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S. 315 

At the request of Mr. SULLIVAN, the 
name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 315, a bill to direct the Secretary 
of the Army to place in Arlington Na-
tional Cemetery a monument honoring 
the helicopter pilots and crewmembers 
who were killed while serving on active 
duty in the Armed Forces during the 
Vietnam era, and for other purposes. 

S. 324 

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the 
name of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
CRAPO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
324, a bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to improve the provision 
of adult day health care services for 
veterans. 

S. 350 

At the request of Mr. FRANKEN, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. MURPHY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 350, a bill to amend the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934 to prohibit Mem-
bers of Congress from receiving a dis-
counted price in certain private offer-
ings of securities. 

S. 368 

At the request of Mr. FLAKE, the 
name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
MCCAIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
368, a bill to require the Director of the 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
to issue a scientifically valid and 
State-supported recovery plan for the 
Mexican gray wolf. 

S. 379 

At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
the names of the Senator from Rhode 
Island (Mr. REED), the Senator from 
Massachusetts (Ms. WARREN), the Sen-
ator from Delaware (Mr. COONS) and 
the Senator from California (Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN) were added as cosponsors of S. 
379, a bill to amend title II of the So-
cial Security Act to eliminate the five 
month waiting period for disability in-
surance benefits under such title for in-
dividuals with amyotrophic lateral 
sclerosis. 

S.J. RES. 5 

At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. MURPHY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S.J. Res. 5, a joint resolution remov-
ing the deadline for the ratification of 
the equal rights amendment. 

S.J. RES. 16 

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. PETERS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S.J. Res. 16, a joint resolution ap-
proving the discontinuation of the 
process for consideration and auto-
matic implementation of the annual 
proposal of the Independent Medicare 
Advisory Board under section 1899A of 
the Social Security Act. 
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STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. WYDEN (for himself, Mr. 
CARDIN, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. 
SCHUMER, Mr. BROWN, Mr. 

CASEY, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. LEAHY, Mrs. 
MCCASKILL, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, 
Ms. WARREN, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, 
and Mr. REED): 

S. 408. A bill to require the President 
to disclose income, assets, and liabil-
ities associated with countries with 
which the United States is negotiating 
a trade or investment agreement, coun-
tries subject to presidential determina-
tions in trade enforcement actions, and 
countries eligible for trade preference 
programs, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, today I, 
along with 13 of my Senate colleagues, 
am introducing the Presidential Trade 
Transparency Act of 2017. This bill es-
tablishes new reporting requirements 
directing the President to disclose for-
eign income, assets, and liabilities 
when initiating or continuing trade or 
investment negotiations with a foreign 
country, taking or refraining to take 
certain trade enforcement actions, or 
granting or modifying preferential tar-
iff treatment under statutory trade 
preference programs. Each of these de-
cisions may have significant commer-
cial implications, both as to a foreign 
country’s economy as a whole and with 
respect to particular investments with-
in a foreign country. Given the com-
plexity and lack of transparency with 
respect to the President’s finances, ad-
ditional country-specific reporting is 
necessary for Congress to properly ex-
ercise its oversight responsibilities and 
assess whether the authority it has 
granted to the President is the subject 
of undue influence due to a business re-
lationship between the President and 
one or more foreign entities. Reporting 
of this information will also help ad-
dress questions regarding improper in-
fluence by foreign entities when the 
President exercises trade authorities 
granted by Congress. 

Americans have a right to know if 
the President is looking out for the 
good of the country or just his own bot-
tom line when he negotiates a trade 
deal, decides whether or not to enforce 
our trade laws, or decides whether to 
cut tariffs on imports from a devel-
oping country. The President has busi-
ness interests around the world, but he 
continues to keep the full nature of 
those ties secret. 

Under the Constitution, Congress is 
responsible for regulating foreign com-
merce, including setting U.S. tariff 
rates applicable to imports from for-
eign countries. However, Congress has 
granted the President limited author-
ity to modify U.S. tariffs in certain cir-
cumstances, including to enforce U.S. 
laws protecting U.S. industry from 
harmful trade or to address foreign 
trade barriers, to negotiate trade 
agreements that eliminate foreign bar-
riers to U.S. exports, and to grant de-
veloping countries preferential access 
to the U.S. market. 

In many instances, the President 
himself is granted this authority and 
does not exercise it through a Cabinet 

official. While Congress has granted 
such authority to the President, it re-
tains the responsibility to ensure that 
the President uses the authority in a 
manner consistent with congressional 
objectives. 

The bill directs the President to re-
port to Congress information regarding 
foreign income, assets, and liabilities, 
consistent with the information re-
quired to be disclosed under the Ethics 
in Government Act, specifically as to 
any country that is the subject of a 
trade negotiation, trade enforcement 
action or inaction, or decision to grant 
or deny tariff preferences, and to de-
scribe in detail the nature of the con-
nection between the income, asset, or 
liability and the foreign country. The 
bill specifies deadlines for disclosure of 
the information with respect to each 
action that generally track existing 
deadlines for Presidential reporting 
under U.S. law. 

