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S. 1261

At the request of Mr. MANCHIN, the
name of the Senator from Nebraska
(Mrs. FISCHER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1261, a bill to ensure that
methods of collecting taxes and fees by
private citizens on behalf of State and
local governments are fair and effec-
tive and do not discriminate against
interstate commerce for wireless tele-
communications.

S. 1287

At the request of Ms. HIRONO, the
name of the Senator from New Mexico
(Mr. HEINRICH) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1287, a bill to amend the Pub-
lic Health Service Act to revise and ex-
tend the program for viral hepatitis
surveillance, education, and testing in
order to prevent deaths from chronic
liver disease and liver cancer, and for
other purposes.

S. 1493

At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL,
the name of the Senator from New Jer-
sey (Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1493, a bill to provide for
an increase, effective December 1, 2015,
in the rates of compensation for vet-
erans with service-connected disabil-
ities and the rates of dependency and
indemnity compensation for the sur-
vivors of certain disabled veterans, and
for other purposes.

At the request of Mr. VITTER, his
name was added as a cosponsor of S.
1493, supra.

S. 1555

At the request of Ms. HIRONO, the
names of the Senator from New York
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) and the Senator
from Maryland (Mr. CARDIN) were
added as cosponsors of S. 1555, a bill to
award a Congressional Gold Medal, col-
lectively, to the Filipino veterans of
World War II, in recognition of the
dedicated service of the veterans dur-
ing World War II.

S. 1559

At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the
names of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
PORTMAN) and the Senator from Mary-
land (Ms. MIKULSKI) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 1559, a bill to protect vic-
tims of domestic violence, sexual as-
sault, stalking, and dating violence
from emotional and psychological
trauma caused by acts of violence or
threats of violence against their pets.

S. 1562

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the
name of the Senator from Montana
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1562, a bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to reform tax-
ation of alcoholic beverages.

S. 1667

At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the
name of the Senator from Minnesota
(Mr. FRANKEN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1667, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to clarify the
special rules for accident and health
plans of certain governmental entities,
and for other purposes.

S. 1682

At the request of Mr. KIRK, the name

of the Senator from Texas (Mr. CRUZ)
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was added as a cosponsor of S. 1682, a
bill to extend the Iran Sanctions Act of
1996 and to require the Secretary of the
Treasury to report on the use by Iran
of funds made available through sanc-
tions relief.
S. 1766
At the request of Mr. SCHATZ, the
names of the Senator from Nevada (Mr.
REID), the Senator from Vermont (Mr.
SANDERS), the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. BLUMENTHAL) and the
Senator from Virginia (Mr. KAINE)
were added as cosponsors of S. 1766, a
bill to direct the Secretary of Defense
to review the discharge characteriza-
tion of former members of the Armed
Forces who were discharged by reason
of the sexual orientation of the mem-
ber, and for other purposes.
S. 1798
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the
name of the Senator from Oklahoma
(Mr. LANKFORD) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1798, a bill to reauthorize the
United States Commission on Inter-
national Religious Freedom, and for
other purposes.
S. 1830
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the
name of the Senator from New York
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1830, a bill to amend title
XVIII of the Social Security Act to
provide for the coverage of marriage
and family therapist services and men-
tal health counselor services under
part B of the Medicare program, and
for other purposes.
S. 1831
At the request of Mr. TOOMEY, the
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
PORTMAN) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 1831, a bill to revise section 48 of
title 18, United States Code, and for
other purposes.
S. 1893
At the request of Mr. ALEXANDER, the
name of the Senator from Missouri
(Mr. BLUNT) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1893, a bill to reauthorize and im-
prove programs related to mental
health and substance use disorders.
S. 1911
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the
names of the Senator from Florida (Mr.
RUBIO) and the Senator from New
Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) were added
as cosponsors of S. 1911, a bill to imple-
ment policies to end preventable ma-
ternal, newborn, and child deaths glob-
ally.
S. 1982
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the
name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. TOOMEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1982, a bill to authorize a
Wall of Remembrance as part of the
Korean War Veterans Memorial and to
allow certain private contributions to
fund the Wall of Remembrance.
S. 2028
At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name
of the Senator from New Mexico (Mr.
HEINRICH) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 2028, a bill to amend the Federal
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Credit Union Act, to advance the abil-
ity of credit unions to promote small
business growth and economic develop-
ment opportunities, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 2034

At the request of Mr. TOOMEY, the
name of the Senator from Texas (Mr.
CrUz) was added as a cosponsor of S.
2034, a bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to provide additional ag-
gravating factors for the imposition of
the death penalty based on the status
of the victim.

