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RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader is recognized.

———

FLINT, MICHIGAN, WATER CRISIS

Mr. REID. Madam President, in re-
cent weeks the Nation has become con-
cerned, afraid, and even outraged to
learn that nearly 100,000 people who are
residents of the city of Flint, MI, have
been poisoned. About 9,000 of those
poisoned are children under the age of
6 years.

Two years ago, in an effort to pinch
pennies, an unelected emergency man-
ager appointed by Governor Rick Sny-
der switched the water supply from the
city of Flint, MI, water source to the
Flint River. Water from the Flint
River is contaminated with lead, bac-
teria that causes Legionnaires’ disease,
and lots of other bad things. As a re-
sult, the residents of Flint, MI, were
forced to drink the water.

There is no trick photography here.
This is a person in Flint, MI. You could
go to any house you wanted to go to.
This is the water that they were drink-
ing and bathing in. It is hard to com-
prehend that this went on for such a
long time.

Can you imagine taking a bath in
this, brushing your teeth, or drinking
it? How about bathing a new baby?
This is your little bathtub.

Through no fault of their own, the
people of Flint, MI, are being forced to
endure a public health crisis that could
have been avoided. This is a manmade
crisis. We will never know the full ex-
tent of the damage to the people who
live in Flint, MI—especially to the
children. They have been harmed be-
cause they have been poisoned by the
acts of the leadership in the State of
Michigan, especially the Governor of
the State of Michigan. The reckless de-
cision to switch to unsafe drinking
water was forced upon 100,000 people.
These people in Flint, MI, are now ex-
posed to water with high levels of
lead—frighteningly high 1levels of
lead—among other things. This is not
just lead. There is bacteria, and they
haven’t determined the full extent of
it. It is established.

I can remember when I first came to
this body many, many years ago. I had
the good fortune to chair a number of
hearings in the environment com-
mittee dealing with lead poisoning.

At the time that we studied it, lead
poisoning was lead that children in-
gested—children who lived in develop-
ments where there were large amounts
of lead-based paint. The children who
ate this lead—not on purpose—were not
what they could have been. It affected
their brains.

This lead in water, lead anyplace, af-
fects the brain. It affects adults, too,
but especially children. Lead causes se-
rious problems for adults, as I men-
tioned, but it is especially dangerous
for children, causing lifetime effects.
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You can’t get well. They have a pro-
gram where they try to take the blood
out and run it through a purifier. It
takes a long time, but there are no safe
levels of lead for children.

After the city made this wrong deci-
sion to switch its water source, it was
really very quickly that the citizens of
Flint complained that the water was
discolored, and it also smelled. Every-
one began to develop rashes.

The response of State government
was appalling. Rick Snyder, the Gov-
ernor of Michigan, is one of those who
berates government all the time.
Emails released from his office just
last week referred to a resident who
said she was told by a State nurse in
January 2015, a little over a year ago—
she was complaining about her son’s
elevated blood levels. The nurse told
this woman: It is just a few IQ points.
It is not the end of the world.

Can you imagine a health care work-
er telling someone: It is your baby, but
it is just a few IQ points. No big deal.
It is not the end of the world. This was
a State nurse.

The water was so poisonous that Gen-
eral Motors, the manufacturer of auto-
mobile parts there, stopped using the
source for their Flint engine operations
because the parts corroded during the
manufacturing process. They had to
stop using this water. People were still
drinking this water and bathing in this
water.

Despite overwhelming evidence that
a city in his State had lead poisoning,
Governor Snyder failed to act and pro-
tect the people of Flint. This went on
for a long time.

As Flint struggles to recover from
this terrible public health problem, an
investigation will determine who ex-
actly is to blame for this reckless deci-
sion. We know who caused the problem.

This was a manmade disaster, as I
said earlier, but now we must act to
protect the residents of Flint. This pro-
tection should start with repairs to
their water infrastructure. Like many
cities—and there are quite a few in the
Midwest—F1lint has lead pipes, but the
highly corrosive nature of the Flint
River damaged them. It ate away at
the insides of those pipes. Now these
lead pipes are leaching into the clean
water supply from Lake Huron. It will
cost over $1 billion to replace Flint’s
corroded water infrastructure.

The people in Flint, MI, are strug-
gling. There has been money spent
there. Flint had been doing quite well
until this came along. There was a new
vitality. But now people are afraid to
eat in restaurants, and the businesses
have been terribly damaged because
people don’t believe the water is pure.
A lot of these restaurants, for example,
put in their own water supply and
water purification system, but people
don’t believe it. They are afraid.

