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and become a farmer. Deanne has draw-
ings that Richard made of the farm-
house he wanted to build on the land
he was picking out in the Williston
area. His parents Arlene and Oscar
often said Richard wanted to farm and
loved the land so much that he didn’t
realize his true calling was becoming
an architect.

These are just some of the stories of
North Dakotans who sacrificed their
lives on behalf of our country in Viet-
nam.

I have to say that every time I do
this, I wonder who would they be
today. Would they be standing here in-
stead of me? But I do know the men
and women in uniform who serve our
country continue to serve when they
take off the uniform. I also know our
country suffers a great loss any time
we lose a young man or a young woman
in service of our country. That loss
must be remembered, it must be re-
spected, and we can never forget.

In this anniversary and commemora-
tion of the Vietnam war, it is so impor-
tant that we spend our time talking
about the sacrifices our country and
our servicemen gave in Vietnam and
continue to give through the ravages of
Agent Orange—the issue Dan worked
so hard on. They continue to suffer the
post-traumatic stress that was part of
that service, and they continue to
overrepresent in the homeless popu-
lations and populations of people who
continue to be troubled from the expe-
riences they suffered in Vietnam.

So today we celebrate these lives and
we think about who they might have
been. We offer a very humble and
grateful thank-you to all of the family
members who have helped us with
these memorials but who have experi-
enced this loss in a way we will never
understand.

Thank you, Mr. President.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
SASSE). The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

DEFENDING PUBLIC SAFETY
EMPLOYEES’ RETIREMENT ACT

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask the Chair to lay before the Senate
the message to accompany H.R. 2146.

The Presiding Officer laid before the
Senate the following message from the
House of Representatives:

Resolved, That the House agree to the
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R.
2146) entitled ‘“An Act to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to allow Federal law
enforcement officers, firefighters, and air
traffic controllers to make penalty-free
withdrawals from governmental plans after
age 50, and for other purposes,” with an
amendment.
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MOTION TO CONCUR

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
move to concur in the House amend-
ment to the Senate amendment to H.R.
2146.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report the motion.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. McCoON-
NELL] moves to concur in the House amend-
ment to the Senate amendment to H.R. 2146.

MOTION TO CONCUR WITH AMENDMENT NO. 2060

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
move to concur in the House amend-
ment to the Senate amendment to H.R.
2146 with an amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. McCON-
NELL] moves to concur in the House amend-
ment to the Senate amendment to H.R. 2146
with an amendment numbered 2060.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the read-
ing of the amendment be dispensed
with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment is as follows:

At the end add the following.

““This Act shall take effect 1 day after the
date of enactment.”

Mr. McCONNELL. I ask for the yeas
and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

AMENDMENT NO. 2061 TO AMENDMENT NO. 2060

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
have a second-degree amendment at
the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. McCON-
NELL] proposes an amendment numbered 2061
to amendment No. 2060.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the read-
ing of the amendment be dispensed
with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment is as follows:

In the amendment

Strike ‘1 day’’ and insert ‘2 days”’

MOTION TO REFER WITH AMENDMENT NO. 2062

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
move to refer to the Committee on Fi-
nance H.R. 2146 with instructions.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. McCON-
NELL] moves to refer H.R. 2146 to the Com-
mittee on Finance with instructions being
amendment numbered 2062.

The amendment is as follows:

At the end add the following.

“This Act shall take effect 3 days after the
date of enactment”

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask for the yeas and nays on that mo-
tion.

The
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

AMENDMENT NO. 2063

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I
have an amendment to the instructions
at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. McCON-
NELL] proposes an amendment numbered 2063
to the instructions of the motion to refer
H.R. 2146.

The amendment is as follows:

In the instructions

Strike ‘3 days’ and insert ‘4 days”

Mr. MCCONNELL. I ask for the yeas
and nays on that amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

AMENDMENT NO. 2064 TO AMENDMENT NO. 2063

Mr. MCCONNELL. I have a second-de-
gree amendment at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. McCON-
NELL] proposes an amendment numbered 2064
to amendment No. 2063.