S. 2061

At the request of Mr. MORAN, the
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr.
ROBERTS) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 2061, a bill to designate a National
Memorial to Fallen Educators at the
National Teachers Hall of Fame in Em-
poria, Kansas.

AMENDMENT NO. 2667

At the request of Mr. CASEY, the
name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr.
DONNELLY) was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 2667 intended to be pro-
posed to H.R. 36, a bill to amend title
18, United States Code, to protect pain-
capable unborn children, and for other
purposes.

———

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. WICKER (for himself,
Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. KING, Mr.
SCHATZ, Ms. AYOTTE, Ms. COL-
LINS, and Mr. BARRASSO):

S. 2067. A bill to establish EUREKA
Prize Competitions to accelerate dis-
covery and development of disease-
modifying, preventive, or curative
treatments for Alzheimer’s disease and
related dementia, to encourage efforts
to enhance detection and diagnosis of
such diseases, or to enhance the qual-
ity and efficiency of care of individuals
with such diseases; to the Committee
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions.

Mr. WICKER. Mr. President, I am
wearing purple today in honor of World
Alzheimer’s Month. As a matter of
fact, yesterday, September 21, was
World Alzheimer’s Day. So I have cho-
sen today to introduce a bill that I
hope will lead to a major breakthrough
in fighting this terrible disease and
treating and potentially curing Alz-
heimer’s disease.

The legislation which I introduced
this morning is called the EUREKA
Act, which stands for Ensuring Useful
Research Expenditures is Key for Alz-
heimer’s—EUREKA.

I am taking this moment to briefly
discuss the problem of Alzheimer’s and
to ask my colleagues to get behind this
tripartisan legislation and see if we can
create some momentum to cure Alz-
heimer’s disease in a decade.

First of all, a little bit about aware-
ness. As we all know, Alzheimer’s is a
100-percent fatal disease. It affects
some 36 million people around the
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globe. More than 5 million Americans
currently have Alzheimer’s disease. My
mother died of Alzheimer’s disease. I
can tell you it is an incredibly personal
trial for families who deal with loved
ones suffering and ultimately suc-
cumbing to this disease. So there is the
human cost which so many of us have
experienced and are experiencing.

There is also the cost in dollars and
cents. Americans will spend $226 billion
from our Treasury on Alzheimer’s this
year alone. The disease puts an ex-
traordinary burden on Medicare and
Medicaid. As a matter of fact, one in
five Medicare dollars will be spent this
year on someone with Alzheimer’s.
Think of what we could do to alleviate
the suffering our previous speaker was
talking about if we didn’t have to
spend this $226 billion per year, if we
didn’t have to spend one in five of our
Medicare dollars on someone with Alz-
heimer’s. Consider the 2013 filing from
the Rand Corporation. Direct costs of
Alzheimer’s exceed similar costs asso-
ciated with cancer and heart disease
combined.

According to Rush University, Alz-
heimer’s is responsible for more than
500,000 deaths each year.

Without a cure or a way to halt this
disease, these numbers will continue to
grow. By 2050 Alzheimer’s is expected
to cost $1.1 trillion per year. By then,
Medicare and Medicaid could see a 500-
percent increase in Alzheimer’s spend-
ing. So we have a problem in terms of
dollars and cents, and we certainly
have a problem in terms of the hard-
ship it causes on families today.

Experts say we need $2 billion a year
in public research if we are going to get
to this goal of conquering Alzheimer’s
by 2025. We do the best we can at the
National Institutes of Health, but we
spend only $5686 million a year on Alz-
heimer’s research. We need $2 billion a
year. We spend roughly a quarter of
that amount each year, with very little
prospect of getting it up to four times
what we are spending now.

What is the solution? I believe the so-
lution is to go to a concept that has
made America great for decades and
even centuries, and that is the Amer-
ican spirit of innovation and entrepre-
neurship and competition. We create,
we build, and we make a difference in
people’s lives through competition and
innovation. So today I have introduced
the EUREKA bill, which would estab-
lish a national prize for achieving
benchmarks in fighting this disease. I
want to make it clear that the EURE-
KA Act would proceed on a parallel
track with what is being done at NIH
and the Federal Government in terms
of research. It wouldn’t take a penny
away from the research dollars cur-
rently spent on Alzheimer’s and the
funds used to attack Alzheimer’s in so
many ways. It would be another route
for a breakthrough by establishing a
competition to run parallel to the re-
search being done.

