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((RIN0910–AG57) (Docket No. FDA–2011–N– 
0172)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on July 17, 2015; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2366. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Regulations and Policy Management 
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De-
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Regulatory Hearing Before 
the Food and Drug Administration; Tech-
nical Amendment’’ (Docket No. FDA–2015–N– 
0011) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on July 20, 2015; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–2367. A communication from the Senior 
Vice President and Chief Financial Officer, 
Potomac Electric Power Company, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the Company’s Bal-
ance Sheet as of December 31, 2014; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–2368. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 21–99, ‘‘Fiscal Year 2016 Budget 
Request Act of 2015’’; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–2369. A communication from the 
Human Resources Specialist (Executive Re-
sources), Small Business Administration, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel-
ative to a vacancy in the position of Deputy 
Administrator, Small Business Administra-
tion, received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on July 17, 2015; to the Committee on 
Small Business and Entrepreneurship. 

EC–2370. A communication from the Execu-
tive Director, Consumer Product Safety 
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the Commission’s 2013 Annual Report to the 
President and Congress; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2371. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Transportation, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, an annual report relative to ac-
complishments made under the Airport Im-
provement Program for fiscal year 2011; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2372. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Transportation, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report entitled ‘‘2015 Annual 
Report: The U.S. Department of Transpor-
tation’s (DOT) Status of Actions Addressing 
the Safety Issue Areas on the National 
Transportation Safety Board’s (NTSB) Most 
Wanted List’’; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–2373. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Bureau Chief, Wireline Competition 
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Numbering Policies 
for Modern Communications, IP–Enabled 
Services . . . Connect America Fund, and 
Numbering Resource Optimization’’ 
((RIN3060–AK36) (FCC 15–70)) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on July 20, 2015; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–2374. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Regulations and Policy Management 
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De-
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Canned Pacific Salmon; 
Technical Amendment’’ (Docket No. FDA– 
2015–N–0011) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on July 17, 2015; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC–2375. A communication from the Con-
gressional Review Coordinator, Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service, Department 
of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Khapra 
Beetle; New Regulated Countries and Regu-
lated Articles’’ (Docket No. APHIS–2013–0079) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on July 21, 2015; to the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–2376. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and 
Readiness), transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
report relative to the Department of Defense 
(DoD) intending to assign women to pre-
viously closed positions in the Army; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–2377. A communication from the Assist-
ant General Counsel for Legislation, Regula-
tion and Energy Efficiency, Office of Energy 
Efficiency and Renewable Energy, Depart-
ment of Energy, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Energy 
Conservation Program: Energy Conservation 
Standards for Packaged Terminal Air Condi-
tioners and Packaged Terminal Heat 
Pumps’’ ((RIN1904–AC82) (Docket No. EERE– 
2012–BT–STD–0029)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on July 21, 2015; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

EC–2378. A communication from the Chair-
man of the United States International 
Trade Commission, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report entitled ‘‘The Year in Trade 
2014’’; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–2379. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the 
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 14–135); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–2380. A communication from the Asso-
ciate General Counsel for General Law, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to a 
vacancy in the position of Assistant Sec-
retary/Administrator, Transportation Secu-
rity Administration, Department of Home-
land Security, received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on July 22, 2015; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–2381. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Transportation, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report entitled ‘‘Annual Re-
port for 2014 on Disability-Related Air Travel 
Complaints’’; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

f 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

The following petitions and memo-
rials were laid before the Senate and 
were referred or ordered to lie on the 
table as indicated: 

POM–52. A resolution adopted by the House 
of Representatives of the State of Louisiana 
memorializing the United States Congress to 
take such actions as are necessary to des-
ignate Grambling State University as a 
United States Department of Agriculture 
1890 land-grant institution; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 102 
Whereas, a land-grant college or university 

is a postsecondary education institution that 
has been designated to receive the benefits of 
the federal Morrill Acts of 1862 or 1890; and 

Whereas, there is at least one land-grant 
institution in every state and territory of 
the United States, as well as the District of 
Columbia, and over the years, land-grant 
status has been associated with several types 
of federal support; and 

Whereas, two universities in this state, 
Louisiana State University (LSU) and 
Southern University (SU), are designated as 
land-grant institutions; LSU received this 
designation in 1862, and in 1890, what is 
known as the Second Morrill Act conferred 
land-grant status to several historically 
black colleges and universities, commonly 
referred to as ‘‘1890 land-grant institutions’’, 
and SU is among this group; and 

Whereas, Grambling State University, lo-
cated in Grambling, Louisiana, is seeking 
designation as an 1890 land-grant institution 
under the banner of the Second Morrill Act; 
and 

Whereas, Grambling State University was 
founded in 1901 by the North Louisiana Col-
ored Agriculture Relief Association; in 1905, 
it moved to its present location and was re-
named the North Louisiana Agricultural and 
Industrial School; in 1946, it became Gram-
bling College; and in 1949, it earned its first 
accreditation by the Southern Association of 
Colleges and Schools; and 

Whereas, in 1974, the school began to offer 
graduate programs in early childhood and el-
ementary education and acquired the name 
Grambling State University; over the years, 
several new academic programs have been 
incorporated and new facilities added to the 
384-acre campus; and 

Whereas, Grambling now offers more than 
eight hundred courses and forty-seven degree 
programs in five colleges, including an hon-
ors college, two professional schools, a grad-
uate school, and a Division of Continuing 
Education; and 

Whereas, Grambling combines the aca-
demic strengths of a major university with 
the benefits of a small college, and its stu-
dents grow and learn in a serene and positive 
environment; and 

Whereas, in addition to being one of the 
country’s top producers of African American 
graduates, Grambling is home to the inter-
nationally renowned Tiger Marching Band 
and remains proud of the legacy of the late 
Eddie Robinson, Sr., a truly legendary foot-
ball coach; and 

Whereas, Grambling places an emphasis on 
the value and importance of each student, 
which is exemplified by its motto, ‘‘Where 
Everybody is Somebody’’; and 

Whereas, after more than a decade since its 
founding, Grambling remains an important 
influence in the quality of lives and commu-
nities of generations of North Louisiana resi-
dents; and 

Whereas, the designation of Ohio’s Central 
State University as an 1890 land-grant insti-
tution in the 2014 Farm Bill set a very recent 
precedent for the addition of a university to 
the land-grant system; and 

Whereas, the nation’s system of land-grant 
institutions would be strengthened by the in-
clusion of Grambling State University; and 

Whereas, as a historically black university 
with a strong record of academics, research, 
and service, Grambling, with its rich history 
and traditions, would bring a unique perspec-
tive to the land-grant system; and 

Whereas, for one hundred twenty-five 
years, the 1890 land-grant institutions have 
played a vital role in ensuring access to 
higher education and opportunity for under-
served communities, and as such an institu-
tion, Grambling would have access to in-
creased resources that it could direct to 
serving such communities and to providing 
research, extension, and public services in 
North Louisiana, an area where these serv-
ices are not currently being provided suffi-
ciently; and 

Whereas, such designation would be con-
sistent with Grambling’s agricultural origins 
and its mission and history of service to Af-
rican American students and the people of 
Louisiana and would strengthen Grambling’s 
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research and teaching in science, technology, 
engineering, and mathematics (STEM) pro-
grams and enhance existing programs and fa-
cilitate the development of new programs in 
agricultural business, biotechnology, eco-
nomics, environment and natural resources, 
family and consumer science, and engineer-
ing technology; and 

Whereas, Grambling State University has 
made the same extraordinary contributions 
to the education of African Americans in the 
state of Louisiana as other 1890 land-grant 
universities have made in their respective 
states; and 

Whereas, as the only Historically Black 
College or University (HBCU) in the Univer-
sity of Louisiana System, the role that 
Grambling plays in the state is critical; and 

Whereas, a land-grant designation would 
enhance greatly Grambling’s service to the 
people of Louisiana, and it is appropriate 
that Congress take all necessary measures to 
grant such designation to Grambling State 
University: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives of the Legislature of Louisiana does 
hereby memorialize the United States Con-
gress to take such actions as are necessary 
to designate Grambling State University as 
a United States Department of Agriculture 
1890 land-grant institution; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this Resolution be 
transmitted to the presiding officers of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives of 
the Congress of the United States of America 
and to each member of the Louisiana con-
gressional delegation. 

POM–53. A joint resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of the State of California memo-
rializing the President of the United States 
and the United States Congress to recognize 
the unique military value of California’s de-
fense installations and the disproportionate 
sacrifices California has endured in previous 
base realignment and closure (BRAC) rounds; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

ASSEMBLY JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 11 
Whereas, The federal Department of De-

fense conducted base realignment and clo-
sure (BRAC) rounds in 1988, 1991, 1993, 1995, 
and 2005. The previous BRAC rounds resulted 
in the closure of 25 major bases in California 
and the realignment of eight other facilities; 
and 

Whereas, A sixth BRAC round for 2017 has 
been proposed in the fiscal year 2016 federal 
budget; and 

Whereas, California has been the state 
hardest hit by the Department of Defense’s 
previous BRAC rounds. In the first four 
BRAC rounds, for example, the state ab-
sorbed 25 percent of the total base closures 
nationally and 11 percent of the base realign-
ments; and 

Whereas, California absorbed 54 percent of 
personnel cuts in the first four BRAC rounds, 
losing more federal military jobs from the 
closure of its military bases than the com-
bined losses in all other states. Additionally, 
300,000 private sector defense industry jobs in 
California were eliminated as a result of 
those base closures; and 

Whereas, These base closures had a severe 
impact on local governments and commu-
nities, some of which continue to struggle 
with the transition and reuse of these closed 
bases; and 

Whereas, There are currently more than 30 
major federal military installations and 
commands remaining in California that 
could be closed or realigned as a result of an-
other BRAC process; and 

Whereas, The Department of Defense and 
the defense industry represent a major in-
dustry in California today, totaling more 
than $71 billion in direct spending and em-

ploying more than 350,000 Californians. Total 
effects on the economy far exceed these 
numbers; and 