We need this done now. The State
and Federal Government must cooper-
ate now to end this crisis, which re-
quires that we make investments. I re-
peat: now.
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President Obama has declared a state
of emergency in Flint, MI, and given
FEMA, the Federal Emergency Man-
agement Agency, the authority to pro-
vide resources for the people of Flint.
The problem is that right now they are
just getting bottled water. The infra-
structure is so bad.

Governor Snyder has finally—fi-
nally—declared a state of emergency
and finally apologized for his adminis-
tration’s slow response. The Governor’s
apology is too late. The residents of
Flint have already been poisoned.

It is too bad the people on that side
of the aisle disparage the government
all the time. It is too intrusive. It is
too involved. It is detrimental to our
society.

The Governor of Michigan is one of
the leading cheerleaders of that theory.
He denigrates government every single
chance he gets. But to whom does he
turn when the State of Michigan is in
trouble? To the Federal Government.
When emergency strikes, the Federal
Government steps in. That is one of the
responsibilities we have to protect
America.

So I hope Senate Republicans will
support our efforts to protect the peo-
ple of Flint in this time of need. Sen-
ator MURKOWSKI—the chair of that im-
portant committee that has jurisdic-
tion of the bill that is before this body
today—is working with Senator CANT-
WELL. They are committed to doing
something to help in this. Let’s make
sure we support them.

Sadly, some of the same Republicans
who have called for relief when their
States faced natural disasters are dis-
paraging government action in Flint.
For example, last year, Texas was dev-
astated with historic flooding. But who
stepped in? It was the Federal Govern-
ment that stepped in to provide dis-
aster relief for the people of Texas.

That is why I was disappointed to see
the senior Senator from Texas say:
“While we all have sympathy for
what’s happened in Flint, this is pri-
marily a local and state responsi-
bility.” He didn’t say that when the
flooding was taking place in Texas.

Last year, as Florida was hit with ex-
treme flooding, the junior Senator
from Florida called for Federal disaster
assistance. But when it comes to the
children and families of Flint, the Sen-
ator, who finished third last night in
the Iowa caucuses, cautions against
any action. This is what he said about
Flint: “I believe the federal govern-
ment’s role in some of these things (is)
largely limited unless it involves a fed-
eral jurisdictional issue.”

Well, the issue was that the State of
Michigan didn’t do what it was sup-
posed to do.

The junior Senator from Florida is
not alone. Republican Senators rou-
tinely rush to the floor to demand Fed-
eral aid when trouble hits their back-
yard. That is the right thing to do.
Americans help each other in times of
crisis.

This week the Senate has a chance to
help the families suffering through a
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public health crisis. I hope Republicans
who have had difficulties in the past
and have requested Federal aid for
their States won’t turn their backs on
the people of Michigan.

If a Federal Government response is
necessary for natural disasters,
shouldn’t the Federal Government help
respond to these manmade disasters?
The examples I gave in Texas and Flor-
ida were not manmade disasters; this
is.

We remain committed to giving the
people of Flint, MI, what they need
during this crisis—help from the Fed-
eral Government to restore clean, safe
water. But the Federal Government
cannot do it all. The people of Flint,
MI, should understand that the Gov-
ernor of Michigan is costing them a lot
of money, and it is going to cost the
taxpayers of Michigan a lot more be-
cause the Federal Government cannot
do it all.

Senator STABENOW and Senator
PETERS have proposed an amendment
to the bill before us that provides
emergency relief to address the Flint
water crisis. I support that. The people
of Flint have been poisoned. We owe
our fellow citizens swift action to ad-
dress this medical emergency.

I urge my colleagues, especially my
Republican friends, to support the Sta-
benow-Peters amendment to give the
people of Flint the relief they so des-
perately need.

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the leadership time
is reserved.

MORNING BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will be
in a period of morning business until 11
a.m., with Senators permitted to speak
therein for up to 10 minutes each.

The Senator from Utah.

———

ORDER OF PROCEDURE

Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, par-
liamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator will state her parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mrs. BOXER. Yes, is it a fact that
the Senator from Utah will have 10
minutes and then the floor will be open
for other Senators at that time?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
order for business is every Senator is
entitled to speak for up to 10 minutes
each until the hour of 11 a.m.

Mrs. BOXER. Well, that was my par-
liamentary inquiry. So each Senator
has 10 minutes, and then at the expira-
tion of 10 minutes, the floor would be
open; is that correct?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Absent
any consent agreement to the con-
trary, the Senator is correct.