The amendment is as follows:

In the amendment

Strike ‘4 days’ and insert ‘5 days”’

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. McCCONNELL. Mr. President, I
have a cloture motion at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the mo-
tion to concur in the House amendment to
the Senate amendment to H.R. 2146, an act
to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986
to allow Federal law enforcement officers,
firefighters, and air traffic controllers to
make penalty-free withdrawals from govern-
mental plans after age 50, and for other pur-
poses.

Mitch McConnell, Johnny Isakson, David
Perdue, Chuck Grassley, Thom Tillis,
Marco Rubio, Daniel Coats, John Cor-
nyn, Michael B. Enzi, Kelly Ayotte,
Orrin G. Hatch, Roger F. Wicker, Deb
Fischer, Rob Portman, Cory Gardner,
Richard Burr, Roy Blunt.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the man-
datory quorum call under rule XXII be
waived.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

TRADE PREFERENCES EXTENSION
ACT OF 2015

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I

ask the Chair to lay before the Senate
the message to accompany H.R. 1295.
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The Presiding Officer laid before the
Senate the following message from the
House of Representatives:

Resolved, That the House agree to the
amendment of the Senate to the title of the
bill (H.R. 1295) entitled ‘“‘An Act to amend
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to improve
the process for making determinations with
respect to whether organizations are exempt
from taxation under section 501(c)(4) of such
Code,” and that the House agree to the
amendment of the Senate to the text of the
aforementioned bill, with an amendment.

MOTION TO CONCUR WITH AMENDMENT NO. 2065

(Purpose: In the nature of a substitute.)

Mr. McCONNELL. I move to concur
in the House amendment to the Senate
amendment to H.R. 1295 with an
amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. McCON-
NELL] moves to concur in the House amend-
ment to the Senate amendment to H.R. 1295
with an amendment numbered 2065.

Mr. McCONNELL. I ask unanimous
consent that the reading of the amend-
ment be dispensed with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

(The amendment is printed in today’s
RECORD under ‘‘Text of Amendments.’’)

Mr. McCONNELL. I ask for the yeas
and nays on my amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

AMENDMENT NO. 2066 TO AMENDMENT NO. 2065

Mr. McCCONNELL. I have a second-de-
gree amendment at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. McCON-
NELL] proposes an amendment numbered 2066
to amendment No. 2065.

Mr. McCONNELL. I ask unanimous
consent that the reading of the amend-
ment be dispensed with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment is as follows:

At the end add the following.

“This Act shall take effect 1 day after the
date of enactment.”

MOTION TO REFER WITH AMENDMENT NO. 2067

Mr. McCONNELL. I move to refer to
the Committee on Finance H.R. 1295
with instructions.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the motion.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. McCON-
NELL] moves to refer H.R. 1295 to the Com-
mittee on Finance with instructions being
amendment numbered 2067.

The amendment is as follows:

At the end add the following.

“This Act shall take effect 2 days after the
date of enactment.”

Mr. MCCONNELL. I ask for the yeas
and nays on that motion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.
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The yeas and nays were ordered.
AMENDMENT NO. 2068

Mr. McCONNELL. I have an amend-
ment to the instructions at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. McCON-
NELL] proposes an amendment numbered 2068
to the instructions of the motion to refer
H.R. 1295.

The amendment is as follows:

In the Instructions

Strike ‘2 days’ and insert ‘‘3 days”

Mr. McCONNELL. I ask for the yeas
and nays on that amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

AMENDMENT NO. 2069 TO AMENDMENT NO. 2068

Mr. MCCONNELL. I have a second-de-
gree amendment at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. McCON-
NELL] proposes an amendment numbered 2069
to amendment No. 2068.

The amendment is as follows:

In the amendment

Strike ‘3 days’ and insert ‘4 days”’

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. McCCONNELL. I have a cloture
motion at the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the mo-
tion to concur in the House amendment to
the Senate amendment to H.R. 1295, an act
to extend the African Growth and Oppor-
tunity Act, the Generalized System of Pref-
erences, the preferential duty treatment pro-
gram for Haiti, and for other purposes, with
an amendment.