Whereas, For over half of a century, Cali-
fornia’s workers, businesses, industries, and 
universities have contributed to our national 
security, utilizing their talents, capital, and 
skills to develop and manufacture new tech-
nologies, aircraft, satellites, missiles, and 
advanced weapons systems; and 

Whereas, Military installations provide the 
foundation for United States defense efforts. 
Maintaining these installations is, therefore, 
critical to supporting America’s national se-
curity. California is vital to the mission and 
might of our United States military. Our 
seaports and airports, bases and equipment, 
research labs and testing grounds support 
the finest fighting force in the world; and 

Whereas, As our nation faces new security 
threats in the 21st century, California re-
mains ready to confront these dangers. In 
space, cyberspace, over land, at sea, and in 
the air, California is helping the military 
meet the challenges of today and tomorrow. 
From troop deployment to systems develop-
ment and cybersecurity, training to logis-
tics, the future of our military is here in 
California; and 

Whereas, Having been the leader in the na-
tion’s defense effort, California state govern-
ment must lead by articulating the national 
security imperative of maintaining military 
installations within its borders; and 

Whereas, In an effort to be proactive in re-
taining military facilities within California 
that are essential to national security, and 
to provide for a single, focused strategy to 
defend these installations, in March 2013 
Governor Edmund G. Brown Jr. established 
the Governor’s Military Council, in an effort 
to protect and expand the military’s vital 
role in national security and California’s 
economy. The council has met regularly 
throughout the state since its creation, and 
is continuing to work to protect California’s 
military installations and operations and to 
assist in recruiting new defense missions and 
operations to the state: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Assembly and the Senate of 
the State of California, jointly, That Califor-
nia’s military installations possess critical 
military value and that California is ready 
to help the Department of Defense meet its 
goals now and in the future; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Legislature of the State 
of California respectfully memorializes the 
President and the Congress of the United 
States, to not only recognize the unique 
military value of California’s defense instal-
lations, but also continue to take into con-
sideration all of the following: 

(a) California’s unparalleled land, air, and 
sea ranges that provide the ability to train 
all types of forces, year round, in every type 
of warfare effectively, efficiently, and eco-
nomically. 

(b) California’s strategic location in the 
Pacific Theater is a critical factor in exe-
cuting the National Defense Strategy stra-
tegic shift to the Pacific region by allowing 
for rapid deployment to trouble spots in 
Asia. 

(c) California’s ability to recruit and train 
highly skilled and educated personnel. 

(d) The existing synergies between mili-
tary installations and the private sector. 

(e) The economic impact on existing com-
munities in the vicinity of military installa-
tions. 

(f) Our incomparable quality of life, which 
enhances personnel retention. 

(g) The vast intellectual capital that has 
been developed in California since World War 
II. 

(h) The disproportionate sacrifices Cali-
fornia has endured in previous BRAC rounds; 
and be it further 

Resolved, That the Chief Clerk of the As-
sembly transmit copies of this resolution to 
the President and Vice President of the 
United States, to the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives, to the Majority Leader of 
the Senate, to each Senator and Representa-
tive from California in the Congress of the 
United States, and to the author for appro-
priate distribution. 

POM–54. A joint resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of the State of California urging 
the President of the United States and the 
United States Congress to enact legislation 
to establish guarantees by the federal gov-
ernment to support the responsible sale of 
postearthquake bonds by financially sound 
residential-earthquake-insurance programs 
operated by any of the several states on an 
actuarially sound basis; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

ASSEMBLY JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 6 
Whereas, Over the last 30 years, California 

has experienced 1,451 earthquakes of mag-
nitude 4.0 or greater, ranging from 16 to 168 
per year; and 

Whereas, Most Californians live within 20 
miles of a major earthquake fault capable of 
producing damaging earthquakes; and 

Whereas, On the morning of August 24, 
2014, many residents of Napa discovered they 
lived closer to such a fault than they be-
lieved. A magnitude 6.0 earthquake struck 
American Canyon, south of Napa, at 3:20 
a.m., leading to one death and many injuries. 
The earthquake seriously damaged nearly 
100 homes, as well as many historic down-
town buildings. It cost local wineries mil-
lions of dollars in spilled wine and damaged 
equipment, and numerous people were in-
jured. The overall damage and effects of the 
earthquake demonstrated how even a mod-
erate-sized earthquake can have a large im-
pact on a community; and 

Whereas, In June 2014, the Los Angeles 
Times reported that the first five months of 
the year were marked by five earthquakes 
larger than magnitude 4.0, after what had 
been a relatively quiet period of seismic ac-
tivity for the Los Angeles area. That number 
of earthquakes at that magnitude had not 
occurred in a year since 1994, the year of the 
Northridge earthquake; and 

Whereas, Faced with the certainty of its 
peril from earthquakes, over the last three 
decades California has repeatedly shown that 
smart public policy choices can help Califor-
nians prepare for a catastrophic earthquake. 
Milestone innovations across this era include 
the following: 

(a) In the year following the 1983 Coalinga 
earthquake, California passed the Earth-
quake Insurance Act, requiring residential 
property insurers to offer homeowners earth-
quake coverage, to ensure homeowners con-
sidered the possibility of protecting their 
home from earthquake damage. 

(b) In the year after the 1989 Loma Prieta 
earthquake, California began examining how 
a state-based financial pool might be con-
structed to improve protection for home-
owners. This effort, the California Residen-
tial Earthquake Recovery Fund (CRERF), 
was intended to cover the cost of earthquake 
insurance deductibles. While this plan was 
repealed in 1992 as potentially actuarially 
unsound, it pointed the way to further inno-
vations. 

(c) Since 1996, the multipart funding mech-
anism of the California Earthquake Author-
ity (CEA), a public instrumentality of the 
State of California, has succeeded as the pri-
mary source of earthquake insurance for 
California homeowners seeking to protect 
their homes from earthquakes; and 

Whereas, Despite the growing successes of 
the CEA since its 1996 formation, how it can 
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be improved has become clear. Almost every 
news story about California earthquake in-
surance and the CEA notes that residential 
earthquake insurance is costly for home-
owners and the deductibles are high. The 
high cost and high deductibles are seen as a 
key factor behind why only 12 percent of 
Californians who buy homeowners’ insurance 
also buy earthquake insurance; and 

Whereas, There is no better way to prepare 
California for the inevitability of disastrous 
earthquakes than to make earthquake insur-
ance work better for its residents. The limi-
tations of the existing system are well- 
known. Now is the time for the next key step 
in policy innovation to make the state’s 
earthquake insurance system work better for 
renters and homeowners; and 

Whereas, As the CEA approaches two dec-
ades of operation, it has become clear that 
the CEA has pushed the envelope on how a 
single state-based pool can materially assist 
in catastrophe readiness. But by law, the 
CEA’s rates must be actuarially sound and 
based on the best available scientific infor-
mation for assessing earthquake frequency, 
severity, and loss; these sensible conditions 
also temper the CEA’s ability to cut the cost 
of earthquake insurance; and 

Whereas, As a public instrumentality of 
the state, the CEA must cover all its risks, 
including the possibility that at any time, a 
truly catastrophic earthquake might hit the 
state; and 

Whereas, The CEA’s need, as a stand-alone, 
risk-bearing public instrumentality of the 
state, to always have a plan to cover the 
chance of a catastrophic earthquake is what, 
under the current system, keeps the price of 
earthquake insurance high. For the level of 
total exposure the policies represent, the 
rates yield sufficient premiums to pay for a 
backstop of reinsurance sufficient to offset 
expected CEA losses in all but the most cata-
strophic earthquake; and 

Whereas, A federal policy of certain access 
to federal debt guarantees for postevent fi-
nancing would strengthen the risk-bearing 
capacity of actuarially sound state-based 
disaster programs like the CEA and reduce 
the preevent expense of providing that insur-
ance. In recent sessions of the United States 
Congress, a proposed federal partnership lim-
ited to prequalified, actuarially sound state 
earthquake insurance programs has been es-
timated to expose the federal government to 
a 10-year cost of only $25 million; and 

Whereas, A state and federal partnership 
to enhance the ability of prequalified, actu-
arially sound state earthquake funds to ac-
cess postdisaster borrowing would enable 
California and other states using actuarially 
sound programs to manage risk with a dra-
matically better tool; and 

Whereas, The CEA’s certain access to a 
federal guarantee of its postearthquake bor-
rowing would ensure access to the private 
capital markets at reasonable rates, enhanc-
ing the claims-paying capacity for a cata-
strophic earthquake. That lower-cost capac-
ity, in turn, would permit the CEA to adjust 
its annual purchase of earthquake reinsur-
ance and lower expenses, thus speeding long- 
term capital accumulation to help CEA mod-
ulate its cost of providing basic earthquake 
insurance across the state: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved by the Assembly and the Senate of 
the State of California, jointly, That the Legis-
lature urges the President and the Congress 
of the United States to enact legislation to 
establish guarantees by the federal govern-
ment to support the responsible sale of 
postearthquake bonds by financially sound 
residential-earthquake-insurance programs 
operated by any of the several states on an 
actuarially sound basis; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Chief Clerk of the As-
sembly transmit copies of this resolution to 

the President and Vice President of the 
United States, to the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives, to the Majority Leader of 
the Senate, and to each Senator and Rep-
resentative from the State of California in 
the Congress of the United States. 

