March 15, 2016

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Armed Services be author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on March 15, 2016, at 2:30 p.m.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN

AFFAIRS

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs be authorized to meet
during the session of the Senate on
March 15, 2016, at 10 a.m.

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

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND

TRANSPORTATION

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation be authorized to meet
during the session of the Senate on
March 15, 2016, at 2:30 p.m., in room
SR-263 of the Russell Senate Office
Building to conduct a hearing entitled
‘““Hands Off: The Future of Self-Driving
Cars.”

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

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL
RESOURCES

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources be authorized to meet during
the session of the Senate on March 15,
2016, at 10 a.m., in room SD-366 of the
Dirksen Senate Office Building.

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

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations be author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on March 15, 2016, at 10 a.m., to
conduct a hearing entitled ‘“Ukrainian
Reforms Two Years after the Maidan
Revolution and the Russian Invasion.”

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

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND

GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs be authorized to
meet during the session of the Senate
on March 15, 2016, at 10 a.m., to conduct
a hearing entitled ‘“The Security of
U.S. Visa Programs.”

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

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary be authorized
to meet during the session of the Sen-
ate on March 15, 2016, at 10 a.m., in
room SD-226 of the Dirksen Senate Of-
fice Building, to conduct a hearing en-
titled ‘“‘Late-Term Abortion: Pro-
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tecting Babies Born Alive and Capable
of Feeling Pain.”
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs be author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on March 15, 2016, at 2:15 p.m.,
in room SR-418 of the Russell Senate
Office Building.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Select
Committee on Intelligence be author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on March 15, 2016, at 2:30 p.m.,
in room SH-219 of the Hart Senate Of-
fice Building.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
SUBCOMMITTEE ON READINESS AND
MANAGEMENT SUPPORT
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Sub-
committee on Readiness and Manage-
ment Support of the Committee on
Armed Services be authorized to meet
during the session of the Senate on
March 15, 2016, at 10 a.m.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

NATIONAL CEREBRAL PALSY
AWARENESS DAY

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the consideration of S. Res.
400, submitted earlier today.

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

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 400) designating
March 25, 2016, as ‘‘National Cerebral Palsy
Awareness Day.”

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

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the resolution
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed
to, and the motions to reconsider be
considered made and laid upon the
table with no intervening action or de-
bate.

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

The resolution (S. Res.
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.

(The resolution, with its preamble, is
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub-
mitted Resolutions.””)

———

MEASURE READ THE FIRST
TIME—S. 2686

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I under-
stand that there is a bill at the desk,
and I ask for its first reading.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will read the bill by title for the
first time.

400) was
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The legislative clerk read as follows:

A bill (S. 2686) to clarify the treatment of
two or more employers as joint employers
under the National Labor Relations Act.

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I now
ask for a second reading and, in order
to place the bill on the calendar under
the provisions of rule XIV, I object to
my own request.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The bill will be read for the second
time on the next legislative day.

————

ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY, MARCH
16, 2016

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it ad-
journ until 10:15 a.m., Wednesday,
March 16; that following the prayer and
pledge, the morning hour be deemed
expired, the Journal of proceedings be
approved to date, and the time for the
two leaders be reserved for their use
later in the day; further, that following
leader remarks, the Senate then re-
sume consideration of the message to
accompany S. 764; further, that not-
withstanding the provisions of rule
XXII, the cloture vote on the motion to
concur with further amendment occur
at 11:45 a.m.; finally, that the time fol-
lowing leader remarks until 11:45 a.m.
be equally divided between the two
leaders or their designees.

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

——
ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, if there
is no further business to come before
the Senate, I ask unanimous consent
that it stand adjourned under the pre-
vious order, following the remarks of
Senator BLUMENTHAL.

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

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
DAINES). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

GENETICALLY MODIFIED FOOD
LABELING BILL

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President,
an important consumer right is under
attack, under siege today in the United
States Senate. It is the right to know
what is in your food. A lot of con-
sumers take for granted that they will
read the ingredients on a package and
they will know what is in their food.
The right to know what you are put-
ting in your body is a basic right, espe-
cially what your children are putting
in their bodies.
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I understand that the Agriculture
Committee has reported—and the ma-
jority leader has indicated that he will
bring to the floor—a misguided anti-
consumer measure that will not only
dilute but decimate an essential aspect
of that right to know. It is not the
name of the bill its proponents are
using, but I agree with Members of the
House and this body who have called
this bill the DARK Act. Why? Because
it denies Americans the right to know.
Unfortunately, that is essentially what
the bill does. It denies Americans the
right to know.

