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That is why I hope we can move this
legislation quickly to the President
and get him to sign it into law, because
it is needed right now, and prevention
needs to be part of it.

Marin’s mom, whose name is Heidi, is
letting her voice be heard throughout
Ohio. She is educating kids and parents
about the dangers of experimenting
with drugs. I commend her for that. I
am so grateful for her and the other
moms and dads around Ohio who are
doing that. They are amazing.

Tonda DaRe came to testify before
the Judiciary Committee. Her daugh-
ter’s name was Holly. Holly died when
she was in her early twenties. She
started Holly’s Song. She is talking to
people, working with people, families,
letting them know what the dangers
are but also, if they have a son or child
who is addicted, letting them know
how to get them into treatment and re-
covery so that other lives will not be
lost.

I have heard stories of these teen-
agers whose wisdom teeth are being
taken out and they end up getting ad-
dicted to Percocet and Vicodin. Angie
Trend of Liake County is one of them.
She told me her son was 16 when he had
his wisdom teeth taken out. He is one
of the lucky ones; he is now in recov-
ery. He is 25 years old. But the pain and
agony that family went through when
he was age 16 to 25 could have been
avoided.

When I think of these stories, I can-
not leave out prevention. It has to be
part of it.

I started my own anti-drug coalition
in my home State, in my home city,
about 20 years ago. It continues to be
effective today. It is all about preven-
tion, getting the entire community en-
gaged and involved. That is what needs
to happen on a national basis, and it
needs to happen now in order for us to
save lives.

The approach we took in writing this
legislation, the Comprehensive Addic-
tion Recovery Act, was unusual around
here. We spent 3 years pulling together
experts and getting best practices but
also accepting ideas from anywhere
where there was a good idea. We didn’t
care whose idea it was; all we cared
about was whether it worked.

I know that these statistics about
heroin addiction and overdoses are
heartbreaking. They can be pretty dis-
couraging. But I also know there is
hope. I have run into people from our
State who have struggled with addic-
tion and who have found their way to
treatment and effective recovery—usu-
ally it is long-term recovery—with sup-
port from family and friends and others
who have been through addiction. Now
they are back on their feet, and they
are not just productive, working mem-
bers of our communities, but they are
helping others.

I heard the story of Courtney Golden.
She was addicted to oxycodone. She re-
ceived treatment and has been clean
for 7 years. She is now the director of
an outpatient counseling center. I
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heard the story of Terri Skaggs of the
Sojourner House in Portsmouth, OH.
She was addicted for 17 years, but after
17 years, she didn’t give up. She has
now been clean for 2 years. They beat
this, and they are helping other people.
I see this at every treatment center I
go to.

There is hope. We can turn the tide,
but it does require this institution to
pull its act together and get a good bill
out of conference that is comprehen-
sive, that is evidence-based, that is
going to make a real difference
throughout our communities, and get
that bill to the President for his signa-
ture.

We have lost more than 7,400 Ameri-
cans since the Senate passed this legis-
lation on March 10. Every 12 minutes,
we lose another American, another one
of our fellow citizens. Partial solutions
will not suffice. We need a comprehen-
sive approach. I will insist on it, as will
others.

I thank the Presiding Officer for the
time today. I am encouraged by what
the House is doing on the floor. I hope
the next time I come to the floor, I will
not be talking about how the House
must act but, rather, congratulating
the House for acting and congratu-
lating the President for signing a legis-
lative initiative that will make a dif-
ference in my home State and in our
communities all around this country.

I yield back my time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Indiana.

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I appre-
ciate the remarks my colleague from
Ohio made about this opioid issue and
the impact it is having on our citizens
and particularly on our young people. I
support his significant contributions
and efforts in terms of dealing with
this problem. It is affecting my State,
his State, and all of our States.

We are passing legislation to deal
with it, but it is going to take more
than legislation; it is going to take an
all-out effort by everybody. To watch
our kids, our children, our young peo-
ple, and Americans become addicted
and victims of this scourge that is tak-
ing place is disheartening, to say the
least. We need to do all we can to ad-
dress that. Our State is trying to do
that and making some significant steps
forward. We all have a long way to go.