Mitch McConnell, Johnny Isakson, David
Perdue, Chuck Grassley, Thom Tillis,
Marco Rubio, Daniel Coats, John Cor-
nyn, Michael B. Enzi, Kelly Ayotte,
Orrin G. Hatch, Roger F. Wicker, Deb
Fischer, Rob Portman, Cory Gardner,
Richard Burr, Roy Blunt.

Mr. McCONNELL. I ask unanimous
consent that the mandatory quorum
under rule XXII be waived.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, fol-
lowing today’s encouraging vote over
in the House, I wish to update the Sen-
ate on where we stand with regard to
trade.

First, a brief look back at how we got
where we are today. Back in April, the
Finance Committee came together to
advance four trade bills on a big bipar-
tisan vote. It was everyone’s goal at
that time to consider all of those bills
and to begin the process of passing this
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significant trade agenda, and it re-
mains everybody’s goal now. That is a
point that has been proven many times
over.

When our Democratic colleagues in-
sisted on tying TAA to TPA, it was dif-
ficult for most on my side to swallow.
Many in my conference opposed TAA.
But with the larger goal in mind—and
understanding that for my friends on
the other side, TAA has often ridden
alongside TPA—we put the two policies
together. This was not an easy lift, but
in the interest of moving forward, we
compromised.

The process was not easy. We had a
few close calls. We even worked
through a filibuster to address our col-
leagues’ concerns, but all the hard
work paid off. It eventually led to a
good result at the end of last month, a
62-t0-37 vote in the Senate in favor of
more opportunities for American pay-
checks, for American workers and
farmers, and for the American econ-
omy.

Unfortunately, though, as we all
know now, that was not to be the end
of the Senate’s role in the process.
That is OK. Not every plan turns out
perfectly every time, but the point is
that you don’t give up. The American
people didn’t send us here to sulk but
to work through tough problems. So
that is what we are going to do.

Here is what it is going to take: No.
1, working together toward the shared
goal of a win for the American people;
No. 2, trusting each other to get there.
I think we can do that.

So here are the next steps. In the
judgment of Members of both parties in
the House and in the Senate, our best
way forward now is to consider TPA
and TAA separately. That means TAA
will come second after TPA, but the
votes will be there to pass it—reluc-
tantly, not happily, but they will be
there if it means getting something far
more important accomplished for the
American people.

To that end, I just filed cloture on
the motion to concur with the House-
passed TPA bill. I then filed cloture on
the AGOA and preferences bill—with
an amendment that adds to that bill
TAA. This puts the Senate on a proce-
dural glidepath to consider and then
pass the TPA bill, the AGOA and pref-
erences bill, and TAA. So assuming ev-
eryone has a little faith and votes the
same way they did just a few weeks
ago, we will be able to get all of those
bills to the President soon.

I know there is a fourth bill, too, the
Customs bill. Given the complex and
thorny procedural processes at work on
that bill, we will have to turn to that
one as soon as we are able—but we will
turn to it. It will have to go to a con-
ference committee and then return to
the Senate floor, where it, too, will be
passed and sent to the White House.

I know it is hard to do, but if we step
back a few paces and recall what we
were all asking for just a few weeks
ago, we should be able to take some
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satisfaction in all of this. It means
that before July 4, the President will
have signed TPA, TAA, and the AGOA
and preferences bill, and we will be
well on our way toward enactment of a
robust Customs package. All of that to-
gether would be quite an accomplish-
ment. All it is going to take is some
hard work, some faith in one another,
and everybody voting the same way the
next time they voted the last time.

TRIBUTE TO BOB LAWSON

Mr. MCcCCONNELL. Mr. President,
today I rise to pay tribute to one of
Kentucky’s greatest teachers, and a
man who has served the public good
and the law for 5 decades. My friend
Professor Bob Lawson, who has taught
law at the University of Kentucky Col-
lege of Law for 50 years, will be retir-
ing this July 1.