We will need to research some mile-
stones before we arrive at an Alz-
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heimer’s cure. This bill would create a
system within the government, with
cooperation from NIH, to encourage
public and private collaboration to
help us establish prizes for milestones
reached to conquer Alzheimer’s. Of
course, we need to remember that
prizes are paid only for success. If we
don’t meet the milestones, we won’t
have to expend the money.

My excellent staff and I have been
working for months with some of the
leading experts in the United States on
this concept, not the least of which is
the XPRIZE Foundation, which has
done such a good job in establishing
breakthroughs in other areas. So we
have the support and cooperation of
the XPRIZE Foundation. In addition,
we have worked with the National In-
stitutes of Health and the Food and
Drug Administration to get as much
information as possible, and we think
we have come up with a way to have
government-funded prizes to conquer
this disease.

This is nothing new. The XPRIZE
Foundation came along relatively re-
cently, but it was inspired by previous
examples of success. In 1927 Charles
Lindbergh won $25,000 for his Spirit of
St. Louis aircraft in a competition to
achieve the first nonstop flight be-
tween New York City and Paris. He re-
ceived a prize for this accomplishment.
Today aviation is a $300 billion indus-
try. So prizes are not a new strategy.
The government already invests in
countless areas, including health. As a
matter of fact, the America COM-
PETES Act gives Federal agencies the
authority to conduct prize-based chal-
lenges. NIH has already completed doz-
ens of them. This builds on that suc-
cess.

I envision that a panel would be es-
tablished under this legislation to set
benchmarks that would get us well
along the road to conquering Alz-
heimer’s. Successful, prize-worthy
events would be measures such as iden-
tifying an Alzheimer’s biomarker, de-
veloping early-detection techniques, or
repurposing existing drugs for treat-
ment. Milestones such as these would
be established by a panel of experts.
Think of what could be achieved if peo-
ple with expertise combine their skills
inside and outside the government to
end Alzheimer’s. Think of the progress
that could be made toward ending
human suffering.

My bill is S. 2067, the EUREKA Act,
and it has received support from re-
searchers, including the MIND Center
at the University of Mississippi in my
home State, where we are doing inno-
vative, groundbreaking achievements
every day on Alzheimer’s. Other orga-
nizations supporting the EUREKA Act
include the Alzheimer’s Association,
Us Against Alzheimer’s, the XPRIZE
Foundation, the Alzheimer’s Founda-
tion of America, BrightFocus Founda-
tion, Leaders Engaged on Alzheimer’s
Disease, otherwise known as LEAD,
and Eli Lilly. All of these organiza-
tions and companies are supporting
EUREKA.
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We already have not bipartisan co-
sponsorship but tripartisan cosponsor-
ship of this legislation because we have
Republicans, Democrats, and Independ-
ents already cosponsoring this EURE-
KA Act.

So I come to the floor today and ask
my colleagues to talk to their health
staff members. Look at this concept.
Talk to us about the efforts we are en-
gaged in, about the research we have
done, about the learned people who
know what they are talking about and
who have worked with us to bring this
bill where it is. I hope we can create
some momentum for this act soon. I
hope we can attach it to legislation be-
fore the end of the year. I hope we can
put this on the President’s desk some-
time early in the year 2016.

EUREKA can be a game changer in
fighting one of the most terrible and
horrible and expensive diseases we
have. So I would urge my colleagues to
look at this, to get back to me. I am
going to aggressively be talking to
each of my colleagues and asking them
to cosponsor this legislation. I think
we are onto something. I think we are
getting very, very near to achieving
this goal of conquering Alzheimer’s
within a decade.

By Ms. COLLINS (for herself and
Mr. CARPER):

S. 2068. A bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to include auto-
mated fire sprinkler system retrofits as
section 179 property and classify cer-
tain automated fire sprinkler system
retrofits as 15-year property for pur-
poses of depreciation; to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I rise
to introduce the Fire Sprinkler Incen-
tive Act. I am very pleased to be joined
by my colleague from Delaware, Sen-
ator CARPER, in introducing this bipar-
tisan bill.