———
WASTEFUL SPENDING

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, that is
not why I am here today. I come down
every week, as my colleagues know, to
talk about the waste of the week.
While I am dealing with documented
evidence of the waste of taxpayers’
money through waste, fraud, and abuse
and while we have totaled up well over
$150 billion of documented waste, it is
only a pebble in the sea, a grain of sand
compared to what we are doing by al-
lowing deficit spending to plunge us
ever more into debt.

Without a constitutional amendment
to balance the budget, this body has
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not had the discipline to match our
spending with the revenues that come
in or the political will to go to the
American people and say: If you want
this much government, this is how
much it is going to cost. Instead, we
say: We will give you what you want,
and we will borrow the money to cover
it because we don’t have the tax rev-
enue. And we don’t have the will to
say: We have to raise your taxes if this
is what you want. It has put us in a
dire situation from a financial stand-
point. It is not talked about as much as
it should be. But when I returned to
the Senate, having been elected in 2010
to serve another term, our debt level
was bad enough at that point at $10.7
trillion. But under this administration,
in less than 8 years, it has almost dou-
bled. It is now $19.2 trillion, I think is
the latest, and the clock is ticking.
Tune in to my Web site and you will
see the debt clock. It is stunning to sit
there and look at how fast those digits
are turning of money that is being bor-
rowed, which we have to pay interest
on and which is slowing down our econ-
omy and crippling our future genera-
tions.

I see the young pages sitting here on
the steps. Many of them have listened
to my ‘“Waste of the Week’ speeches. 1
want to tell you that my generation—
I am not pointing fingers at one party
or another—has failed to achieve some
kind of fiscal discipline that will put
you in a position where you can inherit
from my generation something that
my parents and our parents and our
generation gave to us, and that is a
prosperous, growing, dynamic economy
that gave us the opportunity to get an
education, gave us the opportunity to
be engaged meaningfully in the work-
force, become homeowners, raise a
family, save for our kids’ future.

I stand here as a father with 3 chil-
dren and 10 grandchildren. It is sick-
ening to me to think about the chal-
lenges they are going to have because
my generation didn’t step up to the re-
sponsibility of running a fiscally sound
economy through the decisions we
make in the U.S. Senate, U.S. Con-
gress, and the White House. Yes, I have
blamed this President for not treating
this in a serious enough manner. We
made every type of effort you could
think of in 2011, 2012, 2013, 2014, and we
finally threw up our hands and gave up
because of the six or seven things that
were presented to the President over
that period of time, he has rejected
every one of them. I was part of one of
those negotiations and was very in-
volved with that negotiation. I directly
dealt with the President and his top
people. We gave him a lot of what he
said he wanted, and in the end he
turned it down.

I wish I had the clock ticking behind
me. We are getting ever deeper into
debt, and that will have a significant
impact on the country.

I was speaking on the floor yester-
day. The growth—if you can call it
that—in the latest quarter is 0.5 per-
cent. That is about as anemic as it
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gets, teetering on falling into a reces-
sion. That is what the statistic shows
for growth during the first quarter of
2016. The number comes from the De-
partment of Labor. It shows that there
was a very low amount of new jobs.
Those new jobs basically replaced those
who were retiring. It is far below what
we need to provide meaningful jobs for
people in this country.

After having failed over a period of
years to put together a credible, long-
term plan to deal with our debt crisis,
balance our budget, and stop adding
more to our debt, I have come down to
show my colleagues documented evi-
dence of the waste, fraud, and abuse
that nonpartisan agencies have in-
spected and told us about. For over 40
weeks, I have been in this cycle of com-
ing to the Senate floor to identify yet
a new waste, fraud, or abuse, and the
total is significantly trending toward
$200 billion worth of waste. It is no
wonder that Americans at home are fu-
rious with the dysfunction that is tak-
ing place in Washington and demand-
ing change. We see this on both sides of
the aisle. The people have said: We
have had it. It is enough. We are done
with you guys and gals. We need to
shake this place up. A revolution is
taking place across the country. The
country is finally grasping onto the
fact that we have simply not been func-
tional. The one way we can be func-
tional, or at least do something, is to
have the government’s own account-
ability office, which looks into the pro-
grams that are part of what we have
enabled and provides the needed spend-
ing for certain areas—if they see there
is fraud, waste, and abuse, can’t we at
least do something about that? That is
the reason I am here today.