I hold a pretty simple belief that la-
bels on the food we buy should accu-
rately reflect what is in the food.
Whether it is the nutritional content,
the ingredients—whether something is
organic or not—consumers should
know what they are paying for and
what they are putting in their bodies.
That is how we keep the large corpora-
tions that make most of our food from
using ingredients that are
unhealthful—unhealthful and, essen-
tially, potentially deceptive.

Like the overwhelming majority of
people in this country—and by the way,
a poll released in December said it was
about 90 percent—I support mandatory
on-package labeling of food containing
genetically modified organisms, GMOs.
This support cuts across geographic
lines and party lines because it is such
a commonsense position. Leave it up to
consumers—you and me—to decide
when we buy food products and when
we consume them. If they want to buy
a particular product, let them do so,
but make sure they know what they
are getting. This issue is of particular
importance to my constituents.

I am proud that Connecticut was the
first State to enact legislation that
would require mandatory labeling of
genetically engineered foods. And as
attorney general of Connecticut, I
championed this measure, and it is a
consummate example of consumer pro-
tection and consumer education.

The DARK Act, by contrast, would
strip my State of its ability to protect
our own people. It would prevent
States, including Connecticut, Maine,
and Vermont, which have already done
so0, from enacting laws requiring the la-
beling of GMO foods. It would take
away from States their right to pass
laws to ensure their citizens have ac-
cess to basic information about their
food, and it would preempt long-
standing State consumer protection
laws in all 50 States. These laws per-
tain to false advertising, consumer pro-
tection, fraud, breach of warranty, or
unfair trade practices.

This measure is a sweeping and dra-
conian proposal, and that would be bad
enough, but the DARK Act actually
goes further. It would also bar States
and local communities from enacting
any kind of law overseeing genetically
modified crops. Several counties in
California and Oregon, as well as the
States of Washington and Hawaii, have
restricted planting of GMO crops, cit-
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ing the health effects of the seeds and
economic effects of megacompanies
that produce these seeds on local farm-
ers and the unknown long-term envi-
ronmental consequences. But this bill
would stop all of those efforts, State
and local efforts. It would stop them
dead in their tracks.

In addition to keeping information
from consumers, the DARK Act would
affect hard-working farmers who will
have no way of knowing if the seed
they purchased is genetically engi-
neered, and that is true even if the
seeds are altered in any way that pre-
vents crops from reproducing, forcing
farmers to buy new seeds every season
from the GMO company.

I don’t mean to cast aspersions on
the biotechnology industry. There is
enormous potential in research on this
front, and scientists have made many,
many contributions to our food supply.
There may be scientific efforts under
way in this area that have healthful
and economically beneficial results,
but keeping consumers in the dark is
harmful, and the rule ought to be first
do no harm.

If there is scientific support for the
health or environmental benefits, why
not let consumers know? Let con-
sumers make Kknowledgeable and in-
formed choices. Consumers are capable
of those kinds of choices, and I am
shocked that this deliberative body is
considering a measure that is crafted
so purposefully and intentionally to, in
effect, deceive the American public and
actively deny them the accurate infor-
mation they deserve.

There is no question that this bill is
nothing more than a carve-out for big
businesses and mega-GMO seed cor-
porations. My view is that this body
ought to facilitate transparency. The
Federal legislation should promote in-
formation and education, not inhibit or
prevent it. That is why I have endorsed
a bill that Senator MERKLEY and others
of us are proposing and advocating that
in a very commonsense way allows
manufacturers to choose from a menu
of options to indicate to consumers
whether a product includes genetically
engineered ingredients.

I want to make clear and emphasize
we are not calling for some kind of
skull and crossbones logo or black box
warning label. In fact, we are not talk-
ing about a warning; we are talking
about information. The options on the
menu that would be offered to food pro-
ducers are nonjudgmental, clear, con-
cise, and accurate. This information is
impartial and objective, allowing con-
sumers to make informed decisions.

Last month, the Secretary of Agri-
culture convened a series of meetings
in an attempt to broker a compromise
between industry and labeling advo-
cates, and I want to take a moment to
commend the unflagging leadership of
a number of groups in my State and
one of my constituents, Tara Cook-
Littman, who by coincidence was the
only woman at these meetings. She is
the cofounder of Citizens for GMO La-
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beling. She led the grassroots effort in
Connecticut to pass the first-in-the-Na-
tion GMO labeling law. She is also the
mother of three children whom I have
met. Like most Americans, she cares
deeply about what she and her family
are eating.