POM–55. A joint resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of the State of California urging 
the United States Congress to support legis-
lation reauthorizing the Export-Import Bank 
of the United States; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

ASSEMBLY JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 14 
Whereas, The Export-Import Bank of the 

United States (Ex-Im Bank) is the official 
export credit agency of the United States 
and exists for the purposes of financing and 
insuring foreign purchases of United States 
goods; and 

Whereas, The mission of the Ex-Im Bank is 
to create and sustain United States jobs by 
financing sales of United States exports to 
international buyers; and 

Whereas, The Ex-Im Bank is the principal 
government agency responsible for aiding 
the export of American goods and services, 
and thereby creating and sustaining United 
States jobs, through a variety of loan, guar-
antee, and insurance programs for small and 
large businesses; and 

Whereas, The Ex-Im Bank has supported 
more than $400 billion in United States ex-
ports in the past 70 years and helps to cover 
critical trade finance gaps by providing loan 
guaranties, export credit insurance, and di-
rect loans for United States exports in devel-
oping markets where commercial bank fi-
nancing is unavailable or insufficient. For 
fiscal year 2014, the Ex-Im Bank provided 
$20.5 billion in loan guarantees which lever-
aged $27.5 billion in exports while supporting 
164,000 United States jobs. Since fiscal year 
2009, the bank has supported more than 1.3 
million American jobs in all 50 states; and 

Whereas, The Ex-Im Bank is a self-sus-
taining agency, which operates at no cost to 
the taxpayer and over the last three fiscal 
years has generated more than $3 billion in 
fees from its foreign customers which were 
deposited in the United States Treasury to 
reduce the United States deficit and indebt-
edness; and 

Whereas, The Ex-Im Bank enables United 
States companies large and small to turn ex-
port opportunities into sales that help to 
create and maintain jobs in the United 
States that contribute to a stronger national 
economy. On average nearly 90 percent of the 
Ex-Im Bank’s transactions support United 
States small businesses; and 

Whereas, Exports are particularly impor-
tant to the California economy as California 
is currently ranked second in exports among 
all states. If California’s manufacturing base 
is to grow, we must continue to expand our 
ability to export goods from California fa-
cilities. Given the key role the Ex-Im Bank 
plays in facilitating export sales, failure to 
reauthorize it would be devastating to exist-
ing industry and to those that we hope to 
create in the future; and 

Whereas, Over the past five years, the Ex- 
Im Bank has assisted more than 67 California 
companies to export their products. Nearly 
200 of those companies are owned by women 
or minorities and over 700 are small busi-
nesses. These companies export their prod-
ucts and services around the globe totaling 
more than $21 billion in sales. Fifty-two of 
the 53 congressional districts in California 
had companies benefit from the Ex-Im Bank 
loans; and 

Whereas, A reauthorization of the Ex-Im 
Bank is critical to the ability of many 
United States exporters to compete on a 
level playing field in a commercial market 

where current and future competitors con-
tinue to enjoy aggressive support from their 
countries’ export credit agencies; and 

Whereas, A failure to reauthorize the Ex- 
Im Bank would amount to unilateral disar-
mament in the face of other nations’ aggres-
sive trade finance programs that favor their 
domestic companies over American compa-
nies; and 

Whereas, Economic growth depends on in-
creasing exports from both small and large 
manufacturers and service providers in Cali-
fornia and reauthorization means support for 
California exports and California jobs; and 

Whereas, in the 114th United States Con-
gress, 1st Session, legislation is pending that 
would continue the Ex-Im Bank’s capacity 
for creating jobs while also making its prac-
tices more accountable and transparent, as 
well as making the bank more solvent and 
self-sufficient: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Assembly and the Senate of 
the State of California, jointly, That the Legis-
lature urges Congress to support Export-Im-
port Bank of the United States; and be it fur-
ther 

Resolved, That the Chief Clerk of the As-
sembly transmit copies of this resolution to 
the President and Vice President of the 
United States, to the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives, to the Majority Leader of 
the Senate, and to each Senator and Rep-
resentative from California in the Congress 
of the United States. 

POM–56. A concurrent memorial adopted 
by the Legislature of the State of Arizona 
urging the United States Government to im-
mediately dispose of the public lands within 
Arizona’s borders directly to the State of Ar-
izona; to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources. 

HOUSE CONCURRENT MEMORIAL 2005 
Whereas, at the time of Arizona’s Enabling 

Act, the course and practice of the United 
States Congress with all prior states admit-
ted to the Union had been to fully dispose, 
within a reasonable time, of all lands within 
the boundaries of such states, except for 
those Indian lands, or lands otherwise ex-
pressly reserved to the exclusive jurisdiction 
of the United States; and 

Whereas, the State of Arizona did not con-
template, and could not have contemplated, 
the United States failing or refusing to dis-
pose of all lands within its defined bound-
aries within a reasonable time such that the 
State of Arizona and its permanent fund for 
its public schools could never realize the an-
ticipated benefit of the deployment, taxation 
and economic benefit of all the lands within 
its defined boundaries; and 

Whereas, Arizona’s Enabling Act con-
templates that Arizona’s temporary suspen-
sion of its sovereign right to tax the public 
lands within its borders for the benefit of its 
public schools and the common good of the 
state ends the very moment that the na-
tional government discharges of its trust ob-
ligation to immediately dispose of Arizona’s 
public lands within its borders; and 

Whereas, under Article I, section 8, clause 
17 of the United States Constitution, the na-
tional government is constitutionally au-
thorized to exercise right, title and jurisdic-
tion only over lands that are ‘‘purchased by 
the Consent of the Legislature of the State 
in which the Same shall be, for the Erection 
of Forts, Magazines, Arsenals, dock-Yards, 
and other needful Buildings’’; and 

Whereas, the United States Congress never 
purchased land designated as national parks 
nor did it ever seek or obtain the consent of 
the Arizona Legislature as required under 
Article I, section 8, clause 17 of the United 
States Constitution; and 

Whereas, because of the failure of the na-
tional government to immediately dispose of 
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land within the borders of Arizona, this state 
bears the burden of the inestimable entan-
glements and expectations over the multiple 
use of these public lands that were required 
to be disposed of that have accumulated for 
more than one hundred years; and 

Whereas, Arizona should have had total 
control over its public lands from 1912, plus 
a reasonable time for disposition of the 
lands; and 

Whereas, Arizona has been substantially 
damaged in its ability to provide funding for 
education because the national government 
has unduly retained control of much of the 
land lying within Arizona’s borders; and 

Whereas, had the national government sold 
the land in or about 1912, much of the net 
proceeds should have been applied to paying 
down the national public debt, and some 
should have gone to the state of Arizona’s 
permanent fund for the support of the public 
schools; and 

Whereas, Arizona consistently ranks high 
among all states in class size and low in per 
pupil funding for education; and 

Whereas, had the national government dis-
posed of the land in or about 1912, Arizona 
would have generated, from that point for-
ward, substantial tax revenues to the benefit 
of its public schools and to the common good 
of the state; and 

Whereas, the national government gives 
Arizona less than half of the proceeds of min-
eral lease revenues and severance taxes gen-
erated from the lands within this state’s bor-
ders; and 

Whereas, Arizona has been substantially 
damaged in mineral lease revenues and sev-
erance taxes in that, had the national gov-
ernment disposed of land in or about 1912, 
Arizona would realize 100% of the mineral 
lease revenues and severance taxes from the 
lands; and 

Whereas, Arizona has been damaged by the 
inordinate cost and substantial uncertainty 
regarding the national government’s in-
fringement on Arizona’s sovereign control of 
public lands within its borders; and 

Whereas, County of Shoshone v. United 
States (unpublished), which confirmed that 
state law controls in determining what con-
stitutes sufficient public use, Shelby County 
v. Holder, which clarified that ‘‘the funda-
mental principle of equal sovereignty re-
mains highly pertinent in assessing [post-ad-
mission] disparate treatment of states’’ and 
People for the Ethical Treatment of Prop-
erty Owners v. United States Fish and Wild-
life Service, which confirmed the federal 
government’s abuse of the Commerce Clause 
authority, all lend support to the notion that 
the public lands within Arizona’s borders 
should be transferred to Arizona: and 

Whereas, because of the breach of Arizo-
na’s Enabling Act, and the damages result-
ing from it, the United States Congress 
should immediately dispose of the public 
lands lying within the State of Arizona di-
rectly to the State of Arizona; and 

Whereas, the national government has an 
obligation to present and future generations 
to pay the public debt, yet it has dem-
onstrated a reckless disregard for the grow-
ing national debt even as it continues to 
worsen at an exponential rate. 

Wherefore your memorialist, the House of 
Representatives of the State of Arizona, the 
Senate concurring, prays: 

1. That the United States government im-
mediately and not later than December 31, 
2019 dispose of the public lands within Arizo-
na’s borders directly to the State of Arizona. 

2. That the United States Congress engage 
in good faith communication, cooperation, 
coordination and consultation with the 
State of Arizona regarding the immediate 
disposal of the public lands directly to this 
state. 

3. That the Secretary of State of the State 
of Arizona transmit copies of this Memorial 
to the President of the United States Senate, 
the Speaker of the United States House of 
Representatives, the Secretary of the United 
States Department of the Interior, the Chief 
of the United States Forest Service, the 
Chairperson of the United States House Com-
mittee on Natural Resources, the Chair-
person of the United States Senate Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources and 
each Member of Congress from the State of 
Arizona. 