Mrs. BOXER. Thank you so much.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah.

JUDICIAL REDRESS ACT

Mr. HATCH. Madam President, I rise
today to emphasize the importance of
the Judicial Redress Act. This is a bill
that the Senate Judiciary Committee
favorably reported last week by an
overwhelmingly Dbipartisan vote of
19 to 1.

As 1 speak, the Senate majority and
minority leaders are in the process of
clearing this legislation by unanimous
consent. I am optimistic the Senate
will pass the Judicial Redress Act in
the coming days and that ultimately
we will send this legislation to the
President’s desk.

I thank Senator CHRIS MURPHY for
introducing this important bill with
me and for the broad support we have
built among both Republicans and
Democrats.

I also wish to acknowledge the good
work of Representatives JIM SENSEN-
BRENNER and JOHN CONYERS for their
efforts in the House. They have been
stalwarts in advancing this important
legislation in the House of Representa-
tives. It has been a true bipartisan, bi-
cameral event.

Simply stated, the Judicial Redress
Act would extend certain data protec-
tions and remedies available to U.S.
citizens under the Privacy Act to Euro-
pean citizens by allowing them to cor-
rect flawed information in their
records and, in rare instances, the op-
tion to pursue legal remedies if Federal
agencies improperly disclose their
data.

Our legislation fights an inequity—a
reciprocal benefit that has been with-
held from our European allies with lit-
tle justification. Cross-border data
flows between the United States and
Europe are the highest in the world.
Today most countries in the European
Union affirmatively provide data pro-
tection rights to Americans on Euro-
pean soil. Our European allies and
their citizens should likewise have ac-
cess to the core benefits of the Privacy
Act when in the United States. It is the
right and fair thing to do. Passing the
Judicial Redress Act is critical to rati-
fication of the Data Privacy and Pro-
tection Agreement, commonly called
the ‘“‘umbrella agreement.”’” This agree-
ment allows for data transfers between
European and American law enforce-
ment officials for the purpose of fight-
ing and investigating crime, including
terrorism.

European officials have said they will
not ratify the umbrella agreement
until Congress provides EU citizens
with limited judicial redress. Our bill
is key to providing reciprocity to our
European allies and will serve as the
catalyst to finalizing the long-awaited
data protection deal.

The U.S. Department of Justice,
which supports this legislation, states
that failure to finalize the umbrella
agreement ‘‘would dramatically reduce
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cooperation and significantly hinder
counterterrorism efforts.”” Given the
global state of affairs, we simply can-
not risk losing the critical benefits of
the umbrella agreement.

As chairman of the Senate Repub-
lican High-Tech Task Force, I am al-
ways seeking ways to keep our Amer-
ican technology industry at the fore-
front of the global economy. I am con-
vinced that passing the Judicial Re-
dress Act will build much needed good
will with our European allies. We are
currently negotiating a new safe har-
bor agreement—an international agree-
ment that allows U.S. technology com-
panies to move digital information be-
tween the European Union and the
United States.

For years, safe harbor rules have ben-
efited U.S. technology companies that
provide cloud services to their Euro-
pean customers. Without a safe harbor
agreement, however, U.S. cloud-based
companies seeking to do business in
Europe would be forced to negotiate
with 28 individual countries in the Eu-
ropean Union over how their citizens’
data is collected and stored. Such a re-
quirement would disrupt and chill
transatlantic business operations, jeop-
ardize countless American jobs, and
stifle American domestic innovation.

Indeed, businesses of all sizes and in
all sectors would face profound con-
sequences if we do not conclude a new
safe harbor agreement.

The economic damage would be sig-
nificant and relatively immediate, and
the consequences could be cata-
strophic, especially for small enter-
prises. Failure to reach an agreement
would impact the economies of both
the United States and our friends in
the European Union.

If we are unable to reach a final safe
harbor agreement soon, Congress must
be prepared to take appropriate action
to ensure that these negative con-
sequences do not come to fruition.

In the meantime, it is critically im-
portant that Congress pass the Judicial
Redress Act. I am pleased that the Sen-
ate is swiftly moving toward this end,
and I am optimistic that we will have
a successful resolution in the coming
days.

I thank my colleagues on both sides
of the floor for their support in this ef-
fort.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California.

Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that I be allowed to
speak for up to 20 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

———

FLINT, MICHIGAN, WATER CRISIS
AND ALISO CANYON NATURAL
GAS LEAK
Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I am

on the floor to talk about a situation

that is occurring in my home State
with a leak—a natural gas leak that is
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