I have been a strong supporter of the
U.S. armed services. I am a veteran,
and I served on the Armed Services
Committee during my previous tenure
in the Senate. I have a deep regard and
respect for the need for adequate
spending to provide for our common de-
fense. That is the first obligation in
the Constitution that we swear to when
we are sworn into the U.S. Senate.
There is no agency that is exempt or
getting a pass if they are engaged in
bad decisions that spend and waste
money, especially if they don’t correct
those things that are pointed out by
their own inspectors general or govern-
ment agencies that look into all of
this.

Today I am talking about the De-
partment of Defense. They are not im-
mune from issues of waste, fraud, and
abuse, and we need to document those
as well. One of the reasons we need to
document those is they need every
penny they have because their portion
of the budget is continuing to shrink
due to our dire fiscal situation. At the
very least, we have to make sure they
are not wasting money because it is
needed to protect and provide security
for Americans. This waste of the week
involves expenditure in Afghanistan,
where we have troops and commit-
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ments over there. They had a request
for cargo planes. We need planes to
transfer cargo between the bases and
different parts of Afghanistan. So the
decision was made to provide 20 cargo
planes to fulfill that mission. The De-
partment of Defense went to the coun-
try of Italy. Maybe they went to Italy
because they are part of the coalition
and felt obligated to buy some equip-
ment from them, and so they bought 20
Italian cargo planes. The purpose of
the purchase was to support the Afghan
Air Force, and as I said to transport
troops and equipment around the coun-
try.

At the time the Afghans had old, out-
of-date, Soviet-era Russian planes and
the Department of Defense wanted to
replace them, so again they went to
Italy to purchase these planes. The
purchase price for 20 of these cargo
planes was $486 million. That is a lot of
money, but I am not here to say they
should have paid less or should have
paid more. That is what the price was
and that is what they negotiated. This
was documented by two inspectors gen-
eral who looked at this program and
said: Wait a minute. We have a problem
here, guys. The first problem was they
didn’t buy 20 cargo planes, they only
bought 16 planes. The price was $486
million for 20 planes, and somehow
only 16 arrived. I am not sure what
happened to the other four planes, so
there were problems from the begin-
ning.

It became abundantly clear early on
that these planes were not made to fly
in the type of conditions that exist in
Afghanistan. Afghanistan has a lot of
desert, sand, wind, and these planes ap-
parently have all kinds of problems fly-
ing in that kind of atmosphere. You
would have thought that since we were
there, we would know this because our
own planes fly in that atmosphere. I
think somebody basically didn’t do
their homework and say: Before we pay
out $486 million, maybe we ought to
make sure the planes we are buying to
replace the old Soviet planes, which we
know don’t work, can fly in the atmos-
phere here. Since we have had problems
with some of our own planes, we need
to make sure these planes are capable
of holding up under these type of condi-
tions.

As it turned out, they flew the planes
for only 9 months, and in those 9
months they accumulated 235 hours of
flight time, and one of the reasons for
that is because they were constantly in
the maintenance shop having repairs
made because of the conditions they
were flying in. The planes were pur-
chased on the basis that they could get
4,500 hours out of each plane and that
would carry a lot of cargo. I can under-
stand why they wanted them, but be-
cause the problems they had were so
extensive, it turned out they needed a
lot of spare parts. When they looked in
terms of what it would cost to buy new
spare parts for these planes, the total
came up to another $200 million. So on
top of the $486 million, another $200
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million would have to be added to that.
Since they didn’t have the money to do
that, they said: Let’s take 6 of the re-
maining 16 planes off the airfield and
tear them down for spare parts. So now
we are down to 10 planes. We started
with 20, somehow they only got 16, and
now they decommissioned 6 planes and
used them for spare parts for the other
planes so they wouldn’t have to spend
the $200 million. Now we are down to 10
planes at a cost of $486 million, but
even after that they continued to have
problems and so they decided to scrap
the whole thing.