As part of their innovation cycle,
food companies often redesign and re-
launch products, adding new attributes
to existing products, such as flavors
and new ingredients, so they can han-
dle the normal course of relabeling and
repackaging.

One of the most important points
Tara has raised is that the industry’s
proposed solution to include QR codes
on GMO products is really no solution
at all. QR codes, which let customers
use a smartphone to scan a product to
be linked to a Web page with informa-
tion, are no substitute for clear, ex-
plicit labels that all consumers can see
with the transparency and objectivity
they deserve and need. Relying on QR
codes discriminates against people who
are unable to afford a smartphone or a
data plan. It threatens privacy by al-
lowing industry to keep track of who is
scanning what product—information
that many of us might not want to be
in the hands of companies and used to
market to us—and, from a very prac-
tical standpoint, may not be usable
where reception is weak or mnon-
existent.

As anyone who has ever shopped with
a baby or a child knows, shopping is
hard enough under some cir-
cumstances, and forcing consumers to
try to get the right scan of a product
when information could simply appear
on the label is absurd. What is the rea-
son for the QR code other than to make
it more difficult for a consumer to
know? What rationale could there be
other than creating a hurdle for that
consumer to learn that information?

So I urge my colleagues, do not be
fooled or tricked by the DARK Act
claims that food prices will rise with
GMO labeling—not so. Food processors
regularly make changes to these labels
to meet changing consumer demands or
for other marketing or regulatory rea-
sons. In fact, Ben & Jerry’s cofounder,
Jerry Greenfield, confirmed: “It’s a
normal course of business to be going
through changes on your labels.” And
other responsible food companies have
joined Ben & Jerry’s, most promi-
nently Campbell’s Soup. I commend
their leadership. My constituents and
all consumers should be aware that
there are companies like Campbell’s
that have stepped forward and want
consumers to be more informed, not
less.

We are on the brink of potentially
passing legislation as early as tomor-
row morning that would ban States
such as Connecticut from requiring
GMO labeling. That is a violation of
the very essence of States’ rights to
protect their citizens. It may well be
that some States would want to be
stronger in protecting their citizens
than others, and they should have the
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right to do so. Preempting all State
legislation in this area infringes on
that fundamental sovereignty and
right of States to protect their citi-
zZens.

As the American Association for Jus-
tice has stated, this legislation will un-
justly preempt State consumer protec-
tion laws. I know the importance of
that preemption doctrine as a former
attorney general who has fought con-
sistently to allow States to set stand-
ards for consumer protection and en-
force those standards, both Federal and
State.

I commend those manufacturers that
have realized that now is the time to
embrace GMO labeling, including
Campbell’s, Ben & Jerry’s, Amy’s
Kitchen, and Nature’s Path. I hope we
can work together with food manufac-
turers to give American consumers,
like consumers in 63 countries around
the world—63 countries around the
world—a more transparent food system
by approving a mandatory on-pack-
aging GMO labeling system and reject-
ing this anti-consumer effort.

Thank you, Mr. President.

I yield the floor.

———

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10:15 A.M.
TOMORROW

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
adjourned until 10:15 a.m. tomorrow.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 6:44 p.m.,
adjourned until Wednesday, March 16,
2016, at 10:15 a.m.

—————

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by
the Senate:

THE JUDICIARY

WALTER DAVID COUNTS, III, OF TEXAS, TO BE UNITED
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT
OF TEXAS, VICE ROBERT A. JUNELL, RETIRED .

E. SCOTT FROST, OF TEXAS, TO BE UNITED STATES
DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
TEXAS, VICE SAM R. CUMMINGS, RETIRED.

REBECCA ROSS HAYWOOD, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE
UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE THIRD CIR-
CUIT, VICE MARJORIE O. RENDELL, RETIRED.

JAMES WESLEY HENDRIX, OF TEXAS, TO BE UNITED
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT
OF TEXAS, VICE JORGE A. SOLIS, RETIRING.

IRMA CARRILLO RAMIREZ, OF TEXAS, TO BE UNITED
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT
OF TEXAS, VICE TERRY R. MEANS, RETIRED.