Our bill would encourage commercial
building owners to invest in life-saving
fire safety upgrades. While building
codes require sprinklers in new com-
mercial buildings, a great number of
structures across the U.S. were built
and put in service before sprinklers
were required. This is of significance in
Maine, which has some of the oldest
housing stock in the country and which
has experienced deadly apartment
building fires.

Maine has a large number of older,
historic buildings—buildings that gen-
erally may not be required to have fire
sprinklers. According to the Maine
State Housing Authority, Maine has
the sixth oldest housing stock in the
country. In fact, many of the historic
areas of Portland were built following
a devastating fire in 1866. This fire de-
stroyed most of Portland’s commercial
buildings, many of its churches, and
countless homes.

Fire sprinklers are very effective at
preventing deaths caused by fires.
Small business building owners find it
difficult, however, to fund adding ret-
rofit sprinklers. Our bill would provide
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two tax incentives to encourage build-
ing owners to make this investment.

Currently, commercial building own-
ers must depreciate fire sprinkler ret-
rofits over a lengthy 39-year period.
The period for residential buildings is
27 and a half years. This bill reclassi-
fies fire sprinkler retrofits as 15-year
depreciable property, thus allowing
building owners to write off their costs
more quickly. The bill also provides an
option for certain small businesses to
deduct the cost of the fire system up-
grades immediately under Section 179
of the tax code. Together, these pro-
posals will provide a strong incentive
for building owners to install fire
sprinkler systems.

According to the National Fire Pro-
tection Association, in 2013, a fire de-
partment responded to a structure fire
every 65 seconds, and fire claimed 9
lives every day. Just last October, five
young adults were killed when fire
swept through a two apartment build-
ing near the University of Southern
Maine. In addition to these five, 20
other people died in fires in Maine in
2014. Just last month, a fire killed two
people in Old Town, ME. Sprinklers de-
crease the fire death rate by about 80
percent and the average loss per home
fire by about 70 percent.

This bill was originally drafted in re-
sponse to the deadly nightclub fire in
West Warwick, RI, in 2003. One hundred
people died in that fire. The building
did not have a fire sprinkler system.
Let us work together to prevent an-
other tragedy like this from happening.
I invite my colleagues to join Senator
CARPER and me in support of this bi-
partisan, common sense legislation.

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

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

CONGRESSIONAL FIRE SERVICES
INSTITUTE,
September 18, 2015.
Hon. SUSAN COLLINS,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SENATOR COLLINS: On behalf of the
Congressional Fire Services Institute (CFSI),
I would like to express our thanks and appre-
ciation for sponsoring the Fire Sprinkler In-
centive Act. In 2002, CFSI’s National Advi-
sory Committee (NAC), a coalition of 35 na-
tional fire and emergency service organiza-
tions, unanimously approved a resolution ex-
pressing the need for federal tax incentives
to encourage the installation of automatic
fire sprinkler systems in residential and
commercial buildings. The introduction of
the Fire Sprinkler Incentive Act is an impor-
tant step in achieving this goal.

The cost of fire in America is enormous.
According to the National Fire Protection
Association (NFPA), in 2014, there were
1,298,000 fires reported in the United States,
leading to 3,275 civilian fire deaths, 15,775 ci-
vilian injuries, and $11.6 billion in property
damage. When you include the indirect cost
of fire, such as lost economic activity, the
cost is closer to $108 billion annually.

Studies by NFPA have concluded that
buildings outfitted with sprinklers reduce
the death rate per fire by at least 57% and
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decrease the property damage by up to 68%.
By classifying the retrofit of an automatic
fire sprinkler system as an eligible property
under Section 179 of the tax code, the Fire
Sprinkler Incentive Act will save lives by al-
lowing small and medium-sized businesses to
deduct the cost of sprinkler systems up to
$125,000.00. The legislation would also create
a tax incentive for the retrofit of high-rise
buildings. In the United States alone, there
are nearly 10,000 high-rise fires annually.
These structures, when not sprinklered, pose
serious safety risks to both civilians and
firefighters.

It is an incontrovertible fact that fire
sprinklers save lives, including the lives of
our firefighters. No firefighter has ever died
while fighting a fire in a fully sprinklered
structure. But unfortunately approximately
100 firefighters die in the line of duty every
year. We, as a nation, owe it to our fire-
fighters and their families to make the pro-
fession as safe as possible. The Fire Sprin-
kler Incentive Act will help us achieve that
goal.