You would have thought somebody
somewhere with different conditions
would want to buy those planes. We are
now down to 10 planes. Maybe they
could have taken the spare parts off
those planes and maybe salvage a few
more, but, no, the decision was made to
scrap those planes and decommission
them. So they decided the next step
was that since we can’t use them, let’s
just tear them apart. This is a nice pic-
ture of what happened to the planes.

Here we have a nice pile of scrap.
They said we have to salvage some-
thing so they said: Let’s sell the scrap.
We spent $486 million for planes that
were sold for scrap. We sold the scrap
for 6 cents a pound and we retrieved
$32,000. We spent $486 million, decom-
missioned 6 planes so we could get
spare parts, which meant we only had
10 planes, and since that didn’t work,
they just took a bulldozer to that,
scrapped it, and now this machine is
picking up the scrap and probably put-
ting it in the container and selling it
for 6 cents a pound.

I come down here every week, and
these stories are just mind-boggling.
The taxpayer hears about these stories
and some might say: In this atmos-
phere, maybe we shouldn’t be exposing
all of this. No, we are exposing it so we
can stop this and have an efficient and
effectively run government doing the
essential things the Federal Govern-
ment needs to do and not getting itself
into this constant week after week
after week—look, there have been
books written by Senators. My former
colleague Tom Coburn wrote a book
about waste, which basically docu-
mented hundreds of billions of dollars
of waste, fraud, and abuse. He stepped
down from office 2 years ago, and we
miss him. I am just trying to carry on
his legacy, probably in a less effective
way than he did, by exposing what is
happening with Americans’ tax dollars.

Every day people haul themselves
out of bed, start their coffee, get in the
car, go to work, come home, try to
save money, look at their paycheck,
and when they see the amount of
money that is being deducted for taxes,
they say: Ok. Well, maybe that is what
we need to do to protect our country
and provide for programs. And then
when they learn about stuff like this,
they say: What am I going to work for,
just to turn this money over to Wash-
ington so they can spend it and make
decisions like this.
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This is one of 40-some presentations I
have given on the Senate floor, and I
will keep doing this as long as I stay in
the Senate because our people need to
know and put pressure on their rep-
resentatives. They need to think about
this so the next person they elect to
walk into the White House will hope-
fully have the courage to address our
fiscal problems in a way that is not
going to put our next generation in
such dire situations.

With that, I add to our ever-growing
list of waste, fraud, and abuse another
$486 million for a total of
$162,764,055,817. Think how that money
could be used for essential items like
Zika, Ebola, research at the National
Institutes of Health, education, paving
roads, doing infrastructure repairs—
any number of things that need to be
done, which is how that money could
be better used than selling used air-
plane scrap for 6 cents a pound. Think
about the money that could be re-
turned to the taxpayers that they
wouldn’t have to pay in taxes if we
could simply run a much more effi-
cient, effective government.

Spending is a huge issue. It needs to
be addressed in this election. The
American people need to be aware of
where we stand. Where we stand today
is substantially worse than when I ar-
rived to start my second term in the
Senate 5% years ago.

Mr. President, with that, I yield the
floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

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

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

———

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

———

ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOP-
MENT AND RELATED AGENCIES
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2016

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of H.R. 2028, which
the clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A bill (H.R. 2028) making appropriations
for energy and water development and re-
lated agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2016, and for other purposes.

Pending:

Alexander/Feinstein amendment No. 3801,
in the nature of a substitute.

Alexander (for Flake/McCain) amendment
No. 3876 (to amendment No. 3801), to require
that certain funds are used for the review
and revision of certain operational docu-
ments.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Missouri.
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Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to speak as in
morning business for 15 minutes.

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

NUCLEAR AGREEMENT WITH IRAN

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, today I
want to talk about the Obama adminis-
tration’s nuclear agreement with Iran
and the many ways the agreement has
failed to rein in Iranian hostile behav-
ior over the course of the last year.

Over the last week, I thought it was
interesting that there was great reluc-
tance on the part of people who voted
in an enabling way to allow the Iranian
agreement to occur to take a stand on
the position that Mr. COTTON brought
to the Senate floor, where we would
not now give Iran millions of dollars to
purchase heavy water that they would
use in their nuclear activities and obvi-
ously continue to produce.

