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am going to be asking for unanimous
consent to work on the policies that
would restore economic security and
stability to more workers.

Let’s finally restore some stability
and security for workers across our
country. Let’s make sure hard work
pays off. Let’s help more families make
ends meet, expand economic oppor-
tunity, and grow our economy from the
middle out.

Thank you, Mr. President.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona.

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that I be allowed to
speak for 3 minutes and that I be fol-
lowed immediately by the Senator
from Idaho.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, is the
parliamentary procedure that there
was an objection to the Senate moving
forward with the consideration of the
cyber bill? Is that correct?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There
was an objection that was heard to the
request of the majority leader.

Mrs. MURRAY addressed the Chair.

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, do I have
the floor?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona has the floor.

Mr. McCAIN. I have the floor, I tell
the Senator from Washington.

This is unbelievable. It is unbeliev-
able that this body would not move for-
ward with a cyber bill with the situa-
tion of dire consequences and dire
threats to the United States of Amer-
ica. Admiral Rogers, the commander of
U.S. Cyber Command, told listeners at
the Aspen Security Forum that ‘‘to
date there is little price to pay for en-
gaging in some pretty aggressive be-
haviors.”

According to James Clapper, the Di-
rector of National Intelligence, ‘‘we
will see a progression or expansion of
that envelope until such time as we
create both the substance and psy-
chology of deterrence. And today we
don’t have that.”

The Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff, General Dempsey, our military
enjoys ‘‘significant military advan-
tage” in every domain except for one—
cyber space. General Dempsey said
cyber ‘‘is a level playing field. And that
makes this chairman very uncomfort-
able.”” The Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff is uncomfortable about
the cyber threats to this Nation.

What just took place is millions of
Americans had their privacy hacked
into. God only knows what the con-
sequences of that are. The other side
has decided to object to proceeding
with a bill that passed through the In-
telligence Committee by a vote of 14 to
1. This is disgraceful—this is disgrace-
ful. I tell my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle, by blocking this legis-
lation, you are putting this Nation in
danger. By blocking this legislation,
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you are putting this Nation in danger
by not allowing the Senate of the
United States to act against a very
real threat to our very existence.

I say this is a shameful day in the
Senate. I urge the Democratic leader to
come to the floor and allow us to con-
sider amendments, move forward with
this legislation because the security of
the United States of America is in dan-
ger.

I thank my colleagues.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Idaho.

———

SAWTOOTH NATIONAL RECRE-
ATION AREA AND JERRY PEAK
WILDERNESS ADDITIONS ACT

Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, is H.R.
1138 at the desk?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is correct.

Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of H.R. 1138, which has been re-
ceived from the House.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report the bill by title.
The bill clerk read as follows:

A bill (H.R. 1138) to establish certain wil-
derness areas in central Idaho and to author-
ize various land conveyances involving Na-
tional Forest System land and Bureau of
Land Management land in central Idaho, and
for other purposes.

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

Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the bill be
read a third time and passed, the mo-
tion to reconsider be laid upon the
table, and that any statements relating
to the bill be printed in the RECORD.

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

The bill (H.R. 1138) was ordered to a
third reading, was read the third time,
and passed.

Mr. RISCH. Mr. President and fellow
Senators, today is a historic day for
the State of Idaho. This is the creation
of a wilderness area in the Sawtooth
area of Idaho, the Boulder-White
Clouds area, and the Jerry Peak area.
These two mountain ranges and one
mountain peak area have been under
consideration for about 10 years.

I want to talk very briefly about
what we are dealing with. These are
some of the most magnificent pieces of
land, not only in Idaho but in the
United States. Before anyone goes
abroad to see the Champs-Elysees or to
see the magnificent works of art in
Italy, you need to put on your list see-
ing the Boulder-White Clouds area. It
is truly a magnificent area.

What we just did was we created a
wilderness of about 275,000 acres that
creates these three wilderness areas,
plus a buffer zone around them. It is a
great day for Idaho. This is an Idaho
solution to an issue that has been
pending for some time.

I conclude by simply stating that all
credit for this goes to Congressman
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MIKE SIMPSON. Congressman SIMPSON
started working on this about 10 years
ago and wanted to put together, in a
collaborative fashion, a wilderness bill
for this particular area. He did that. He
brought it back to Washington, DC. Be-
cause of the situation in DC at the
time, the bill was changed greatly and
was no longer an Idaho solution to the
Idaho problem.