We strongly encourage all members of Con-
gress to support this important piece of leg-
islation. Thank you for your leadership on
this issue, and best wishes on your continued
success and safety.

Sincerely,
BILL WEBB,
Ezxecutive Director.

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

S. 2069. A bill to amend the Omnibus
Public Land Management Act of 2009 to
modify provisions relating to certain
land exchanges in the Mt. Hood Wilder-
ness in the State of Oregon; to the
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources.

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, today I
am introducing the Mt. Hood Cooper
Spur Land Exchange Clarification Act.
This bill is a necessary step to ensuring
that the Cooper Spur land exchange on
Mt. Hood proceeds as Congress origi-
nally intended when it passed as a part
of the Omnibus Public Lands Bill in
2009. I am pleased to introduce this bill
with my colleague from Oregon, Sen-
ator JEFF MERKLEY.

The Mt. Hood Cooper Spur land ex-
change was included in the Mt. Hood
Wilderness designation that passed 6
yvears ago as part of the Omnibus Pub-
lic Lands Act of 2009. The bill, which
has now been law for over 6 years, di-
rected several land exchanges includ-
ing the Cooper Spur land exchange.

The Cooper Spur land exchange re-
quired the Forest Service to transfer
approximately 120 acres of Federal land
to Mt. Hood Meadows in exchange for
approximately 770 acres of private
land, with the goal of keeping develop-
ment of Mt. Hood concentrated around
the current development at Govern-
ment Camp and ensuring the protec-
tion of the North side of the mountain.
The swap was to be completed in 16
months. It is now 77 months later and
the exchange has not moved forward.
The delays have angered the public, en-
dangered the environment, and have
now spurred a lawsuit against the For-
est Service.

The Mt. Hood Cooper Spur Land Ex-
change Clarification Act would make
technical corrections to the Original
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Cooper Spur land exchange provisions
in the Omnibus Public Lands Act to
jumpstart the land exchange and keep
the process moving forward so the ex-
change can finally be completed, as
originally intended.

I introduced the original Mt. Hood
Wilderness proposal in 2004 and again
in 2006 and 2007 with my then-colleague
Senator Gordon Smith of Oregon. As
the Wilderness proposal and associated
land exchanges took shape, more than
1,700 constituents provided input on
the proposal. It was supported by mem-
bers of the Oregon congressional dele-
gation at the time, then-Governor
Kulongoski, the Bush administration,
and over 100 community groups. The
Mt. Hood Cooper Spur Land Exchange
Clarification Act is supported by Mt.
Hood Meadows, Friends of Hood River
Valley, Clackamas County, and Hood
River County.

The Cooper Spur land exchange was
an important part of the Mt. Hood Wil-
derness designation to ensure the pro-
tection of the undeveloped North side
of the mountain. In turn, the Mt. Hood
Cooper Spur Land Exchange Clarifica-
tion Act is needed in order to ensure
that the land exchange, a community-
driven solution to the development
challenges on Mt. Hood, is finally com-
pleted.

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

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

S. 2069

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“Mount Hood
Cooper Spur Land Exchange Clarification
Act”.

SEC. 2. COOPER SPUR LAND EXCHANGE CLARI-
FICATION AMENDMENTS.

Section 1206(a) of the Omnibus Public Land
Management Act of 2009 (Public Law 111-11;
123 Stat. 1018) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—

(A) in subparagraph (C), by striking 120
acres’ and inserting ‘107 acres’’; and

(B) in subparagraph (E)(i), by inserting
“improvements,” after ‘‘buildings,’’; and

(2) in paragraph (2)—

(A) by amending the text of subparagraph
(C) to read as follows: ‘“As a condition of the
land exchange under this subsection, title to
the non-Federal land to be acquired by the
Secretary under this subsection shall be ac-
ceptable to the Secretary.”’;

(B) in subparagraph (D)—

(i) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘As soon as
practicable after the date of enactment of
this Act, the Secretary and Mt. Hood Mead-
ows shall select’” and inserting ‘‘Not later
than 60 days after the date of the enactment
of the Mount Hood Cooper Spur Land Ex-
change Clarification Act, the Secretary and
Mt. Hood Meadows shall jointly select’’;

(ii) in clause (ii), in the matter preceding
subclause (I), by striking ‘“‘An appraisal
under clause (i) shall” and inserting ‘‘Except
as provided under clause (iii), an appraisal
under clause (i) shall assign a separate value
to each tax lot to allow for the equalization
of values and’’; and

(iii) by adding at the end the following:
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“‘(iii) FINAL APPRAISED VALUE.—

“(I) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subclause (II),
after the final appraised value of the Federal
land and the non-Federal land are deter-
mined and approved by the Secretary, the
Secretary shall not be required to reappraise
or update the final appraised value for a pe-
riod of up to 3 years, beginning on the date
of the approval by the Secretary of the final
appraised value.

