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Florida (Mr. NELSON) were added as co-
sponsors of S. Res. 83, a resolution ex-
pressing the sense of the Senate re-
garding the trafficking of illicit
fentanyl into the United States from
Mexico and China.

————

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. KAINE (for himself and
Mr. WARNER):

S. 691. A bill to extend Federal rec-
ognition to the Chickahominy Indian
Tribe, the Chickahominy Indian Tribe-
Eastern Division, the Upper Mattaponi
Tribe, the Rappahannock Tribe, Inc.,
the Monacan Indian Nation, and the
Nansemond Indian Tribe; to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs.

Mr. KAINE. Mr. President. I am
pleased to reintroduce the Thomasina
E. Jordan Indian Tribes of Virginia
Federal Recognition Act of 2017. Indian
Affairs previously voted our bill out of
committee in the 113th Congress and
by voice vote in the 114th Congress,
and we remain hopeful that the full
Senate will finally vote to recognize
our Tribes in the 115th Congress.

This month marks the 400th anniver-
sary of the death of Pocahontas, the fa-
mous daughter of Chief Powhatan,
whose tribes were among the first to
make contact with English settlers in
the 17th century. Today, as we intro-
duce this bill, a delegation from the
Commonwealth, including Chief Ste-
phen Adkins of the Chickahominy,
Chief Anne Richardson of the Rappa-
hannock, and Chief Emeritus Ken
Adams of the Upper Mattaponi, is in
England to commemorate the anniver-
sary, including a presentation and
ceremony at St. George’s Church,
Gravesend to honor Pocahontas.

The ceremony reflects the sovereign
recognition that the British Govern-
ment grants to our Virginia tribes,
which the United States has yet to ac-
knowledge. This legislation is criti-
cally important because it strives to-
ward reconciling an historic wrong for
Virginia and the Nation. While the Vir-
ginia Tribes have received official rec-
ognition from the Commonwealth of
Virginia, acknowledgement and offi-
cially-recognized status from the Fed-
eral Government has been considerably
more difficult due to their systematic
mistreatment over the past century.

More specifically, Virginia’s Racial
Integrity Act, a State law in effect
from 1924 to 1967, stripped the identi-
ties of the Tribal members of Virginia’s
Indian Tribes. The act changed the ra-
cial identifications of those who lacked
White ancestry to ‘‘colored” on birth
certificates during that period. In addi-
tion, five of the six courthouses that
held the vast majority of the Virginia
Indian Tribal records were destroyed in
the Civil War. Those records were cru-
cial for documenting the history of the
Tribes for recognition by the Bureau of
Indian Affairs Office of Federal Ac-
knowledgement.

Furthermore, Virginia Indians made
peace too soon when they signed the
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Treaty of Middle Plantation with Eng-
land in 1677. This predated the creation
of the United States of America by just
short of 100 years, and the Founding
Fathers of the United States never rec-
ognized the treaty. Therefore, unlike
tribes that received Federal recogni-
tion upon the signing of a treaty with
the United States, the Virginia Tribes
did not receive Federal recognition be-
cause they made peace with England
prior to the founding of our Nation.

I am proud of Virginia’s recognized
Indian Tribes and their contributions
to our Commonwealth. The Virginia
Tribes are not only part of our history,
but they remain ever present today. We
go to school together, work together,
and serve our Commonwealth and Na-
tion together every day. These con-
tributions should be acknowledged, and
this Federal recognition for Virginia’s
Native peoples is long overdue.

Virginia’s Indian Tribes contributed
to the successful founding of our coun-
try and continue to help define our na-
tional identity. Their members have
attended our schools, worked next to
us, and served in every American war
since the Revolution, all while main-
taining a unique identity and culture. I
am hopeful the Senate will act upon
my legislation this year, to give these
six Virginia Native American Tribes
the Federal recognition that is long
overdue.

By Mr. DAINES (for himself and
Mr. TESTER):

S. 685. A bill to authorize the Dry-
Redwater Regional Water Authority
System and the Musselshell-Judith
Rural Water System in the States of
Montana and North Dakota, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on
Energy and Natural Resources.

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, water is
a basic foundation of life. In Montana,
we depend on a steady supply of water
to drink, irrigate our crops, water our
livestock, and provide energy through
hydropower. Water is a precious re-
source, and there are still rural com-
munities that face barriers to access
and are in dire need of clean drinking
water. The struggle for water con-
tinues to create health challenges for
Indian Country and nearby commu-
nities, in addition to making economic
development more difficult.