POM–57. A concurrent memorial adopted 
by the Legislature of the State of Arizona 
urging the United States Congress to vote to 
approve the Keystone XL oil pipeline; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

SENATE CONCURRENT MEMORIAL 1006 
Whereas, the United States relies, and will 

continue to rely for many years, on gasoline, 
diesel and jet fuel for sources of energy; and 

Whereas. in order to fuel our economy, the 
United States will need more oil and natural 
gas in addition to alternative energy 
sources; and 

Whereas, the United States currently de-
pends on foreign imports for more than half 
of its petroleum usage and is the largest con-
sumer of petroleum in the world; and 

Whereas, United States dependence on 
overseas oil has created difficult geopolitical 
relationships with potentially damaging con-
sequences for our national security; and 

Whereas, oil deposits in the Bakken Re-
serves of Montana, North Dakota and South 
Dakota are an increasingly important crude 
oil resource; and 

Whereas, there is not enough pipeline ca-
pacity to deliver crude oil supplies from 
Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Oklahoma and Texas to American refineries; 
and 

Whereas, Canadian oil reserves total 174 
billion barrels, of which 169 billion barrels 
can be recovered from the oil sands using to-
day’s technology; and 

Whereas, Canada is the single largest sup-
plier of crude oil to the United States at 3.05 
million barrels per day and has the capacity 
to significantly increase that rate; and 

Whereas, the southern leg of the Keystone 
XL pipeline ties into the existing Keystone 
pipeline that already runs to Canada, bring-
ing up to 700,000 barrels of oil a day to refin-
eries in Texas. At peak capacity, the pipeline 
will deliver 830,000 barrels of oil per day; and 

Whereas, according to the United States 
State Department’s fifth Final Supplemental 
Environmental Impact Statement (Final 
SEIS), which was issued on January 31, 2014, 
the Keystone XL pipeline will be the safest 
pipeline ever constructed on American soil, 
will have minimal impact on the environ-
ment, will create thousands of much-needed 
jobs and bolster the United States’ energy 
security; and 

Whereas, according to the Final SEIS, the 
Keystone XL pipeline will support approxi-
mately 42,100 direct, indirect and induced 
jobs and result in approximately $2 billion in 
earnings throughout the United States; and 

Whereas, the Final SEIS predicts that the 
Keystone XL pipeline will contribute ap-
proximately $3.4 billion to the United States 
gross domestic product and provide a sub-
stantial increase in tax revenues for local 
counties along the pipeline route, with 17 to 
27 counties expected to see tax revenues in-
crease by 10% or more; and 

Whereas, the Oklahoma-Texas leg of the 
Keystone pipeline system, also referred to as 
the Gulf Coast segment, went into service in 
late January 2014; and 

Whereas, according to a recent economic 
analysis report conducted by noted econo-

mist Bud Weinstein at Southern Methodist 
University Cox School of Business, the Gulf 
Coast segment injected $2.14 billion into the 
Oklahoma economy and more than $3.6 bil-
lion into the Texas economy; and 

Whereas, a recent study by the United 
States Department of Energy found that in-
creasing delivery of crude oil from Montana, 
North Dakota, South Dakota and Alberta, as 
well as Texas and Oklahoma, to American 
refineries has the potential to substantially 
reduce our country’s dependency on sources 
outside of North America: and 

Whereas, Canada sends more than 99% of 
its oil exports to the United States, the bulk 
of which goes to Midwestern refineries: and 

Whereas, oil companies are investing huge 
sums to expand and upgrade refineries in the 
Midwest and elsewhere to make gasoline and 
other refined products from Canadian oil de-
rived from oil sands, and the expansion and 
upgrade projects will create many new con-
struction jobs over the next five years; and 

Whereas, 90% of the money used to buy Ca-
nadian oil will likely later be spent directly 
on United States goods and services; and 

Whereas, since 2011, nearly 30 public opin-
ion polls have repeatedly confirmed that 
building the Keystone XL pipeline is in the 
best interest of the vast majority of Ameri-
cans: and 

Whereas, supporting the continued shift 
towards reliable and secure sources of North 
American oil is of vital interest to the 
United States and the State of Arizona. 

Wherefore your memorialist, the Senate of 
the State of Arizona, the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring, prays: 

1. That the United States Congress vote to 
approve the Keystone XL oil pipeline. 

2. That the Secretary of State of the State 
of Arizona transmit copies of this Memorial 
to the President of the United States, the 
President of the United States Senate, the 
Speaker of the United States House of Rep-
resentatives and each Member of Congress 
from the State of Arizona. 

POM–58. A concurrent memorial adopted 
by the Legislature of the State of Arizona 
urging the United States Congress to oppose 
the designation of the Grand Canyon Water-
shed National Monument in northern Ari-
zona; to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources. 

SENATE CONCURRENT MEMORIAL 1001 
Whereas, Arizonans value the Grand Can-

yon as a national and world treasure and as 
an economic engine; and 

Whereas, there is no threat to the Grand 
Canyon National Park and its surrounding 
lands; and 

Whereas, existing laws and regulations, in-
cluding the National Environmental Policy 
Act, the Federal Land Policy and Manage-
ment Act, the Archaeological Resources Pro-
tection Act and many others, ensure the pro-
tection and responsible use of the Grand 
Canyon National Park and its surrounding 
lands; and 

Whereas, as of 2012, Arizona had the third 
highest total designated wilderness acreage 
in the United States with 4.5 million acres. 
Additionally, another 5.8 million acres were 
affected by special land use designations, in-
cluding national monuments; and 

Whereas, only three members of the elev-
en-member Arizona congressional delegation 
and others have requested that the President 
of the United States use his authority under 
the Antiquities Act to designate an esti-
mated 1.7 million acres in northern Arizona 
as the Grand Canyon Watershed National 
Monument; and 

Whereas, this proposed designation would 
almost double the amount of acreage des-
ignated as national monuments in Arizona 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 04:16 Jul 24, 2015 Jkt 049060 PO 00000 Frm 00044 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A23JY6.018 S23JYPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

4S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S5521 July 23, 2015 
and would be the nation’s second largest na-
tional monument after the neighboring 
Grand Staircase-Escalante National Monu-
ment in southern Utah, which is over 1.8 mil-
lion acres; and 

Whereas, the federal government granted 
lands at statehood to the State of Arizona to 
be held in trust to provide a source of income 
for schools and other beneficiaries; and 

Whereas, the proposed monument designa-
tion would severely impact thousands of 
acres of state trust lands locked up within 
its boundaries and deny their beneficial use 
to the trust; and 

Whereas, this taking of state trust lands 
within the proposed national monument 
without just compensation would be a breach 
of the sacred trust between the State of Ari-
zona and the federal government that was 
agreed on in this state’s enabling act and 
harms Arizona’s school children; and 

Whereas, withdrawal of this vast amount 
of lands from multiple-use management 
eliminates or restricts reasonable and 
thoughtful use of these natural resources for 
multiple purposes, such as recreation, graz-
ing, mining, energy development and for-
estry; and 

Whereas, multiple-use management of 
these lands by the United States Bureau of 
Land Management and the United States 
Forest Service is based on resource manage-
ment plans that were developed with public 
input and have framed the use of these lands 
since the passage of the Federal Land Policy 
and Management Act in 1976; and 

Whereas, responsible use of natural re-
sources provides a substantial economic ben-
efit to northern Arizona and there is no rea-
son to eliminate this benefit for a non-
existent threat; and 

Whereas, the conservation of wildlife re-
sources across Arizona is the trust responsi-
bility of the Arizona Game and Fish Com-
mission; and 

Whereas, the Arizona Game and Fish Com-
mission voted to oppose the proposed Grand 
Canyon Watershed National Monument on 
May 11, 2012 and its analysis found that 
monument designation can lead to restric-
tions on proactive wildlife management, in-
cluding hunting and fishing access; and 

Whereas, national monument designation 
requires a very narrow management regime 
and could severely restrict forest manage-
ment activities, such as scientifically estab-
lished fire management, erosion control and 
invasive species treatments; and 

Whereas, in addition, Arizona’s proper 
management of state forest lands, which in-
cludes selective logging, has made for a 
healthy and prolific environment for natu-
rally occurring habitat and has proven effec-
tive in preventing habitat loss, as has oc-
curred on federally managed forest lands, 
through wildfire; and 

Whereas, consideration of the effects on 
the customs, cultures and economic well- 
being of our local communities as well as im-
portant historic and cultural aspects of our 
local heritage; and 

Whereas, the cost benefit of this proposal 
must be considered; and 

Whereas, while a minority caucus of three 
of the eleven-member Arizona congressional 
delegation and a small, yet vocal, group of 
others advocate to transfer state resources 
to the federal government, the State of Ari-
zona desires to uphold the congressional des-
ignation of the multiple-use policy as per the 
Federal Land Management Policy Act as 
being best for our citizens and Arizona’s 
economy. 

Wherefore your memorialist, the Senate of 
the State of Arizona, the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring, prays: 

1. That the President of the United States 
does not designate the Grand Canyon Water-

shed National Monument in northern Ari-
zona. 

2. That the United States Congress oppose 
the designation of the Grand Canyon Water-
shed National Monument in northern Ari-
zona. 

3. That any new monuments, including the 
proposed Grand Canyon Watershed National 
Monument, have express state and congres-
sional approval before they are so designated 
by the President. 

4. That the Governor and the Attorney 
General of the State of Arizona take appro-
priate actions to implement this Memorial. 

5. That the Secretary of State of the State 
of Arizona transmit copies of this Memorial 
to the President of the United States, the 
President of the United States Senate, the 
Speaker of the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, each Member of Congress from 
the State of Arizona, the Secretary of the In-
terior, the Governor of the State of Arizona 
and the Attorney General of the State of Ar-
izona. 