‘“(IT1) EXCEPTION.—Subclause (I) shall not
apply if the condition of either the Federal
land or the non-Federal land referred to in
subclause (I) is significantly and substan-
tially altered by fire, windstorm, or other
events.

‘“(iv) PUBLIC REVIEW.—Before completing
the land exchange under this Act, the Sec-
retary shall make available for public review
the complete appraisals of the land to be ex-
changed.”’;

(C) in subparagraph (F), by striking 16
months after the date of enactment of this
Act” and inserting ‘‘1 year after the date of
the enactment of the Mount Hood Cooper
Spur Land Exchange Clarification Act’’; and

(D) by striking subparagraph (G) and in-
serting the following:

“(G) REQUIRED CONVEYANCE CONDITIONS.—
Prior to the exchange of the Federal and
non-Federal land—

“(i) in full satisfaction of Executive Order
11990, Mt. Hood Meadows shall obtain the
concurrence of the Oregon Department of
State Lands with the identification of wet-
land boundaries on the Federal land as des-
ignated on a wetland delineation report pre-
pared by an independent professional engi-
neer registered in the State of Oregon so as
to provide protection of the identified wet-
land according to applicable law; and

““(ii) the Secretary shall reserve a 24-foot-
wide nonexclusive trail easement at the ex-
isting trail locations on the Federal land
that retains for the United States existing
rights to construct, reconstruct, maintain,
and permit nonmotorized use by the public
of existing trails subject to the right of the
owner of the Federal land—

“(I) to cross the trails with roads, utilities,
and infrastructure facilities; and

“(II) to improve or relocate the trails to
accommodate development of the Federal
land.

“‘(H) EQUALIZATION OF VALUES.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-
paragraph (A), in addition to or in lieu of
monetary compensation, a lesser area of
Federal land or non-Federal land may be
conveyed if necessary to equalize appraised
values of the exchange properties, without
limitation, consistent with the requirements
of this Act and subject to the approval of the
Secretary and Mt. Hood Meadows.

¢“(ii) TREATMENT OF CERTAIN COMPENSATION
OR CONVEYANCES AS DONATION.—If, after pay-
ment of compensation or adjustment of land
area subject to exchange under this Act, the
amount by which the appraised value of the
land and other property conveyed by Mt.
Hood Meadows under subparagraph (A) ex-
ceeds the appraised value of the land con-
veyed by the Secretary under subparagraph
(A) shall be considered a donation by Mt.
Hood Meadows to the United States.”.
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SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 261 —DESIG-
NATING THE WEEK OF OCTOBER
11 THROUGH OCTOBER 17, 2015, AS
“NATIONAL CASE MANAGEMENT
WEEK” TO RECOGNIZE THE ROLE
OF CASE MANAGEMENT IN IM-
PROVING HEALTH CARE OUT-
COMES FOR PATIENTS

Mr. BOOZMAN (for himself and Mr.
COTTON) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary:

S. RES. 261

Whereas case management is a collabo-
rative process of assessment, education,
planning, facilitation, care coordination,
evaluation, and advocacy;

Whereas the goal of case management is to
meet the health needs of the patient and the
family of the patient, while respecting and
assuring the right of the patient to self-de-
termination through communication and
other available resources in order to promote
high-quality, cost-effective outcomes;

Whereas case managers are advocates who
help patients understand their current
health status, guide patients on ways to im-
prove their health, and provide cohesion
with other professionals on the health care
delivery team;

Whereas the American Case Management
Association and the Case Management Soci-
ety of America work diligently to raise
awareness about the broad range of services
that case managers offer and to educate pro-
viders, payers, regulators, and consumers on
the improved patient outcomes that case
management services can provide;