Over the course of his 50 years of
teaching, Professor Lawson has become
one of the most respected lawyers and
teachers in the Commonwealth. He is
also well known and admired for his
work outside the classroom as the au-
thor of much of the Commonwealth’s
penal code for criminal offenses and its
rules of courtroom evidence.

Professor Lawson was born in a small
town in southwestern West Virginia,
not far from the Kentucky border, in a
coal community. Encouraged by his fa-
ther to get an education and escape life
in the coal camps, he attended Berea
College in Kentucky and then earned
his law degree at UK in 1963.

In 1965, he was asked to teach law at
UK, which he has done ever since. His
specialty is Kentucky criminal law and
evidence law. In the 1970s, he worked
with the State legislature to rewrite
Kentucky’s penal code, which was in
need of an overhaul.

I would point out that of Professor
Lawson’s thousands of students, I was
one of them. Bob Lawson was one of
my favorite professors, and I still re-
call his teachings today. I am also
proud to call him a friend over the
years. UK has greatly benefitted from
having him as a member of the faculty
for all this time, and he will be sorely
missed.

I want to thank Professor Bob
Lawson for his five decades of service
to the University of Kentucky and to
the Commonwealth. For 50 years he led
Kentucky’s brightest young minds into
the legal profession, and his many
thousands of students serve as a fitting
tribute to his legacy. I wish him all the
best as he retires from UK and begins a
new stage in life.

The Lexington Herald-Leader pub-
lished an article detailing Professor
Lawson’s life and career. I ask unani-
mous consent that the article be print-
ed in the RECORD.

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

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

AFTER 50 YEARS AT UK, PROFESSOR WHO
WROTE MUCH OF KENTUCKY LAW AND INVES-
TIGATED UK ATHLETICS IS RETIRING

(By John Cheves)

Robert Gene Lawson, who is retiring July
1, wrote much of Kentucky law and taught
thousands of the people who practice it.

Lawson spent 50 years as a professor at the
University of Kentucky College of Law, and
he was dean twice. Among his students were
U.S. Senate Majority Leader Mitch McCon-
nell, Gov. Steve Beshear, U.S. Reps. Andy
Barr and Ed Whitfield, and most of the Ken-
tucky Supreme Court.

“It’s been really interesting watching my
students go on in life,” Lawson, 76, said Fri-
day, sitting in a cluttered campus office that
showed no sign of getting packed up any
time soon. ‘“They’ve done important things
and mostly have done them well.”’

Lawson built an equally large reputation
for himself outside the classroom. He au-
thored the state’s penal code for criminal of-
fenses and its rules of courtroom evidence.
He harangued the General Assembly, with
what he considers limited success, for pack-
ing the state’s jails and prisons with the
mentally ill and the addicted. He led inves-
tigations into ethics violations at the UK
Athletics Department, which didn’t win him
many friends, and into the nightmarish Bev-
erly Hills Supper Club fire in 1977 that killed
165 people in northern Kentucky.

‘“He was Kentucky law,” said Allison
Connelly, a onetime Lawson student who
later joined him on the law school faculty.
‘‘He has done so much, when you look at his
lifetime of work, to make Kentucky a better
place.”

The son of a coal miner, Lawson was born
in 1938 in a tiny Logan County, W.Va., com-
munity almost entirely owned by Island
Creek Coal Co. His father urged him to es-
cape the coal camp through an education. He
worked his way through tuition-free Berea
College and then earned a law degree at UK
in 1963.

After two years of practicing law, which he
enjoyed, Lawson accepted an invitation in
1965 to teach at UK.

“I never thought I'd stay here,” he said. ‘I
thought I'd try teaching for a little bit, see
what it was like, and get back into my law
practice. But it was a wonderful experience
from day one—for one thing: being around
all of these bright young people.”

Lawson’s specialty is Kentucky criminal
law and evidence law. He wrote the books on
those subjects, books that occupy the
shelves of law libraries and judicial cham-
bers. In the 1970s, he worked with the legisla-
ture to rewrite the state’s penal code, which
was hugely disorganized at the time. ‘“We
had never reformed our criminal laws in
Kentucky, so you had offenses that had been
added one by one over a period of, what, 150
years, 180 years, and a lot of inconsistency in
how these offenses were treated,”” he said.