Congressman SIMPSON did not give
up. He worked and he worked and he
worked at it. It is truly his long-term
commitment to this and his long work
on this that got us to this point. What
he did was take this land that there
was virtually unanimous agreement
should be in wilderness; that is, the
heart of this area, the Boulder Range,
the White Cloud Range, and the Jerry
Peaks area.

There was unanimous agreement
that this is the kind of land that needs
to be in wilderness. Indeed, when I was
Governor, I wrote this rule for several
million acres. This was included in it.
It was protected as wilderness. This is
not changing the character of it in that
regard. What it does is put it in statute
instead of in rule.

The difficulty was, as always with
these kinds of areas, the buffer area
around what everybody agrees is truly
unique ground that should be handled
as wilderness. Obviously, it is an area
that ingrains passion in people. It
causes people to have strong feelings
about the area. As a result of that, peo-
ple fight to protect what they think
should be protected, and just as much,
people who use the buffer zones for dif-
ferent reasons feel just as passionately
the other way.

What Congressman SIMPSON was able
to do was get everybody to the table in
a very collaborative fashion, to where
he got the wilderness preservationists,
the hikers, the backpackers, the horse
people, the motorized users, including
snowmobile, ATV, and motorcycle peo-
ple, to all agree to a management plan
for everything that is included in this
bill.

Congressman SIMPSON was tenacious
on this. He gets the full credit for this.
I think Idahoans will truly appreciate
this for many years. There is no doubt
in my mind that the efforts Congress-
man SIMPSON put into this will be
greatly appreciated for years and years
to come.

With that, I yield the remainder of
my time to my colleague, my good
friend, Senator MIKE CRAPO.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Idaho.

Mr. CRAPO. I thank Senator RISCH.

Mr. President, it is an honor for me
to rise with my colleague JIM RISCH to
celebrate the passage of this legisla-
tion. It has been years and years in the
making. This legislation culminates
from the hard work by people all over
Idaho. As Senator RISCH has indicated,
the credit for making this all finally
come together goes to Representative
MIKE SIMPSON. I wholeheartedly agree
with that.
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Passage of the Sawtooth National
Recreation Area and Jerry Peak Wil-
derness Additions Act, also called the
SNRA+ Act, is the result of tremen-
dous efforts by Representative SIMPSON
and Senator RISCH. He deserves tre-
mendous credit as well. I do want to
say that I honor Representative SIMP-
SON’s dogged determination and his
persistence to fight through many ob-
stacles associated with this treasured
region of our State for a very long pe-
riod of time.

Representative SIMPSON’s  efforts
have given Idaho a homegrown solution
to what was rapidly becoming a na-
tional problem. As I said, similarly, my
colleague Senator RISCH has fought
through many challenges in his pursuit
of developing a consensus on this issue
that has been hard to achieve. Both of
my colleagues, in their respective
ways, have expressed again the power
of collaboration in the attempt to find
consensus to deliver local solutions to
longstanding public land management
challenges in Idaho.

Local governments and local stake-
holders must be empowered to shape
and manage decisions relating to our
public lands. In the process, such ef-
forts must respect private property
rights and the owners of private prop-
erty as well as other impacted stake-
holders. Such initiatives are never easy
to achieve, and consensus takes dedica-
tion, patience, and persistence. For too
long, westerners have been saddled
with top-down land management deci-
sions that are both harmful to the
landscape and the people living in and
subsisting off of our natural treasures.
The SNRA+ is a win for Idaho and an
example of how local governments and
interests can achieve solutions to some
of the most persistent public land man-
agement issues we face.

I have to conclude by saying that
while we have succeeded today in pass-
ing a milestone in Congress, the focus
must now shift to the hard work of suc-
cessful implementation that will re-
quire commitment from the various
Federal agencies and all of the affected
interests.

Again, I commend Senator RISCH and
Representative SIMPSON for their in-
credibly important work that has been
accomplished today.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nevada.

Mr. HELLER. Mr. President, I con-
gratulate my colleagues from Idaho on
this particular piece of legislation,
proving it can be done right. It was
just a few weeks ago that the President
unilaterally declared a monument in
the State of Nevada the size of Rhode
Island, with two counties that had no
input in the process. Our delegation
had no input. The collaborative effort
that we saw from Idaho and how it
works and how the system should work
needs to be recognized. What happened
in Nevada, I feel, was a disgrace.

It is a shame we are standing here
today with a monument in the State of
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Nevada the size of Rhode Island with
no input from Nevada’s delegation or
counties, just a single action made by
one person.