Whereas through National Case Manage-
ment Week, the American Case Management
Association and the Case Management Soci-
ety of America aim to continue to educate
providers, payers, regulators, and consumers
about how vital case managers are to the
successful delivery of health care;

Whereas the American Case Management
Association and the Case Management Soci-
ety of America will celebrate National Case
Management Week during the week of Octo-
ber 11 through October 17, 2015, in order to
recognize case managers as an essential link
to patients receiving quality health care;
and

Whereas it is appropriate to recognize the
many achievements of case managers in im-
proving health care outcomes: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) designates the week of October 11
through October 17, 2015, as ‘‘National Case
Management Week’’;

(2) recognizes the role of case management
in providing successful and cost-effective
health care; and

(3) encourages the people of the United
States to observe National Case Management
Week and learn about the field of case man-
agement.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION 262—TO SUP-
PORT THE EMPOWERMENT OF
WOMEN AND URGE COUNTRIES
TO #FREETHE20

Ms. AYOTTE (for herself, Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR, Ms. COLLINS, Mrs. SHAHEEN,
Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mrs.
FISCHER, Ms. BALDWIN, Mrs. GILLI-
BRAND, Ms. MURKOWSKI, Ms. HEITKAMP,
Ms. STABENOW, Ms. MIKULSKI, Ms. WAR-

September 22, 2015

REN, Mrs. CAPITO, Mrs. ERNST, Mrs.
BOXER, Ms. HIRONO, Ms. CANTWELL, and
Mrs. MURRAY) submitted the following
resolution; which was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations:

S. RES. 262

Whereas, in 1995, representatives from 189
governments and tens of thousands of orga-
nizations met in Beijing at the Fourth World
Conference on Women for the purpose of em-
powering women;

Whereas, at the Fourth World Conference
on Women, the governments represented pro-
duced the Beijing Declaration and Platform
for Action, a roadmap seeking to advance
gender equality and women’s rights;

Whereas, on September 27, 2015, the United
Nations will host the ‘‘Global Leaders’ Meet-
ing on Gender Equality and Women’s Em-
powerment: A Commitment to Action’ at

the United Nations headquarters in New
York City;
Whereas, at this high level conference,

governments will be invited to make com-
mitments to achieve gender equality and the
empowerment of women;

Whereas the ongoing imprisonment by
many countries of innocent women is con-
trary to Universal Declaration of Human
Rights, as well as the Beijing Declaration
and Platform for Action;

Whereas some countries attending the con-
ference at the United Nations imprison
women for exercising universal human
rights; and

Whereas, on September 1, 2015, the United
States Permanent Representative to the
United Nations began a government-wide
campaign to highlight the cases of women
prisoners held unjustly around the world, in-
cluding—

(1) Wang Yu of China, who—

(A) after being assaulted attempting to
board a train in 2008, was sentenced to 2%-
years in prison for assault;

(B) has taken on the cases of clients who
other lawyers fear representing;

(C) has been harassed, threatened, and
smeared in the state-run media; and

(D) was detained again on July 9, 2015;

(2) Khadija Ismayilova of Azerbaijan, who
was—

(A) arrested in December 2014 in a crack-
down on civil society activists and journal-
ists; and

(B) sentenced on September 1, 2015, to 7ve-
years in prison after alleging government
fraud;

(3) Bahareh Hedayat of Iran, a student ac-
tivist and campaigner for women’s rights,
who—

(A) was arrested December 31, 2009 and
charged with several ‘‘offenses’ including
interviews with foreign media and insulting
the President and leader;

(B) was sentenced in May 2010 to—

(i) 6 months in prison for ‘‘insulting the
president’’;

(ii) 2 years in prison for ‘‘insulting the
leader’’; and

(iii) 5 years in prison for ‘‘gathering and
colluding to commit crimes against national
security’’;

(C) received an additional 6 months in pris-
on for having written a letter in December
2010 encouraging students to continue strug-
gling peacefully for freedom; and

(D) was given an additional 2 year prison
sentence on August 28, 2015;

(4) Blen Mesfin, Meron Alemayehu, and
Nigist Wondifraw of Ethiopia, who were im-
prisoned after being charged with inciting
violence during anti-Islamic State in Libya
demonstrations in Addis Ababa in April 2015;

(56) Gao Yu of China, a 71 year old veteran
journalist, who was initially arrested in
April 2014 as authorities detained dozens of
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