There are approximately 35,000 Amer-
icans across 12 counties in both Mon-
tana and North Dakota whose existing
public water supply systems are unable
to provide them with water that meets
the requirements of the Safe Drinking
Water Act.

The Bureau of Reclamation plays a
critical role in managing the storage
and delivery of water in the Western
United States. Some of the earliest
water projects built by the Bureau
were built in Montana. These projects
provided critical infrastructure for
Montana homesteaders and were of
critical importance to the long-term
growth of our State. They are still
vital today.

S1893

That is why I am introducing the
Clean Water for Rural Communities
Act. This legislation would authorize
the Bureau of Reclamation to provide
Federal assistance for the planning, de-
sign, and construction of the Dry-
Redwater Regional Water Authority
System and the Musselshell-Judith
Rural Water System in Montana and
North Dakota. The Dry-Redwater and
Musselshell-Judith rural water projects
have spent 7 and 11 years, respectively,
in deliberation with the Bureau, as
well as $4 million and $3 million in
State, local, and Federal funding. It is
critical we provide the Bureau of Rec-
lamation the necessary authorization
to complete these projects and provide
clean and reliable water to 35,000 Mon-
tanans and North Dakotans.

I thank Senator TESTER for being an
original cosponsor of this bill. I ask my
Senate colleagues to join us in support
of this important legislation.

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. 685

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 ‘‘Clean Water
for Rural Communities Act’.
SEC. 2. PURPOSE.

The purpose of this Act is to ensure a safe
and adequate municipal, rural, and indus-
trial water supply for the citizens of—

(1) Dawson, Garfield, McCone, Prairie,
Richland, Judith Basin, Wheatland, Golden
Valley, Fergus, Yellowstone, and Musselshell
Counties in the State of Montana; and

(2) McKenzie County, North Dakota.

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-
trator” means the Administrator of the
Western Area Power Administration.

(2) AUTHORITY.—The term ‘‘Authority”’
means—

(A) in the case of the Dry-Redwater Re-
gional Water Authority System—

(i) the Dry-Redwater Regional Water Au-
thority, which is a publicly owned nonprofit
water authority formed in accordance with
Mont. Code Ann. § 75-6-302 (2007); and

(ii) any nonprofit successor entity to the
Authority described in clause (i); and

(B) in the case of the Musselshell-Judith
Rural Water System—

(i) the Central Montana Regional Water
Authority, which is a publicly owned non-
profit water authority formed in accordance
with Mont. Code Ann. § 75-6-302 (2007); and

(ii) any nonprofit successor entity to the
Authority described in clause (i).

(3) DRY-REDWATER REGIONAL WATER AU-
THORITY SYSTEM.—The term ‘‘Dry-Redwater
Regional Water Authority System’ means
the Dry-Redwater Regional Water Authority
System authorized under section 4(a)(1) with
a project service area that includes—

(A) Garfield and McCone Counties in the
State;

(B) the area west of the Yellowstone River
in Dawson and Richland Counties in the
State;

(C) T. 15 N. (including the area north of the
Township) in Prairie County in the State;
and
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(D) the portion of McKenzie County, North
Dakota, that includes all land that is located
west of the Yellowstone River in the State of
North Dakota.

(4) INTEGRATED SYSTEM.—The term ‘‘inte-
grated system’ means the transmission sys-
tem owned by the Western Area Power Ad-
ministration Basin Electric Power District
and the Heartland Consumers Power Dis-
trict.

() MUSSELSHELL-JUDITH RURAL WATER SYS-
TEM.—The term ‘‘Musselshell-Judith Rural
Water System’” means the Musselshell-Ju-
dith Rural Water System authorized under
section 4(a)(2) with a project service area
that includes—

(A) Judith Basin, Wheatland, Golden Val-
ley, and Musselshell Counties in the State;

(B) the portion of Yellowstone County in
the State within 2 miles of State Highway 3
and within 4 miles of the county line be-
tween Golden Valley and Yellowstone Coun-
ties in the State, inclusive of the Town of
Broadview, Montana; and

(C) the portion of Fergus County in the
State within 2 miles of US Highway 87 and
within 4 miles of the county line between
Fergus and Judith Basin Counties in the
State, inclusive of the Town of Moore, Mon-
tana.

(6) NON-FEDERAL DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM.—
The term ‘‘non-Federal distribution system”’
means a non-Federal utility that provides
electricity to the counties covered by the
Dry-Redwater Regional Water Authority
System.

