation.

Now we have taken up the House
bill—our companion legislation. I con-
gratulate both of my colleagues. Sen-
ator SHAHEEN has talked to me about
this a number of times. I know Senator
AYOTTE is very interested in it as well.
I congratulate both of them.

ENSURING TAX EXEMPT ORGANI-
ZATIONS THE RIGHT TO APPEAL
ACT—MOTION TO PROCEED—Re-
sumed

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, if I

could make my remarks about trade,
Chairman HATCH has graciously al-
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lowed me to make a few comments at
this time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon.

Mr. WYDEN. Madam President, with
the votes that have been cast today in
the Senate, the Senate has begun to de-
velop a powerful and bipartisan mes-
sage that the trade policy of the 1990s
will be unacceptable in 2015.

The Customs and Enforcement pack-
age passed this morning goes a long
way toward breaking new ground. We
will be talking about the final two ele-
ments of the overall trade package,
trade promotion authority, and trade
adjustment assistance. But until we
are done with this debate, I will be re-
ferring to the chart next to me because
what we will be outlining are all of the
specific areas that demonstrate that
this legislation is going to finally put
the 1990s and NAFTA in the rearview
mirror and fix many of its flaws.

For example, in the NAFTA era,
American priorities, like rights for
working families and environmental
protection, were an afterthought, and
they were stuck in unenforceable side
agreements. With this legislation, they
will be bedrock elements of future
trade agreements. Back in those
NAFTA days, the United States pretty
much just asked our trading partners
to enforce their own labor and environ-
mental laws, and then we sort of hoped
for the best.

The trade promotion act says that if
a trading partner’s laws fall short, they
are going to be required to pass new
laws to fix the problem, and for the
first time, these labor and environ-
mental protections will be fully en-
forceable, enforceable because they are
backed by the threat of trade sanc-
tions.

So the NAFTA-era policies, col-
leagues, had no teeth. In effect, this
legislation raises the global bar on
labor rights and environmental protec-
tion.

We are going to hear a lot about how
somehow this is just more of the same,
and it is going to promote a race to the
bottom. What we intend to spell out in
the days ahead is how this creates new
momentum to push our standards up,
rather than promote a race to the bot-
tom.

For the first time, I wish to note—
with the support of our colleagues, the
outstanding work done by our col-
league from Maryland, BEN CARDIN—
now human rights will be a negotiating
objective for our future trade agree-
ments.

Back in the NAFTA era, the United
States fought for intellectual property
protection for drugmakers, but nobody
was trying to do much of anything to
look for people stuck in hardship
around the world who needed access to
affordable medicine. That also will
change with this legislation.

The old NAFTA playbook was writ-
ten in a time when cell phones were
about as big as bricks and Internet
commerce was still a dream. Today, it
is right at the heart of our economy.
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So our new approach to trade is
going to help cement American leader-
ship in the digital economy. Even now,
in 2015, you have repressive govern-
ments in China, Russia, and elsewhere
building digital walls that block the
free flow of information and commerce
online. If that trend continues, it
would chop the Internet up into small,
country-sized pieces. In my view, the
Internet is the shipping lane of the 21st
century, and products sent around the
world in bits and bytes are just as im-
portant as products packaged into
shipping containers and sent across the
oceans. I strongly believe this is the
best chance to fix what NAFTA got
wrong and introduce a new day in
American trade policy.

The only way for our country to de-
fend an open Internet, promote access
to affordable medicine, protect our val-
ues on labor standards, environmental
protections, and human rights is to
fight for them as part of our trade ne-
gotiations. Certainly nobody else is
going to pick up the American banner
and fight for those kinds of progressive
American values in the way we can. In
fact, it is my view that if our country
fails to lead the way, it will be China
that steps in to write rules, rules that
very likely could hurt American work-
ers and our exporters. So we have to
engage with modern, progressive trade
policies and with a higher bar for trade
agreements.

I recognize there are skeptics with
doubts about trade deals and the proc-
ess of moving them through Congress. I
think we can still take steps to try to
reach out to those who have been crit-
ical about past trade policy, find com-
mon ground, and lock those new poli-
cies into the future way in which we
make a trade law.

I have indicated for many months
that I think those who are skeptical
about our trade policies have a valid
point when they talk about the exces-
sive secrecy that has so often accom-
panied much of the trade discussion.
My view has been, if you believe
strongly in the benefits of trade—and
particularly those high-skilled, high-
wage export jobs, and you want more of
them—why in the world would you
want to have all of this secrecy that
just makes Americans so aware of the
fact that something isn’t coming to
light? They are wondering whether
there is a reason something has been
hidden.

Now, it has been too common that
Oregonians and other Americans have
no way of knowing what is on the table
in trade talks or how they would be af-
fected. That was a problem with
NAFTA, and it has been a problem that
has continued over the years.

There is no question about the need
for protecting some of the details in
our trade negotiations. I often say at a
townhall meeting that nobody is talk-
ing about giving out the secret sauce in
some particular product. But today
Americans have reasonable expecta-
tions to be able to fire up their com-
puter, click open their browser, and
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