POM–59. A concurrent memorial adopted 
by the Legislature of the State of Arizona 
urging the United States Congress to pass 
H.R. 594; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

SENATE CONCURRENT MEMORIAL 1004 
Whereas, on April 21, 2014, the United 

States Environmental Protection Agency 
and the United States Army Corps of Engi-
neers published a proposed rule in the Fed-
eral Register that defines ‘‘Waters of the 
United States’’ under the Clean Water Act; 
and 

Whereas, the final rule is projected to be 
published in the Federal Register by August 
31, 2015; and 

Whereas, the rule purports to clarify issues 
raised in two United States Supreme Court 
decisions, Solid Waste Agency of Northern 
Cook County v. U.S. Army Corps of Engi-
neers and Rapanos v. United States, that cre-
ated uncertainty over the Clean Water Act’s 
scope and application; and 

Whereas, the rule will expand the scope of 
the Clean Water Act, resulting in greater im-
pacts to this state, as well as on local gov-
ernments, their citizens and their businesses; 
and 

Whereas, the rule will subject almost all 
physical areas with a connection, or a ‘‘sig-
nificant nexus,’’ to downstream navigable 
waters, including features such as ditches, 
natural or manmade ponds and floodplains, 
to the jurisdiction of the Clean Water Act; 
and 

Whereas, the rule will apply to all pro-
grams under the Clean Water Act; and 

Whereas, the rule change will cause signifi-
cant harm to local farmers, stall the devel-
opment of businesses and strip local pro-
viders of their control of land use for sus-
tainable food production; and 

Whereas, the cost to our municipalities 
and taxpayers will be enormous; and 

Whereas, the rule is contrary to the ruling 
of the United States Supreme Court in 
Rapanos as it appears to rely heavily on the 
minority opinion’s concept of ‘‘significant 
nexus,’’ which was rejected by the Court’s 
prevailing opinion; and 

Whereas, the term ‘‘significant nexus’’ 
does not appear in the Clean Water Act: and 

Whereas, under the rule, groundwater may 
be used in making determinations of a ‘‘sig-
nificant nexus,’’ which is an overreach of the 
federal agencies as groundwater systems are 
under the jurisdiction of the states and 
should not be broadly used in justifying a de-
termination of jurisdictional water of the 
United States; and 

Whereas, in Solid Waste Agency of North-
ern Cook County, the United States Supreme 

Court stated that the use of ‘‘case by case’’ 
determinations should be the exception, not 
the rule, and the rule allows for broad use of 
case by case determinations, which inserts 
needless uncertainty into the development 
process; and 

Whereas, the rule grants the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency and the 
United States Army Corps of Engineers au-
thorities not specifically granted to them by 
the Clean Water Act; and 

Whereas, the proposed rule, should it be-
come effective, will hamper beneficial devel-
opment, increase costs of infrastructure con-
struction and maintenance and result in an 
unacceptable level of uncertainty in the per-
mitting process; and 

Whereas, the Constitution of the United 
States was meant to reserve to the states ex-
clusive jurisdiction over their respective 
nonnavigable, intrastate waters and water-
ways within their boundaries except as ex-
pressly delegated to the federal government 
by the Constitution or prohibited by it to the 
states. and the federal government’s power 
to regulate navigable waters cannot con-
stitutionally reach nonnavigable, intrastate 
waters and waterways that have no signifi-
cant connection to navigable waters; and 

Whereas, it is impractical for the federal 
government to regulate every ditch, pond 
and rain puddle that may have some tenuous 
connection, miles away, to a body of water 
that is currently defined as ‘‘navigable.’’ 

Wherefore your memorialist, the Senate of 
the State of Arizona, the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring, prays: 

1. That the United States Congress pass 
H.R. 594, which prohibits the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency and the 
United States Army Corps of Engineers from 
developing, finalizing, adopting, imple-
menting, applying, administering or enforc-
ing the proposed federal rule that defines 
‘‘Waters of the United States’’ under the 
Clean Water Act. 

2. That the Secretary of State of the State 
of Arizona transmit copies of this Memorial 
to the President of the United States, the 
President of the United States Senate, the 
Speaker of the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, each Member of Congress from 
the State of Arizona, the Administrator of 
the United States Environmental Protection 
Agency and the Commanding General and 
Chief of Engineers of the United States 
Army Corps of Engineers. 

POM–60. A concurrent memorial adopted 
by the Legislature of the State of Arizona 
urging the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency to refrain from reducing 
the ozone concentration standard; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

SENATE CONCURRENT MEMORIAL 1014 
Whereas, the United States Environmental 

Protection Agency (EPA) is proposing to re-
duce the national ambient air quality stand-
ard for ozone from 75 parts per billion to 65 
to 70 parts per billion, while taking comment 
on a level as low as 60 parts per billion; and 

Whereas, the Clean Air Act requires the 
EPA to review the ozone concentration 
standard every five years, and the EPA last 
updated this standard in 2008, setting it at 75 
parts per billion; and 

Whereas, if the EPA reduced the standard 
to 70 parts per billion, nine out of 11 counties 
monitored for ozone levels in Arizona would 
be out of compliance; and 

Whereas, if the EPA reduced the standard 
to 65 parts per billion, all 11 counties mon-
itored for ozone levels in Arizona would be 
out of compliance, and the four rural coun-
ties that are not currently monitored might 
also be out of compliance; and 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES5522 July 23, 2015 
Whereas, a revised ozone standard of 65 to 

70 parts per billion would result in wide-
spread nonattainment designations in areas 
of the nation that already meet the current 
ozone standards; and 

Whereas, based on 2011 through 2013 moni-
toring data, the EPA reports that 358 coun-
ties in the nation would violate a standard of 
70 parts per billion and that an additional 200 
counties would violate a standard of 65 parts 
per billion; and 

Whereas, nonattainment area designations 
would limit economic and job growth by re-
stricting new and expanded industrial and 
manufacturing facilities, imposing emission 
‘‘offset’’ requirements on new sources of ni-
trogen oxides and volatile organic com-
pounds emissions, constraining oil and gas 
extraction and raising electricity prices for 
industries and consumers; and 

Whereas, low-income and fixed-income 
citizens would bear the brunt of higher en-
ergy costs and utility bills; and 

Whereas, according to the National Asso-
ciation of manufacturers, the EPA’s proposal 
could be the most expensive regulation ever 
issued on the American public, costing the 
nation $270 billion to $360 billion annually; 
and 

Whereas, according to the National Asso-
ciation of Manufacturers, the proposed ozone 
regulations could cost Arizona $28 billion in 
gross state product loss from 2017 to 2040, 
19,982 lost jobs or job equivalents per year, 
$639 million in total compliance costs and a 
$520 drop in average household consumption 
per year; and 

Whereas, the National Association of Man-
ufacturers predicts that the EPA’s proposed 
standards could result in a 15% increase in 
residential electricity prices, a 32% increase 
in residential natural gas prices and an 8% 
reduction in Arizona’s coal-fired generating 
capacity; and 

Whereas, the EPA has identified only 46% 
of the controls needed to meet the proposed 
standards, and the remaining 54% would 
have to be met with unknown controls that 
the EPA has not yet identified but that 
would likely have to include early shutdowns 
and scrappage of existing facilities, equip-
ment and vehicles; and 

Whereas, early retirement and scrappage of 
power plants, industrial facilities, heavy- 
duty trucks and equipment and automobiles 
would be much more costly ways to remove 
each additional ton of emissions than the 
controls the EPA has identified; and 

Whereas, air quality continues to improve, 
and nitrogen oxide emissions are already 
down to 60% nationwide since 1980, which, 
after adjusting for economic growth, implies 
a 90% reduction in emission rates from the 
relatively uncontrolled 1990 rates for nitro-
gen oxide-emitting sources; and 

Whereas, average ozone concentrations 
have decreased significantly in both urban 
and rural areas over the past two decades in 
response to state and federal emission con-
trol programs; and 

Whereas, states are on track to be fully in 
attainment with the current standards, but 
some have not yet reached full attainment; 
and 

Whereas, instead of giving states enough 
time to meet the current standards through 
ongoing emission reduction programs, the 
EPA now wants to move the goalpost by im-
posing a lower standard; and 

Whereas, retaining the current ozone 
standards would provide for continued air 
quality improvement throughout the nation 
as emission reduction programs under exist-
ing EPA regulations are implemented. 

Wherefore your memorialist, the Senate of 
the State of Arizona, the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring, prays: 

1. That the EPA refrain from reducing the 
ozone concentration standard from 75 parts 
per billion to 65 to 70 parts per billion. 

2. That the Secretary of State of the State 
of Arizona transmit copies of this Memorial 
to the Administrator of the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency, the 
President of the United States, the President 
of the United States Senate. the Speaker of 
the United States House of Representatives 
and each Member of Congress from the State 
of Arizona. 

POM–61. A concurrent memorial adopted 
by the Legislature of the State of Arizona 
urging the United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service to focus future Mexican wolf intro-
duction efforts on remote areas within the 
northern Sierra Madre Occidental mountain 
range, to halt additional introductions of 
Mexican wolves in Arizona, and to shift the 
responsibility for the Mexican wolf introduc-
tion to the Arizona Game and Fish Depart-
ment; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

SENATE CONCURRENT MEMORIAL 1003 
Whereas, on January 16, 2015, United 

States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) 
issued a revised experimental population 
rule under section 10(j) of the Endangered 
Species Act (ESA) that provides for a popu-
lation objective of 300 to 325 wolves in Ari-
zona and New Mexico and expands the areas 
within which Mexican wolves can occupy and 
disperse with the goal of phasing the releases 
westward over a period of twelve years; and 

Whereas, the revised experimental popu-
lation rule raises concerns regarding the cre-
ation of an unmanageable Mexican wolf pop-
ulation, fails to consider state and local in-
terests and remains silent on Mexican wolf 
recovery; and 

Whereas, Congress enacted section 10(j) of 
the ESA to mitigate fears that reestab-
lishing populations of endangered species 
would negatively impact landowners and 
other private parties, recognizing that flexi-
ble rules, developed in consultation with 
local governments and private citizens, 
could encourage recovery partners to ac-
tively assist in the establishment and 
hosting of endangered populations on their 
lands; and 

Whereas, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, section 10(j) rules are intended to 
represent an agreement between the USFWS, 
affected state and federal agencies and per-
sons holding any interest in land that may 
be affected by the establishment of an exper-
imental population; and 

Whereas, the objective of 1982 Mexican 
Wolf Recovery Plan is the establishment of a 
viable, self-sustaining population of at least 
100 Mexican wolves in the wild; and 

Whereas, at the end of 2014, there were a 
minimum of 109 wolves in the wild in Ari-
zona and New Mexico, all of which were con-
ceived and born in the wild as a direct result 
of previous wolf introduction efforts; and 

Whereas, the costs to date of this program 
have exceeded $7.3 million; and 

Whereas, the implementation of the re-
vised experimental population rule will 
allow additional wolves to be introduced 
within Arizona and New Mexico; and 