To Lawson’s frustration, within a decade
of his penal code work, the national ‘‘war on
drugs’ and concern over urban violence led
politicians in Kentucky and elsewhere to
enact much tougher sentencing laws.

It’s one thing to imprison a murderer for
decades, but these new laws put even minor
criminals behind bars for long stretches,
Lawson said. For example: In dozens of Ken-
tucky cases Lawson researched, people were
convicted of the felony of ‘“‘drug trafficking
within 1,000 yards of a school” after police
caught them with a small personal stash of
drugs in their homes or cars several blocks
from a school.

‘“Bob Lawson’s philosophy was always,
‘You lock up the people who genuinely scare
you because they’re dangerous, they’'re vio-
lent, and for the other people, you see if you
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can’t rehabilitate them and make them pro-
ductive members of society,”” said Fayette
Family Court Judge Kathy Stein, a former
chairwoman of the state House Judiciary
Committee.

In 1974, the year Lawson’s penal code
changes took effect, Kentucky spent $11 mil-
lion housing about 3,000 inmates at two pris-
ons. This year, the state expects to spend
about $500 million to keep about 22,000 in-
mates in 12 prisons and dozens of county
jails that are paid to hold the state’s felon
spillover.

The General Assembly’s effort four years
ago to cut the inmate population—at
Lawson’s urging—has fallen short ‘‘because
they aimed too low,” he said. ‘“‘They tin-
kered; they did too little.”

Some county jails are so overcrowded that
state inmates who are serving five to 10
years must sleep on the floor and seldom
leave their cells, he said. There is little edu-
cation or addiction treatment provided, so
felons are no better off when they’re finally
released, and in many cases, they’re prob-
ably harder than ever, he said.

“We got mad at the people who were com-
mitting criminal offenses, and we veered
away from a philosophy of trying to correct
them, which originally had been the thrust
of our justice system,” Lawson said. ‘“We
jacked up the penalties on everything. As a
result, we’ve created this huge problem of
trying to pay for all of this. We’re just mak-
ing things worse for ourselves than they
were.”’

One of Lawson’s other crusades over the
years was trying to be a watchdog of UK’s lu-
crative and popular sports programs. At the
request of various UK presidents, he led in-
vestigations into possible ethics violations,
including cases that brought about the de-
partures of basketball coach Eddie Sutton in
1989 and athletics director Larry Ivy in 2002.

In 2002, as a member of the UK Athletics
Administration’s board of directors, Lawson
cast the sole dissenting vote against hiring
Mitch Barnhart as athletics director.
Lawson said he didn’t object to Barnhart,
but the $375,000-a-year salary was ‘‘ridicu-
lous” compared to the more modest sums
paid to other UK faculty and staff. (Barnhart
remains in the job and now makes $600,000 a
year.)

Over the past 50 years, the UK Athletics
Department evolved into its own universe
with its own rules, Lawson said.

“They have become an independent entity,
separate from the rest of the university,
which is a problem,” he said. ‘‘Their budget
is their budget. The athletics department re-
gards the money that comes in for athletics
as their money, not the university’s money.

“And I guess I have felt, watching it
through the years, that they sort of lost
what I would consider to be a reasonable
connection of these students to the univer-
sity as compared to athletics. Let me just
give you an example. When I first came here,
the basketball season was 20 games. It’s now
40. T have my doubts about how they can be
a legitimate college student when they’ve
got that problem.”’

Lawson said he also regrets the explosion
in tuition costs at UK and other state uni-
versities around the nation, largely because
of shrinking public support from state gov-
ernments. The next UK budget will get just
eight percent of its revenue from state ap-
propriations, the smallest share ever.

“I think everyone who is 50 years old and
older—including me—ought to be ashamed of
themselves for what we’re doing to our
young people, making an education all but
unaffordable,” he said.

“When Mitch McConnell and Steve
Beshear were in my classroom, I doubt they
paid much more than $100 a semester for
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