In addition to that, I saw on Monday
of this week that Iran tested a variant
missile with a range of over 2,000 kilo-
meters capable of striking Israel. Over
and over again, we see Iran partici-
pating in hostile behavior and, some-
how, none of that behavior violates ei-
ther the spirit or the ‘letter of the
agreement that was discussed as such
an important breakthrough with what
was going to happen in Iran.

For those of us who predicted that
Iran’s behavior would not change and
that behavior in the mneighborhood
would change in fear of what would
happen because of Iran—I think those
predictions are becoming more and
more obviously true.

On April 2, 2015, a framework agree-
ment was reached on that program.
Here we are a year later. This agree-
ment seems not to have accomplished
any of the things that we would want
to accomplish with the country of Iran.

According to President Obama: ‘“‘Iran
so far has followed the letter of the
agreement, but the spirit of the agree-
ment involves Iran also sending signals
to the world community and businesses
that it is not going to be engaging in a
range of provocative actions that
might scare business off.”

That is an absolute quote from the
President.

Now, why we are concerned about
scaring business off from Iran, I don’t
know, because another quote from the
administration over and over again is
that Iran is the No. 1 state sponsor of
terrorism. I think if we were talking
more about that activity of Iran and
less about what they need to encourage
business activities, we would be doing
what we should be doing.

Jennifer Rubin wrote in the Wash-
ington Post that ‘“his comments are
curious both because the ‘letter of the
agreement’ seems to be forever chang-
ing to incorporate Iran’s demands and
because despite Iran’s actions, the
president continues to make more and
more concessions.”

The administration sold this deal on
the promise that we would see a great
change in behavior. Take, for example,
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the behavior that has occurred: Iran’s
continued disregard of the United Na-
tions Security Council resolutions
dealing with ballistic missiles. Since
the conclusion of the nuclear deal last
summer, Iran has test-fired new classes
of missiles whenever it wanted to; as I
just mentioned, as late as last Monday.
In October, they tested new missiles
that are precision guided and more so-
phisticated than the current missiles
they have. They have now tested mis-
siles that could reach Israel.

Despite the U.N. Security Council ex-
plicitly calling for Iran to halt its bal-
listic missile activity, Iran’s leaders
have consistently rebuffed anything
that is coming from the international
community that it says is out of
bounds of the resolution, and appar-
ently everything is out of bounds of the
resolution. In August of 2015, the dep-
uty foreign minister of Iran and chief
nuclear negotiator told the Tehran
Times: ‘“The restrictions on weapons
posed through Resolution 2231 . . . are
not mandatory and we can disregard
them.”

That statement directly contradicts
Secretary of State Kerry’s statement
when he talked about the resolution.
When he testified before the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee last
July, on July 23, Secretary Kerry said:

They are restrained from any sharing of
missile technology, purchase of missile tech-
nology, exchange of missile technology work
on missiles. They cannot do that under Arti-
cle 41, which is Chapter 7 and manda-
tory. . . .

Obviously the administration has a
much different interpretation of the
current U.N. resolutions than Iran, but
they also appear to have a completely
flexible interpretation of what the
agreement actually says.

In March of this year—just a few
weeks ago—the Department of Justice
unsealed an indictment of Iranians who
carried out cyber attacks against crit-
ical infrastructure and the financial
sector of the United States with the
knowledge of the Iranian Government.
What does critical infrastructure
mean? Critical infrastructure means
the utilities, the transportation net-
work, the things we have to rely on
every day to provide the infrastructure
the country needs to function.

The indictment notes that one of the
hackers ‘‘received credit for his com-
puter intrusion work from the Iranian
government toward completion of his
mandatory military service in Iran.”

I don’t know any other way to inter-
pret that than to say that if someone is
in the Iranian military and if they
want to cyber attack the TUnited
States, they will give someone credit
for military service time to do that.

I would think the administration
would consider applying sanctions to
put more pressure on Iran and not
worry quite so much about Iran’s fu-
ture business opportunities. Curiously,
yet predictably, the administration has
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