Whereas, the introduction of wolves into 
Arizona and New Mexico has resulted in sig-
nificant adverse impacts on private land-
owners and resource users, as well as hunting 
and other recreational activities, which are 
vital to our local and regional economy; and 

Whereas, under its regulations, the USFWS 
must consult with appropriate state fish and 
wildlife agencies, local governmental enti-
ties, affected federal agencies and affected 
private landowners in developing and imple-
menting experimental population rules; and 

Whereas, in developing its experimental 
population rules for the Mexican wolf, the 
USFWS has failed to meaningfully consult 

with local governmental entities, whose citi-
zens will be adversely affected by the intro-
duction of wolves, and with private land and 
resource users who will be adversely im-
pacted by the introduction of wolves; and 

Whereas, the adopted experimental popu-
lation rule for the Mexican wolf will create 
even greater conflicts with private land-
owners and resource users; and 

Whereas, the Arizona Game and Fish De-
partment provided the USFWS and the 
United States Department of the Interior 
with a notice of intent to bring a civil action 
pursuant to section 11(g)(1)(C) of the ESA for 
the Secretary of the Interior’s failure to de-
velop a recovery plan for the Mexican gray 
wolf that meets the legal requirements in 
section 4(f) of the ESA; and 

Whereas, the federal government has failed 
to take into consideration the customs, cul-
tures, historic heritage and local and state 
economic well-being of areas that have been 
identified as habitats for this species; and 

Whereas, the Secretary of the Interior has 
a nondiscretionary duty under section 4(f) to 
develop a recovery plan that incorporates 
‘‘objective. measurable criteria which when 
met, would result in a determination, in ac-
cordance with the provisions of this section, 
that the species be removed from the list.’’ 

Wherefore your memorialist, the Senate of 
the State of Arizona, the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring, prays: 

1. That the USFWS focus future Mexican 
wolf introduction efforts on remote areas 
within the northern Sierra Madre Occidental 
mountain range, which contains substantial 
habitat suitable for Mexican wolves and, in 
many places, is largely uninhabited. 

2. That the USFWS halt additional intro-
ductions of Mexican wolves in Arizona. 

3. That the USFWS shift the primary re-
sponsibility for the administration of the 
Mexican wolf introduction program in Ari-
zona to the Arizona Game and Fish Depart-
ment. 

4. That the Secretary of the Interior com-
ply with the Secretary of the Interior’s duty 
under section 4(f) of the ESA to develop a re-
covery plan that incorporates ‘‘objective, 
measureable criteria which when met, would 
result in a determination, in accordance 
with the provisions of this section, that the 
species be removed from the list.’’ 

5. That the Governor and the Attorney 
General of the State of Arizona take appro-
priate actions to uphold this state’s respon-
sibilities with respect to the recovery plan 
and defend this state against overreaching 
federal regulations. 

6. That the Secretary of State of the State 
of Arizona transmit copies of this Memorial 
to the Director of the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service, the Secretary of the United 
States Department of the Interior, the At-
torney General of the State of Arizona, the 
Governor of the State of Arizona, the Presi-
dent of the United States, the President of 
the United States Senate, the Speaker of the 
United States House of Representatives and 
each Member of Congress from the State of 
Arizona. 

POM–62. A concurrent resolution adopted 
by the Legislature of the State of Arizona 
commending the nation of Israel for its cor-
dial and mutually beneficial relationship 
with the United States and with the State of 
Arizona; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 1019 
Whereas, Israel has been granted her land 

under and through the oldest recorded deed, 
as recorded in the Old Testament, scripture 
that is held sacred and revered by Jews and 
Christians alike, the acts and words of God; 
and 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S5523 July 23, 2015 
Whereas, the claim and presence of the 

Jewish people in Israel has remained con-
stant throughout the past 4,000 years of his-
tory; and 

Whereas, the legal basis for the establish-
ment of the modern State of Israel was a 
binding act of international law established 
in the San Remo Resolution, which was 
unanimously adopted by the League of Na-
tions in 1922 and subsequently affirmed by 
both houses of the United States Congress; 
and 

Whereas, this resolution affirmed the es-
tablishment of a national home for the Jew-
ish people in the historical region of the 
Land of Israel, including the areas of Judea, 
Samaria and Jerusalem; and 

Whereas, Article 80 of the United Nations 
Charter recognized the continued validity of 
the rights granted to states or peoples that 
already existed under international instru-
ments, and, therefore, the 1922 League of Na-
tions resolution remains valid and the 650,000 
Jews currently residing in the areas of 
Judea, Samaria and eastern Jerusalem reside 
there legitimately; and 

Whereas, Israel declared its independence 
and self-governance on May 14, 1948, with the 
goal of reestablishing its God-given and le-
gally recognized land as a homeland for the 
Jewish people; and 

Whereas, the United States, as the first 
country to recognize Israel as an inde-
pendent nation and as Israel’s principal ally, 
has enjoyed a close and mutually beneficial 
relationship with Israel and her people; and 

Whereas, Israel is the greatest friend and 
ally of the United States in the Middle East, 
and the values of our two nations are so 
intertwined that it is impossible to separate 
one from the other; and 

Whereas, there are those in the Middle 
East who have continually sought to destroy 
Israel from the time of its inception as a 
state, and those same enemies of Israel also 
hate and seek to destroy the United States; 
and 

Whereas, the State of Arizona and Israel 
have enjoyed cordial and mutually beneficial 
relations since 1948, a friendship that con-
tinues to strengthen with each passing year; 
and 

Whereas, Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu spoke before a joint session of 
Congress on March 3, 2015 and urged the 
United States to stand with Israel to ‘‘stop 
Iran’s march of conquest, subjugation and 
terror’’ and warned the United States that 
an emerging nuclear agreement with Iran 
‘‘paves Iran’s path to the bomb’’: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate of the State of Ari-
zona, the House of Representatives concurring: 

1. That the Members of the Legislature 
commend Israel for its cordial and mutually 
beneficial relationship with the United 
States and with the State of Arizona and 
support Israel as a Jewish state in its legal, 
historical, moral and God-given right of self- 
governance and self-defense on the entirety 
of its own lands, recognizing that Israel is 
not an occupier of the lands of others and 
that peace can be afforded in the region only 
through a whole and united Israel. 

2. That the Secretary of State transmit 
copies of this Resolution to the President of 
the United States, each member of Congress 
from the State of Arizona and the Governor 
of the State of Arizona. 

POM–63. A resolution adopted by the Sen-
ate of the State of Georgia encouraging the 
representation of diverse populations of dif-
ferent racial and ethnic backgrounds in clin-
ical research and the dedication of addi-
tional community resources to increase 
awareness on the importance of partici-
pating in clinical trials, to provide support 

for patient participation, and to promote ef-
fective partnerships with the community to 
achieve solutions; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

SENATE RESOLUTION 590 
Whereas, developing new medicines and 

other treatment options is a complex process 
that involves clinical trials to explore 
whether a medical strategy, treatment, or 
device is safe and effective for humans; and 

Whereas, volunteer participation is nec-
essary to evaluate potential therapies for 
safety and effectiveness in clinical studies; 
and 

Whereas, often the enrolled patient popu-
lation is not representative of United States 
demographics or subpopulations impacted by 
the particular disease; and 

Whereas, groups such as African Ameri-
cans and Hispanics are significantly under-
represented in clinical trials; according to 
the Food and Drug Administration, African 
Americans represent 12 percent of the United 
States population but only 5 percent of clin-
ical trial participants, and Hispanics com-
prise 16 percent of the population but only 1 
percent of clinical trial participants; and 

Whereas, despite a congressional mandate 
that research financed by the National Insti-
tutes of Health (NIH) include minorities, 
non-whites comprise fewer than 5 percent of 
participants in NIH-supported studies; and 

Whereas, certain medical conditions have 
been known to affect particular demographic 
groups more than others, including Type 2 
diabetes for which African Americans and 
Hispanics are twice as likely to be diagnosed 
on average; and 

Whereas, according to the Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention, sickle cell trait 
is common among African Americans and oc-
curs in about one in 12, and sickle cell dis-
ease occurs in about one out of every 500 Af-
rican American births, compared to about 
one out of every 36,000 Hispanic American 
births; and 

Whereas, race and ethnicity have also been 
demonstrated to affect the efficacy of and re-
sponse to certain drugs, such as 
antihypertensive therapies in the treatment 
of hypertension in African Americans and 
antidepressants in Hispanics; and 

Whereas, many barriers exist that account 
for the low rate of participation among di-
verse communities, including patient fear of 
experimentation and lack of understanding 
or education with regard to the importance 
of clinical trials in creating new treatments 
and cures: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate, That the members 
of this body encourage the representation of 
diverse populations of different racial and 
ethnic backgrounds in clinical research and 
the dedication of additional community re-
sources to increase awareness on the impor-
tance of participating in clinical trials, to 
provide support for patient participation, 
and to promote effective partnerships with 
the community to achieve solutions; and be 
it further 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate 
is authorized and directed to make appro-
priate copies of this resolution available for 
distribution to the President of the United 
States, the Vice President of the United 
States, the Georgia delegation to the United 
States Congress, and other federal and state 
government officials as appropriate. 