Failure to timely submit a report 
would render without legal effect a 
Presidential proclamation modifying 
U.S. tariffs with respect to the country 
and, with respect to a trade agreement, 
would disqualify the agreement from 
eligibility for expedited consideration 
under trade promotion authority. 

Passage of this bill would close a key 
loophole in congressional oversight au-
thorities over trade and shine much 
needed daylight on the financial rela-
tionship between the President and 
America’s trading partners. 

I thank my colleagues for their ef-
forts on this bill, and I hope the Fi-
nance Committee will consider our pro-
posal quickly. 

By Mr. BOOKER (for himself and 
Mr. PORTMAN): 

S. 424. A bill to amend title 5, United 
Stated Code, to include certain Federal 
positions within the definition of law 
enforcement officer for retirement pur-
poses, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

Mr. BOOKER. Mr. President, I rise 
today to reintroduce the Law Enforce-
ment Officers’ Equity Act. This good- 
government bill will provide Federal 
law enforcement officers with the Fed-
eral benefits they deserve for their 
service. I thank Senator Rob Portman 
for being an original cosponsor of this 
bill. 

There is perhaps no harder job in the 
United States than that of law enforce-
ment officers. Each day, brave men and 
women work under tremendously 
stressful conditions to keep our com-
munities safe. From apprehending vio-
lent criminals to arresting drug king-
pins, these brave men and women in 
uniform put their lives on the line for 
a higher cause. We owe them our sin-
cerest gratitude for their service. 

Due to the high level of training re-
quired for their job and the ever- 
present danger in their profession, Con-
gress determined that Federal law en-
forcement officers should receive high-
er salaries and enhanced benefits com-
pared to other Federal employees. Un-
fortunately, due to a technical error, 
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nearly 30,000 Federal law enforcement 
officers classified as G5–0083 police offi-
cers do not receive enhanced benefits 
under the United States Code. As a re-
sult, certain officers who work for Fed-
eral agencies—such as the Department 
of Defense, Department of Veterans Af-
fairs, Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
U.S. Postal Service, U.S. Mint, Na-
tional Institute of Health and many 
more—receive lower pensions as com-
pared to other law enforcement officers 
with similar responsibilities. It makes 
no sense that postal police officers or 
any other Federal law enforcement of-
ficers receive less benefits even though 
they have the similar duties and func-
tions as other law enforcement officers. 

The Law Enforcement Officers’ Eq-
uity Act would fill in this gap in the 
law and expand the number of Federal 
law enforcement officers who can re-
ceive benefits. The bill would expand 
the definition of ‘‘law enforcement offi-
cer’’ for retirement purposes to include 
all Federal law enforcement officers. 
The change would grant law enforce-
ment officer status to the following in-
dividuals: employees who are author-
ized to carry a firearm and whose du-
ties include the investigation or appre-
hension of suspected criminals; em-
ployees of the Internal Revenue Serv-
ice whose duties are primarily the col-
lection of delinquent taxes and secur-
ing delinquent returns; employees of 
the U.S Postal Inspection Service; and 
employees of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs who are Department po-
lice offices. These officers face the 
same risks and challenges as the men 
and women currently classified prop-
erly under Federal law as law 

The Law Enforcement Officers’ Eq-
uity Act would allow incumbent law 
enforcement officers’ Federal service— 
after the enactment of the act—to be 
considered service performed as a law 
enforcement officer for retirement pur-
poses. 

This legislation has the support of 
law enforcement groups, including the 
Fraternal Order of police, the Federal 
Law Enforcement Officers’ Associa-
tion, and the Law Enforcement Action 
Network. 

Fundamental fairness demands that 
we close this loophole in Federal law 
and give all Federal law enforcement 
officers the retirement benefits they 
deserve-Trask my colleagues to sup-
port the Law Enforcement Officers’ Eq-
uity Act, and I urge its speedy passage. 

By Mr. MCCONNELL (for himself 
and Mr. PAUL): 

S. 429. A bill to exempt the aging 
process of distilled spirits from the pro-
duction period for purposes of capital-
ization of interest costs; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent 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. 429 

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 ‘‘Advancing 
Growth in the Economy through Distilled 
Spirits Act’’ or the ‘‘AGED Spirits Act’’. 
SEC. 2. PRODUCTION PERIOD OF DISTILLED 

SPIRITS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 263A(f) of the In-

ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended— 
(1) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para-

graph (5), and 
(2) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol-

lowing new paragraph: 
‘‘(4) EXEMPTION FOR AGING PROCESS OF DIS-

TILLED SPIRITS.—For purposes of this sub-
section, the production period shall not in-
clude the aging period for distilled spirits (as 
described in section 5002(a)(8)), except such 
spirits that are unfit for use for beverage 
purposes.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Paragraph 
(5)(B)(ii) of section 263A(f) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986, as redesignated by this 
section, is amended by inserting ‘‘except as 
provided in paragraph (4),’’ before ‘‘ending on 
the date’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to interest 
costs paid or incurred in taxable years end-
ing on or after December 31, 2018. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 62—AUTHOR-
IZING EXPENDITURES BY COM-
MITTEES OF THE SENATE FOR 
THE PERIODS MARCH 1, 2017 
THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 2017, 
OCTOBER 1, 2017 THROUGH SEP-
TEMBER 30, 2018, AND OCTOBER 1, 
2018 THROUGH FEBRUARY 28, 2019 