———

CYBERSECURITY INFORMATION
SHARING ACT OF 2015—MOTION
TO PROCEED—Continued

Mr. HELLER. Mr. President, I would
like to talk about personal privacy
rights for American citizens. It was
just 2 months ago that the Senate took
action to restore privacy rights of
American citizens through the USA
FREEDOM Act—part of action that
was taken, as I mentioned, just 2
months ago. Both Chambers of Con-
gress and the President agreed it was
time to end the bulk collection of
American’s call records pouring into
the Federal Government.

I was a proud supporter of the USA
FREEDOM Act and believed it was the
right thing to do on behalf of U.S. citi-
zens. My constituents all across Ne-
vada—from Elko, to Reno, Ely, and Las
Vegas—all understand how important
these rights are and will not accept
any attempts to diminish them. Today,
I am here to continue protecting these
privacy rights and uphold our civil lib-
erties.

Protecting privacy will always be im-
portant to Nevadans. It is nonnego-
tiable to me, very important. Similar
to many of my colleagues in the Sen-
ate, I believe addressing cyber security
is also important.

When I was ranking member of the
commerce committee’s consumer pro-
tection subcommittee, I worked on
these issues in detail. I understand
very well the impact of data breaches,
cyber threats. In fact, back in my
State of Nevada, one of the top con-
cerns is identity theft. Not only can
these identity thieves wreak financial
havoc on a consumer’s life, but these
threats also pose a serious national se-
curity concern.

We saw with OPM’s breach that per-
sonal information for 21.5 million Fed-
eral employees, even those who re-
ceived security clearances, was com-
promised. In my office, in fact, a mem-
ber of my staff was breached three
times in just the last 4 years. These
thieves cross international borders.
They break and enter into private
homes. They hack their way to intru-
sion with a keyboard and a simple
click of the mouse.

So I share the desire to find a path
forward on information sharing be-
tween the Federal Government and the
private sector as another tool in the
cyber security toolbox, but I have al-
ways stood firm with these types of ef-
forts that they must also maintain
American’s privacy rights.

The bill I see today, including the
substitute amendment, does not do
enough to ensure personally identifi-
able information is stripped out before
sharing. That is why I filed a fix. Let’s
strengthen the standard for stripping
out this information. Right now, this
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bill says the private sector and the
Federal Government only have to strip
out personal information if they
know—if they know—it is not directly
related to a cyber threat.

I would like to offer some context to
that. Let’s say you are pulled over for
speeding, not knowing the speed limit
does not absolve you of guilt. If your
company fails to follow a Federal law
or regulation, not knowing about the
law does not exempt you from the con-
sequences of violating it. Ignorance is
no excuse under the law, so why should
this particular piece of legislation be
any different?

My amendments ensure that when
personal information is being stripped
out, it is because the entity reasonably
believes—not knows but reasonably be-
lieves—it is not related to a cyber
threat. One of my amendments ad-
dresses the Federal Government’s re-
sponsibility to do this, and the other
addresses the private sector’s responsi-
bility to do this.

This term ‘‘reasonably believes’—let
me repeat that—‘‘reasonably believes”’
is an important distinction that this
bill needs. It creates a wider protection
for personal information by ensuring
these entities are making an effort to
take out personal information that is
not necessary for cyber security. Our
friends over in the House of Represent-
atives already agree the private sector
should be held to this standard, which
is why they included this language in
the cyber security bill which they
passed. I hope to see this important
protection retained in any conference
agreement should this bill move for-
ward.

Furthermore, in a letter to a Senator
last week, DHS directly acknowledged
the importance of removing personally
identifiable information and even went
so far as to say this removal will allow
the information-sharing regime to
function much better. Even DHS agrees
that with this amendment it would
function much better. So what it
comes down to is our Nation’s commit-
ment to balancing the needs for shar-
ing cyber security information with
the need to protect America’s personal
information.

I believe my amendment, No. 2548, to
hold the Federal Government account-
able strikes that balance, and I will
continue strongly pushing forward to
get this vote. I encourage my col-
leagues to support this commonsense
effort to strengthen this bill and keep
our commitment to wupholding the
rights of all U.S. citizens.

As we discuss this issue, I hope we
will continue having the opportunity
to truly debate and make improve-
ments to this bill. I believe that if
given the opportunity, we can
strengthen this legislation even more
to protect against cyber security
threats while also protecting American
citizens’ private information.

No bill is perfect, as the Presiding Of-
ficer knows, but that is why we are
here and that is why there is an amend-
ment process. That is why I wish to see
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