POM–64. A concurrent resolution adopted 
by the Legislature of the State of Iowa urg-
ing the United states Congress to repeal the 
Act of June 30, 1948, Public Law Number 846, 
62 Statute 1161, which conferred on the State 
of Iowa jurisdiction over offenses committed 
by or against Indians on the Meskwaki Set-
tlement and to take whatever steps are nec-

essary to achieve such a repeal; to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 5 
Whereas, the Sac and Fox Tribe of the Mis-

sissippi in Iowa (the Meskwaki) is a federally 
recognized tribe organized in accordance 
with Section 16 of the federal Indian Reorga-
nization Act of June 18, 1934, 48 Stat. 984, as 
amended by the federal Act of June 15, 1935, 
49 Stat. 378, under a Constitution and Bylaws 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior on 
December 20, 1937; and 

Whereas, in 1857, the Meskwaki purchased 
80 acres in Tama County which was held in 
trust by the State of Iowa as permitted by 
then Governor James Grimes and for the 
next 30 years the Meskwaki governed them-
selves virtually free from interference from 
both the federal and state governments; and 

Whereas, the jurisdictional status of the 
Meskwaki during this period of time was un-
clear as the tribe was recognized by the fed-
eral government but also had a continuing 
relationship with the State of Iowa due to 
the Meskwaki’s private ownership of land 
which was held in trust by the Governor of 
the State of Iowa; and 

Whereas, in 1895, in order to clear up any 
ambiguities, the State of Iowa ceded to the 
federal government all jurisdiction over the 
Meskwaki with the stipulation that nothing 
in the transfer of the tribal lands would pre-
vent the State of Iowa from exercising juris-
diction over crimes against the laws of Iowa 
committed either by Indians or others on the 
Meskwaki Settlement; and 

Whereas, during what is now known as the 
Indian Termination Era, the United States 
government tried to end its trusteeship over 
Indian reservations throughout the country 
and in part passed the federal Act of June 30, 
1948, which conferred jurisdiction over crimi-
nal offenses committed on the Meskwaki 
Settlement to the State of Iowa; and 

Whereas, the federal Act of June 30, 1948, 
was passed at a time when there was a per-
ception that there was lawlessness on the 
Meskwaki Settlement and an absence of ade-
quate tribal institutions for law enforce-
ment; and 

Whereas the passage of the federal Act of 
June 30, 1948, provided no federal funding to 
the State of Iowa to assume this responsi-
bility which has amounted to an unfunded 
federal mandate and the resulting cost over 
the years has been unfairly borne by the tax-
payers of Tama County; and 

Whereas, in the past 67 years much has 
changed at the federal, state, and tribal lev-
els in the area of criminal law enforcement 
and in the development of laws in general on 
the Meskwaki Settlement; and 

Whereas, the federal Tribal Law and Order 
Act of 2010, Pub. L. No. 111–211, authorized 
Indian tribes to expand the prosecution and 
punishment of criminal offenders if certain 
due process requirements were followed; and 

Whereas, Indian tribes have recently 
achieved more authority to prosecute crimi-
nal offenses committed on tribal lands as 
evidenced by the enactment of the federal 
Violence Against Women Reauthorization 
Act of 2013, Pub. L. No. 113–4, which for the 
first time allowed tribal enforcement over 
non-natives who commit domestic violence 
on tribal lands; and 

Whereas, the State of Iowa was the first in 
the nation to pass Native American grave 
protection legislation, commonly known as 
the Iowa Graves Protection Act, 1976 Iowa 
Acts, ch. 1158, §7, that came into law before 
the federal version and before the more re-
cent passage of Iowa’s Recognition and En-
forcement of Tribal Civil Judgments Act, 
2007 Iowa Acts, ch. 192, which followed the 
development of the Meskwaki Tribal Court 
System in 2005, with its first case being tried 
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in 2006, and 2003 state legislation, 2003 Iowa 
Acts, ch. 87, recognizing the Meskwaki Trib-
al Police and allowing them to participate in 
the Iowa Law Enforcement Academy and to 
become state certified; and 

Whereas, the Meskwaki has greatly en-
hanced at its own expense the tribe’s crimi-
nal justice system and now provides a fully 
functioning court system through the estab-
lishment of a state certified police force, le-
gally trained and licensed public defenders, 
prosecutors and judges, and a full-time pro-
bation officer, and provides for the publica-
tion of its tribal laws; and 

Whereas, the Iowa Coalition Against Sex-
ual Assault and the Iowa Coalition against 
Domestic Violence have noted that the vic-
tims of domestic violence on the Meskwaki 
Settlement prefer that prosecution and other 
court services be handled by the tribal court 
of the Meskwaki Settlement: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved by the Senate, the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring, That the Iowa Gen-
eral Assembly urges the members of the 
United States Senate and the United States 
House of Representatives to repeal the Act of 
June 30, 1948, Pub. L. No. 846, 62 Stat. 1161, 
which conferred on the State of Iowa juris-
diction over offenses committed by or 
against Indians on the Meskwaki Settlement 
and to take whatever steps are necessary to 
achieve such a repeal; and be it further 

Resolved, That upon passage of this resolu-
tion, the Secretary of the Senate shall trans-
mit copies of this resolution to the President 
of the United States Senate, the Speaker of 
the United States House of Representatives, 
and the members of Iowa’s congressional del-
egation. 

POM–65. A concurrent memorial adopted 
by the Legislature of the State of Arizona 
urging the United States Congress to enact 
legislation similar to the Mohave County 
Radiation Compensation Act of 2013; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

HOUSE CONCURRENT MEMORIAL 2004 
Whereas, the United States conducted 

nearly 200 atmospheric nuclear weapons de-
velopment tests from 1945 to 1962; and 

Whereas, essential to the nation’s nuclear 
weapons development was uranium mining 
and processing, which was carried out by 
tens of thousands of workers; and 

Whereas, following cessation of the tests in 
1962, many of these workers filed class action 
lawsuits alleging exposure to known radi-
ation hazards; and 

Whereas, these suits were dismissed by the 
appellate courts, but the United States Con-
gress responded with the Radiation Exposure 
Compensation Act (RECA), which devised a 
program allowing partial restitution to indi-
viduals who developed serious illnesses after 
exposure to radiation released during the at-
mospheric nuclear tests or after employment 
in the uranium industry; and 

Whereas, RECA presents an apology and 
monetary compensation to individuals who 
contracted certain cancers and other serious 
diseases following exposure to radiation re-
leased during the atmospheric nuclear weap-
ons tests or following occupational exposure 
to radiation while employed in the uranium 
industry during the Cold War arsenal build-
up; and 

Whereas, RECA was designed to serve as an 
expeditious, low-cost alternative to litiga-
tion; and 

Whereas, Mohave County was not included 
as an affected area for purposes of making 
claims under RECA based on exposure to at-
mospheric nuclear testing; and 

Whereas, in 2013, United States Represent-
ative Paul Gosar introduced H.R. 424, known 
as the Mohave County Radiation Compensa-

tion Act of 2013, which sought to include Mo-
have County as an affected area for purposes 
of making claims under RECA; and 

Whereas, H.R. 424 was not enacted. 
Wherefore your memorialist, the House of 

Representatives of the State of Arizona, the 
Senate concurring, prays: 

1. That the Members of the United States 
Congress enact legislation similar to United 
States Representative Paul Gosar’s Mohave 
County Radiation Compensation Act of 2013 
that adds Mohave County as an affected area 
for purposes of making claims under RECA. 

2. That the Secretary of State of the State 
of Arizona transmit copies of this Memorial 
to the President of the United States Senate, 
the Speaker of the United States House of 
Representatives and each Member of Con-
gress from the State of Arizona. 

POM–66. A concurrent memorial adopted 
by the Legislature of the State of Arizona 
urging the Congress of the United States and 
Department of Veterans Affairs to review 
the disability rating process; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

SENATE CONCURRENT MEMORIAL 1008 
Whereas, military veterans with similar 

disabilities are receiving disparate disability 
ratings because of different standards, poli-
cies and procedures used by the physical 
evaluation boards operated by the military 
departments; and 

Whereas, achieving consistent disability 
ratings regardless of service is an important 
objective that will ensure service members 
are treated equitably; and 

Whereas, disability significantly increases 
the veteran poverty rate; the rate of increase 
is nearly twice that of the nonveteran dis-
abled population; and 

Whereas, even those veterans who receive 
Social Security Disability or Supplemental 
Security Income benefits have incomes 
under $9,000 per year; and 

Whereas, 60% of hiring organizations 
polled in a June 2010 Society for Human Re-
source Management survey said that trans-
lating military skills to a civilian job experi-
ence could pose a challenge in hiring vet-
erans and 46% said the same about hiring 
those who suffer from posttraumatic stress 
disorder and other mental health issues; and 

Whereas, while service members are often 
promised saleable skills and job opportuni-
ties they would not have access to otherwise, 
the reality is that veterans often feel dis-
criminated against and overlooked in the 
workplace; and 

Whereas, veterans who are granted a Total 
Disability Rating Based on Individual 
Unemployability are subject to earning re-
strictions. 

Wherefore your memorialist, the Senate of 
the State of Arizona, the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring, prays: 

1. That the United States Department of 
Veterans Affairs review the disability rating 
process to ensure that similar disabilities 
are rated similarly. 

2. That the United States Department of 
Veterans Affairs review the limitations on 
employment of veterans with disabilities and 
the ways in which veteran benefits are im-
pacted if a veteran with a disability becomes 
employed to ensure that veterans with dis-
abilities are not hindered from joining the 
workforce. 

3. That the United States Department of 
Veterans Affairs remove the earning restric-
tion associated with the Total Disability 
Rating Based on Individual Unemployability. 

4. That the United States Department of 
Veterans Affairs develop programs and in-
centives to encourage employers to hire vet-
erans with disabilities. 

5. That the United States Congress enact 
legislation that codifies into the United 

States Code the text of 38 Code of Federal 
Regulations section 4.16, which provides that 
employment in a protected environment is 
not considered substantially gainful employ-
ment for the purposes of a Total Disability 
Rating Based on Individual Unemployability. 

6. That the United States Congress define 
‘‘protected environment’’ to include busi-
nesses that make special accommodations 
for veterans with disabilities. 

7. That the United States Congress enact 
legislation that prevents the United States 
Department of Veterans Affairs from de-
creasing a Total Disability Rating Based on 
Individual Unemployability if the veteran is 
marginally employed in a protected environ-
ment. 