UNITED STATES SENTENCING COMMISSION

DANNY C. REEVES, OF KENTUCKY, TO BE A MEMBER OF
THE UNITED STATES SENTENCING COMMISSION FOR A
TERM EXPIRING OCTOBER 31, 2019, VICE RICARDO H. HINO-
JOSA, TERM EXPIRED.

THE JUDICIARY

KAREN GREN SCHOLER, OF TEXAS, TO BE UNITED
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT
OF TEXAS, VICE RICHARD A. SCHELL, RETIRED.

KATHLEEN MARIE SWEET, OF NEW YORK, TO BE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE WESTERN
DISTRICT OF NEW YORK, VICE WILLIAM M. SKRETNY, RE-
TIRED.

IN THE NAVY

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be rear admiral

REAR ADM. (LH) PAUL J. VERRASTRO

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be rear admiral
REAR ADM. (LH) WILLIAM J. GALINIS
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THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be rear admiral

REAR ADM. (LH) CHRISTIAN D. BECKER

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be rear admiral

REAR ADM. (LH) TIMOTHY J. WHITE

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be rear admiral

REAR ADM. (LH) BRUCE L. GILLINGHAM

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624:

To be rear admiral

REAR ADM. (LH) KYLE J. COZAD
REAR ADM. (LH) LISA M. FRANCHETTI
REAR ADM. (LH) ROY J. KELLEY
REAR ADM. (LH) DAVID M. KRIETE
REAR ADM. (LH) BRUCE H. LINDSEY
REAR ADM. (LH) JAMES T. LOEBLEIN
REAR ADM. (LH) WILLIAM R. MERZ
REAR ADM. (LH) DEE L. MEWBOURNE
REAR ADM. (LH) MICHAEL T. MORAN
REAR ADM. (LH) STUART B. MUNSCH
REAR ADM. (LH) JOHN B. NOWELL, JR.
REAR ADM. (LH) TIMOTHY G. SZYMANSKI
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be rear admiral (lower half)

CAPT. TROY M. MCCLELLAND

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be rear admiral (lower half)

CAPT. PHILLIP E. LEE, JR.

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be rear admiral (lower half)

CAPT. ALAN J. REYES

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be rear admiral (lower half)

CAPT. MARY C. RIGGS

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be rear admiral (lower half)

CAPT. CAROL M. LYNCH

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be rear admiral (lower half)

CAPT. MARK E. BIPES

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be rear admiral (lower half)

CAPT. BRIAN R. GULDBEK

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be rear admiral (lower half)

CAPT. LOUIS C. TRIPOLI

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be rear admiral (lower half)

CAPT. ROBERT T. DURAND

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be rear admiral (lower half)

CAPT. JON C. KREITZ

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be rear admiral (lower half)

CAPT. SHAWN E. DUANE
CAPT. SCOTT D. JONES
CAPT. WILLIAM G. MAGER
CAPT. JOHN B. MUSTIN
CAPT. MATTHEW P. O'KEEFE
CAPT. JOHN A. SCHOMMER
THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:
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To be rear admiral

REAR ADM. (LH) THOMAS W. LUSCHER

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be rear admiral

REAR ADM. (LH) BRIAN S. PECHA

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be rear admiral

REAR ADM. (LH) DEBORAH P. HAVEN

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be rear admiral

REAR ADM. (LH) MARK J. FUNG

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY RESERVE TO THE GRADE
INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203:

To be rear admiral

REAR ADM. (LH) RUSSELL E. ALLEN
REAR ADM. (LH) WILLIAM M. CRANE
REAR ADM. (LH) MICHAEL J. DUMONT

FOREIGN SERVICE

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED CAREER MEMBERS OF THE
FOREIGN SERVICE OF THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE FOR
PROMOTION INTO THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, AS A
CAREER MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE OF
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, CLASS OF COUN-
SELOR:

RIAN HARKER HARRIS, OF VIRGINIA
TIMOTHY MEADE RICHARDSON, OF MARYLAND

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED CAREER MEMBER OF THE
FOREIGN SERVICE FOR PROMOTION INTO THE SENIOR
FOREIGN SERVICE, AS A CAREER MEMBER OF THE SEN-
IOR FOREIGN SERVICE OF THE UNITED STATES OF
AMERICA, CLASS OF COUNSELOR, EFFECTIVE FEBRUARY
18, 2016:

HUGO YUE YON, OF CALIFORNIA

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED CAREER MEMBER OF THE
FOREIGN SERVICE FOR PROMOTION INTO THE SENIOR
FOREIGN SERVICE, AS A CAREER MEMBER OF THE SEN-
IOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF COUNSELOR, AND CON-
SULAR OFFICER AND SECRETARY IN THE DIPLOMATIC
SERVICE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA:

GREG A. SHERMAN, OF VIRGINIA

THE FOLLOWING-NAMED PERSONS FOR APPOINTMENT
AS A FOREIGN SERVICE OFFICER OF CLASS FOUR, CON-
SULAR OFFICER AND SECRETARY IN THE DIPLOMATIC
SERVICE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA:

SUEMAYAH M. ABU-DOULEH, OF ILLINOIS

KATIE M. ADAMSON, OF COLORADO

ANI A. AKINBIYT, OF FLORIDA

HANNAH M. E. AKINBIYI, OF FLORIDA

KHARMIKA T. ALSTON, OF NORTH CAROLINA

JONATHAN R. ANDERSON, OF VIRGINIA

PAULINE W. ANDERSON, OF NEVADA

BENJAMIN D. ARTERBURN, OF TENNESSEE

JASON P. AZEVEDO, OF MASSACHUSETTS

OSCAR A. BAEZ, OF MASSACHUSETTS

DREW D. BAZIL, OF COLORADO

JAMES J. BOYDEN, OF WASHINGTON

COURTNEY J. BRASIER, OF FLORIDA

DIANA F. E. BRAUNSCHWEIG, OF CALIFORNIA

HECTOR RODRIGUEZ BROWN, OF TEXAS

KETURA D. BROWN, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

SHANNON S. BROWN, OF FLORIDA

ELISE B. BRUMBACH, OF PENNSYLVANIA

SEAN T. BUCKLEY, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

DAVID S. BURNSTEIN, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

PATRICIA A. BURROWS, OF MAINE

CAROLYN KRUMME CALDERON, OF TEXAS

HANNAH CHA, OF OHIO

LAP NGUYEN CHANG, OF WASHINGTON

PETER H. CHRISTIANSEN, OF ALASKA

ERIN E. CONCORS, OF ARIZONA

TAVON H. COOKE, OF NEW JERSEY

JAMES T. CORE, OF WYOMING

MERCEDES L. CROSBY, OF MASSACHUSETTS

THOMAS L. CZERWINSKI, OF TEXAS

RANYA M. DAHER, OF VIRGINIA

EION M. DANDO, OF MINNESOTA

QUAZI RUMMAN DASTGIR, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUM-
BIA

JOHN K. DE LANCIE, OF CALIFORNIA

ALEXANDER FAIRBANKS DOUGLAS, OF VIRGINIA

SAMUEL C. DOWNING, OF WASHINGTON

PATRICK R. ELLIOT, OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

LANCE C. ERICKSON, OF OHIO

CHRISTOPHER F. ESTOCH, OF FLORIDA

DOUGLAS SOMERVILLE EVANS, OF VIRGINIA

EVAN M. FRITZ, OF TEXAS

KATHERINE D. GARRY, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

CARRIE A. GIARDINO, OF FLORIDA

SARAH D. GLASSBURNER-MOEN, OF OREGON

GAYSHIEL F. GRANDISON, OF FLORIDA

THOMAS E. GRIFFITH, OF VIRGINIA

JULIA M. GROEBLACHER, OF KANSAS

MATHEW L. HAGENGRUBER, OF MONTANA

KATHERINE E. HALL, OF COLORADO

CHRISTINA E. D. HARDAWAY, OF GEORGIA

CAITLIN B. HARTFORD, OF WASHINGTON

JENNIFER A. HENGSTENBERG, OF GEORGIA

MARK J. HITCHCOCK, OF CALIFORNIA


bjneal
Text Box
 CORRECTION

March 16, 2016 Congressional Record
Correction To Page S1513
On page S1513, March 15, 2016, the following language appears: DANNY C. REEVES, OF KENTUCKY, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE UNITED STATES SENTENCING COMMISSION FOR A TERM EXPIRING OCTOBER 31, 2021, VICE DABNEY LANGHORNE FRIEDRICH, TERM EXPIRED.

The online Record has been corrected to read: DANNY C. REEVES, OF KENTUCKY, TO BE A MEMBER OF THE UNITED STATES SENTENCING COMMISSION FOR A TERM EXPIRING OCTOBER 31, 2019, VICE RICARDO H. HINOJOSA, TERM EXPIRED.
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