Mr. SHELBY submitted the following 
resolution; from the Committee on 
Rules and Administration; which was 
placed on the calendar: 

S. RES. 62 

Resolved, 
SECTION 1. AGGREGATE AUTHORIZATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of carrying 
out the powers, duties, and functions under 
the Standing Rules of the Senate, and under 
the appropriate authorizing resolutions of 
the Senate, there is authorized for the period 
March 1, 2017 through September 30, 2017, in 
the aggregate of $57,801,217, for the period 
October 1, 2017 through September 30, 2018, in 
the aggregate of $99,087,800, and for the pe-
riod October 1, 2018 through February 28, 
2019, in the aggregate of $41,286,584, in ac-
cordance with the provisions of this resolu-
tion, for standing committees of the Senate, 
the Special Committee on Aging, the Select 
Committee on Intelligence, and the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

(b) AGENCY CONTRIBUTIONS.—There are au-
thorized to be paid from the appropriations 
account for ‘‘Expenses of Inquiries and Inves-
tigations’’ of the Senate such sums as may 
be necessary for agency contributions re-
lated to the compensation of employees of 
the committees for the period March 1, 2017 
through September 30, 2017, for the period 
October 1, 2017 through September 30, 2018, 
and for the period October 1, 2018 through 
February 28, 2019. 

(c) EXPENSES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), expenses of each standing 
committee of the Senate, the Special Com-

mittee on Aging, the Select Committee on 
Intelligence, and the Committee on Indian 
Affairs under this resolution shall be paid 
from the contingent fund of the Senate upon 
vouchers approved by the chairman of the 
applicable committee. 

(2) VOUCHERS NOT REQUIRED.—Vouchers 
shall not be required for— 

(A) the disbursement of salaries of employ-
ees paid at an annual rate; 

(B) the payment of telecommunications 
provided by the Office of the Sergeant at 
Arms and Doorkeeper; 

(C) the payment of stationery supplies pur-
chased through the Keeper of the Stationery; 

(D) payments to the Postmaster of the 
Senate; 

(E) the payment of metered charges on 
copying equipment provided by the Office of 
the Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper; 

(F) the payment of Senate Recording and 
Photographic Services; or 

(G) the payment of franked and mass mail 
costs by the Sergeant at Arms and Door-
keeper. 

SEC. 2. COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRI-
TION, AND FORESTRY. 

(a) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—In carrying out 
its powers, duties, and functions under the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, in accordance 
with its jurisdiction under rule XXV of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, including 
holding hearings, reporting such hearings, 
and making investigations as authorized by 
paragraphs 1 and 8 of rule XXVI of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry is authorized from March 1, 2017 
through February 28, 2019, in its discretion— 

(1) to make expenditures from the contin-
gent fund of the Senate; 

(2) to employ personnel; and 
(3) with the prior consent of the Govern-

ment department or agency concerned and 
the Committee on Rules and Administration, 
to use on a reimbursable, or nonreimburs-
able, basis the services of personnel of any 
such department or agency. 

(b) EXPENSES FOR PERIOD ENDING SEP-
TEMBER 30, 2017.—The expenses of the com-
mittee for the period March 1, 2017 through 
September 30, 2017 under this section shall 
not exceed $2,463,834, of which— 

(1) not to exceed $200,000 may be expended 
for the procurement of the services of indi-
vidual consultants, or organizations thereof 
(as authorized by section 202(i) of the Legis-
lative Reorganization Act of 1946 (2 U.S.C. 
4301(i))); and 

(2) not to exceed $40,000 may be expended 
for the training of the professional staff of 
such committee (under procedures specified 
by section 202(j) of that Act). 

(c) EXPENSES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2018 PE-
RIOD.—The expenses of the committee for the 
period October 1, 2017 through September 30, 
2018 under this section shall not exceed 
$4,223,716, of which— 

(1) not to exceed $200,000 may be expended 
for the procurement of the services of indi-
vidual consultants, or organizations thereof 
(as authorized by section 202(i) of the Legis-
lative Reorganization Act of 1946 (2 U.S.C. 
4301(i))); and 

(2) not to exceed $40,000 may be expended 
for the training of the professional staff of 
such committee (under procedures specified 
by section 202(j) of that Act). 

(d) EXPENSES FOR PERIOD ENDING FEBRUARY 
28, 2019.—The expenses of the committee for 
the period October 1, 2018 through February 
28, 2019 under this section shall not exceed 
$1,759,882, of which— 

(1) not to exceed $200,000 may be expended 
for the procurement of the services of indi-
vidual consultants, or organizations thereof 
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