8. That the Secretary of State of the State 
of Arizona transmit a copy of this Memorial 
to the Secretary of the United States De-
partment of Veterans Affairs, the President 
of the United States, the President of the 
United States Senate, the Speaker of the 
United States House of Representatives and 
each Member of Congress from the State of 
Arizona. 

POM–67. A joint resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of the State of Maine memori-
alizing the Congress of the United States to 
pass necessary legislation that will help all 
our veterans, from all our wars and conflicts, 
from World War II to present-day Iraq and 
Afghanistan to the extent necessary; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

JOINT RESOLUTION S.P. 474 
We your Memorialists, the Members of the 

One Hundred and Twenty-seventh Legisla-
ture of the State of Maine now assembled in 
the First Regular Session, most respectfully 
present and petition the United States Con-
gress as follows: 

Whereas, military personnel from the 
State of Maine have answered the call to 
serve our Nation many times and Maine is 
estimated to be 3rd in the Nation per capita 
for military service. According to Veterans 
Administration records, Maine has had 11,531 
military members serve since the tragic 
events of 9/11; and 

Whereas, members of the Maine National 
Guard and Reservists have been deployed 
many times over and many have returned 
from the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan need-
ing assistance and medical care; and 

Whereas, 55 of Maine’s services members 
have been killed in action in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan; and 

Whereas, more than 320 have received the 
Purple Heart for wounds received in combat; 
and 

Whereas, many have returned home with 
post-traumatic stress disorder, traumatic 
brain injury, hearing problems and other 
physical and mental disabilities; and 

Whereas, many communities in Maine need 
someone who can meet with veterans and 
survivors to explain benefits and to get the 
word out to veterans and theirfamilies con-
cerning frequently changing Veterans Ad-
ministration benefits and eligibility; and 

Whereas, major issues for returning vet-
erans concerning increasing suicide rates, 
homelessness, unemployment and education 
were brought before the 113th Congress with 
little or no substantive results; and 

Whereas, as the 114th Congress begins, vet-
erans and their families in Maine and across 
the Nation hope that the new Congress will 
be responsive and helpful and aggressively 
address the many issues facing the veterans 
of the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan; and 

Whereas, the men and women who serve 
our State and Nation so faithfully deserve to 
have access to care, housing, medical treat-
ment and mental and physical therapy: Now, 
therefore, be it 
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Resolved, That We, your Memorialists, on 

behalf of the people we represent, take this 
opportunity to urge the United States Con-
gress to take the lead in passing necessary 
legislation that will help all our veterans, 
from all our wars and conflicts, from World 
War II to present-day Iraq and Afghanistan 
to the extent necessary; and be it further 

Resolved, That suitable copies of this reso-
lution, duly authenticated by the Secretary 
of State, be transmitted to the President of 
the United States Senate, to the Speaker of 
the United States House of Representatives 
and to each Member of the Maine Congres-
sional Delegation. 

POM–68. A resolution adopted by the Cali-
fornia State Lands Commission supporting 
S.414, the California Desert Conservation and 
Recreation Act of 2015; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 

POM–69. A concurrent resolution adopted 
by the Legislature of the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico expressing firm support to the 
decision of the President of the United 
States to restore diplomatic relations be-
tween the government of the United States 
and the government of the Republic of Cuba; 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs, without amendment: 

S. 242. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to provide leave to any new 
Federal employee who is a veteran with a 
service-connected disability rated at 30 per-
cent or more for purposes of undergoing med-
ical treatment for such disability, and for 
other purposes (Rept. No. 114–89). 

By Mr. THUNE, from the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation, 
with an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute: 

S. 764. A bill to reauthorize and amend the 
National Sea Grant College Program Act, 
and for other purposes (Rept. No. 114–90). 

S. 834. A bill to amend the law relating to 
sport fish restoration and recreational boat-
ing safety, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 
114–91). 

H.R. 720. A bill to improve intergovern-
mental planning for and communication dur-
ing security incidents at domestic airports, 
and for other purposes (Rept. No. 114–92). 

f 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEES 

The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. MCCAIN for the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

Air Force nomination of Maj. Gen. John N. 
T. Shanahan, to be Lieutenant General. 

Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Michael X. 
Garrett, to be Lieutenant General. 

Navy nomination of Capt. Darse E. 
Crandall, to be Rear Admiral (lower half). 

Navy nomination of Rear Adm. Joseph E. 
Tofalo, to be Vice Admiral. 

Air Force nomination of Gen. Paul J. 
Selva, to be General. 

Marine Corps nomination of Gen. Joseph F. 
Dunford, Jr., to be General. 

Air Force nomination of Gen. Darren W. 
McDew, to be General. 

Air Force nomination of Maj. Gen. David 
J. Buck, to be Lieutenant General. 

Air Force nomination of Lt. Gen. Tod D. 
Wolters, to be Lieutenant General. 

Air Force nomination of Lt. Gen. Russell 
J. Handy, to be Lieutenant General. 

Air Force nomination of Col. Frank H. 
Stokes, to be Brigadier General. 

Air Force nomination of Lt. Gen. John W. 
Raymond, to be Lieutenant General. 

Army nomination of Col. James E. Porter, 
Jr., to be Brigadier General. 

Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Robert P. 
Ashley, Jr., to be Lieutenant General. 

Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Daniel R. 
Hokanson, to be Lieutenant General. 

Navy nomination of Rear Adm. Kevin D. 
Scott, to be Vice Admiral. 

Navy nomination of Rear Adm. Kevin M. 
Donegan, to be Vice Admiral. 

Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Michael H. 
Shields, to be Lieutenant General. 

Army nomination of Brig. Gen. Victor J. 
Braden, to be Major General . 

Navy nomination of Rear Adm. Richard P. 
Breckenridge, to be Vice Admiral. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Colonel David W. Ashley and ending with 
Colonel Richard W. Wedan, which nomina-
tions were received by the Senate and ap-
peared in the Congressional Record on July 
9, 2015. (minus 1 nominee: Colonel Robert A. 
Meyer, Jr.) 

Air Force nomination of Col. Steven A. 
Schaick, to be Brigadier General. 

Army nomination of Col. Jeffrey A. Doll, 
to be Brigadier General. 

Air Force nomination of Lt. Gen. Carlton 
D. Everhart II, to be General. 

Air Force nomination of Col. Dondi E. 
Costin, to be Major General. 

Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Stephen R. 
Lyons, to be Lieutenant General. 

Navy nomination of Rear Adm. John C. 
Aquilino, to be Vice Admiral. 

Navy nomination of Vice Adm. Robert L. 
Thomas, Jr., to be Vice Admiral. 

Marine Corps nomination of Maj. Gen. 
Lawrence D. Nicholson, to be Lieutenant 
General. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, for the 
Committee on Armed Services I report 
favorably the following nomination 
lists which were printed in the RECORD 
on the dates indicated, and ask unani-
mous consent, to save the expense of 
reprinting on the Executive Calendar 
that these nominations lie at the Sec-
retary’s desk for the information of 
Senators. 

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

Air Force nomination of Robert B. A. 
MacGregor, to be Major. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Jane E. Boomer and ending with Matthew D. 
Van Dalen, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on June 24, 2015. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Afsana Ahmed and ending with Reggie D. 
Yager, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on June 24, 2015. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
John C. Rockwell and ending with Stephen 
J. Torres, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on June 24, 2015. 

Air Force nominations beginning with Ana 
M. Apoltan and ending with Aldo Ttinoco, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on June 24, 2015. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Brian H. Adams and ending with Mary Jean 
Wood, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on June 24, 2015. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Allen Kipp Albright and ending with Bradley 

Duncan White, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on July 15, 2015. 

Army nomination of David G. Jones, to be 
Colonel. 

Army nomination of Raymond L. Phua, to 
be Colonel. 

Army nomination of John M. Bradford, to 
be Major. 

Army nominations beginning with Steve J. 
Chun and ending with Benjamin R. Siebert, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on June 24, 2015. 

Army nomination of Steven L. Isenhour, to 
be Colonel. 

Army nomination of Joseph D. Gramling, 
to be Colonel. 

Army nomination of Mark S. Snyder, to be 
Colonel. 

Army nomination of Keith J. McVeigh, to 
be Colonel. 

Army nomination of Lisa M. Stremel, to be 
Major. 

Army nominations beginning with Michael 
N. Cleveland and ending with Michael W. 
Summers, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on June 24, 2015. 

Army nominations beginning with Mat-
thew H. Brooks and ending with Jay D. Han-
son, which nominations were received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on June 24, 2015. 

Army nominations beginning with Gil A. 
Diazcruz and ending with Soliman G. Valdez, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on June 24, 2015. 

Army nominations beginning with Nich-
olas R. Cabano and ending with James W. 
Pratt, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on July 8, 2015. 

Army nominations beginning with Kim-
berly D. Brenda and ending with Carrie A. 
Storer, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on July 8, 2015. 

Army nominations beginning with Eric J. 
Ansorge and ending with D011713, which 
nominations were received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record on 
July 8, 2015. 

Army nominations beginning with John L. 
Ament and ending with Wendy G. Woodall, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on July 8, 2015. 

Army nomination of Laura M. Hudson, to 
be Major. 

Army nomination of Mark R. Read, to be 
Colonel. 

Marine Corps nomination of John R. Bar-
clay, to be Lieutenant Colonel. 

Navy nomination of Thomas F. Murphy III, 
to be Captain. 

Navy nominations beginning with Arslan 
S. Chaudhry and ending with Andrew D. 
Silvestri, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on June 24, 2015. 

Navy nomination of Benjamin M. Boche, to 
be Lieutenant Commander. 

Navy nomination of Michael J. Elliott, to 
be Captain. 

Navy nominations beginning with Chris-
topher N. Andrews and ending with Nicholas 
J. Vandyke, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on July 8, 2015. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY for the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Michael C. McGowan, of Delaware, to be 
United States Marshal for the District of 
Delaware, for the term of four years. 

(Nominations without an asterisk 
were reported with the recommenda-
tion that they be confirmed.) 
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