(7) PICK-SLOAN PROGRAM.—The term ‘‘Pick-
Sloan program’ means the Pick-Sloan Mis-
souri River Basin Program (authorized by
section 9 of the Act of December 22, 1944
(commonly known as the ‘‘Flood Control Act
of 1944”") (58 Stat. 891, chapter 665)).

(8) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary”’
means the Secretary of the Interior.

(9) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’” means the
State of Montana.

(10) WATER SYSTEM.—The term ‘‘Water Sys-
tem’ means—

(A) the Dry-Redwater Regional Water Au-
thority System; and

(B) the Musselshell-Judith Rural Water
System.

SEC. 4. DRY-REDWATER REGIONAL WATER AU-
THORITY SYSTEM AND
MUSSELSHELL-JUDITH RURAL
WATER SYSTEM.

(a) AUTHORIZATION.—The Secretary may
carry out—

(1) the project entitled the ‘‘Dry-Redwater
Regional Water Authority System” in a
manner that is substantially in accordance
with the feasibility study entitled ‘‘Dry-
Redwater Regional Water System Feasi-
bility Study’ (including revisions of the
study), which received funding from the Bu-
reau of Reclamation on September 1, 2010;
and

(2) the project entitled the ‘‘Musselshell-
Judith Rural Water System” in a manner
that is substantially in accordance with the
feasibility report entitled ‘‘Musselshell-Ju-
dith Rural Water System Feasibility Re-
port” (including any and all revisions of the
report).

(b) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT.—The Sec-
retary shall enter into a cooperative agree-
ment with the Authority to provide Federal
assistance for the planning, design, and con-
struction of the Water Systems.

(¢) COST-SHARING REQUIREMENT.—

(1) FEDERAL SHARE.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Federal share of the
costs relating to the planning, design, and
construction of the Water Systems shall not
exceed—

(i) in the case of the Dry-Redwater Re-
gional Water Authority System—
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(I) 75 percent of the total cost of the Dry-
Redwater Regional Water Authority System;
or

(IT) such other lesser amount as may be de-
termined by the Secretary, acting through
the Commissioner of Reclamation, in a feasi-
bility report; or

(ii) in the case of the Musselshell-Judith
Rural Water System, 75 percent of the total
cost of the Musselshell-Judith Rural Water
System.

(B) LIMITATION.—Amounts made available
under subparagraph (A) shall not be return-
able or reimbursable under the reclamation
laws.

(2) USE OF FEDERAL FUNDS.—

(A) GENERAL USES.—Subject to subpara-
graphs (B) and (C), the Water Systems may
use Federal funds made available to carry
out this section for—

(i) facilities relating to—

(I) water pumping;

(IT) water treatment; and

(ITI) water storage;

(ii) transmission pipelines;

(iil) pumping stations;

(iv) appurtenant buildings,
equipment, and access roads;

(v) any interconnection facility that con-
nects a pipeline of the Water System to a
pipeline of a public water system;

(vi) electrical power transmission and dis-
tribution facilities required for the operation
and maintenance of the Water System;

(vii) any other facility or service required
for the development of a rural water dis-
tribution system, as determined by the Sec-
retary; and

(viii) any property or property right re-
quired for the construction or operation of a
facility described in this subsection.

(B) ADDITIONAL USES.—In addition to the
uses described in subparagraph (A)—

(i) the Dry-Redwater Regional Water Au-
thority System may use Federal funds made
available to carry out this section for—

(I) facilities relating to water intake; and

(IT) distribution, pumping, and storage fa-
cilities that—

(aa) serve the needs of citizens who use
public water systems;

(bb) are in existence on the date of enact-
ment of this Act; and

(cc) may be purchased, improved, and re-
paired in accordance with a cooperative
agreement entered into by the Secretary
under subsection (b); and

(ii) the Musselshell-Judith Rural Water
System may use Federal funds made avail-
able to carry out this section for—

(I) facilities relating to—

(aa) water supply wells; and

(bb) distribution pipelines; and

(IT) control systems.

(C) LIMITATION.—Federal funds made avail-
able to carry out this section shall not be
used for the operation, maintenance, or re-
placement of the Water Systems.

(D) TITLE.—Title to the Water Systems
shall be held by the Authority.

SEC. 5. USE OF POWER FROM PICK-SLOAN PRO-
GRAM BY THE DRY-REDWATER RE-
GIONAL WATER AUTHORITY SYSTEM.

(a) FINDING.—Congress finds that—

(1) McCone and Garfield Counties in the
State were designated as impact counties
during the period in which the Fort Peck
Dam was constructed; and

(2) as a result of the designation, the Coun-
ties referred to in paragraph (1) were to re-
ceive impact mitigation benefits in accord-
ance with the Pick-Sloan program.

(b) AVAILABILITY OF POWER.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2),
the Administrator shall make available to
the Dry-Redwater Regional Water Authority
System a quantity of power required, of up
to 1%2 megawatt capacity, to meet the pump-
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ing and incidental operation requirements of
the Dry-Redwater Regional Water Authority
System during the period beginning on May
1 and ending on October 31 of each year—

(A) from the water intake facilities; and

(B) through all pumping stations, water
treatment facilities, reservoirs, storage
tanks, and pipelines up to the point of deliv-
ery of water by the water supply system to
all storage reservoirs and tanks and each en-
tity that distributes water at retail to indi-
vidual users.

(2) ELIGIBILITY.—The Dry-Redwater Re-
gional Water Authority System shall be eli-
gible to receive power under paragraph (1) if
the Dry-Redwater Regional Water Authority
System—

(A) operates on a not-for-profit basis; and

(B) is constructed pursuant to a coopera-
tive agreement entered into by the Secretary
under section 4(b).

(3) RATE.—The Administrator shall estab-
lish the cost of the power described in para-
graph (1) at the firm power rate.

(4) ADDITIONAL POWER.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—If power, in addition to
that made available to the Dry-Redwater Re-
gional Water Authority System under para-
graph (1), is necessary to meet the pumping
requirements of the Dry-Redwater Regional
Water Authority, the Administrator may
purchase the necessary additional power at
the best available rate.

(B) REIMBURSEMENT.—The cost of pur-
chasing additional power shall be reimbursed
to the Administrator by the Dry-Redwater
Regional Water Authority.

() RESPONSIBILITY FOR POWER CHARGES.—
The Dry-Redwater Regional Water Authority
shall be responsible for the payment of the
power charge described in paragraph (4) and
non-Federal delivery costs described in para-
graph (6).

(6) TRANSMISSION ARRANGEMENTS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Dry-Redwater Re-
gional Water Authority System shall be re-
sponsible for all non-Federal transmission
and distribution system delivery and service
arrangements.

(B) UPGRADES.—The Dry-Redwater Re-
gional Water Authority System shall be re-
sponsible for funding any transmission up-
grades, if required, to the integrated system
necessary to deliver power to the Dry-
Redwater Regional Water Authority System.

SEC. 6. WATER RIGHTS.

Nothing in this Act—

(1) preempts or affects any State water
law; or

(2) affects any authority of a State, as in
effect on the date of enactment of this Act,
to manage water resources within that
State.

SEC. 7. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

(a) AUTHORIZATION.—There are authorized
to be appropriated such sums as are nec-
essary to carry out the planning, design, and
construction of the Water Systems, substan-
tially in accordance with the cost estimate
set forth in the applicable feasibility study
or feasibility report described in section 4(a).

(b) COST INDEXING.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount authorized to
be appropriated under subsection (a) may be
increased or decreased in accordance with
ordinary fluctuations in development costs
incurred after the applicable date specified
in paragraph (2), as indicated by any avail-
able engineering cost indices applicable to
construction activities that are similar to
the construction of the Water Systems.

(2) APPLICABLE DATES.—The date referred
to in paragraph (1) is—

(A) in the case of the Dry-Redwater Re-
gional Water Authority System, January 1,
2008; and
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(B) in the case of the Musselshell-Judith
Rural Water Authority System, November 1,
2014.

———

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 90—RECOG-
NIZING THE IMPORTANCE OF
THE UNITED STATES-ISRAEL
ECONOMIC RELATIONSHIP AND
ENCOURAGING NEW AREAS OF
COOPERATION

Mr. PERDUE (for himself, Mr. GARD-
NER, Mr. RUBIO, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. ISAK-
SON, Mr. CrUZ, Mr. COONS, Mr. KAINE,
Mr. PETERS, and Mr. TESTER) sub-
mitted the following resolution; which
was referred to the Committee on For-
eign Relations:

S. REs. 90

Whereas the deep bond between the United
States and Israel is exemplified by its many
facets, including the robust economic and
commercial relationship;

Whereas, on April 22, 2015, the United
States celebrated the 32nd anniversary of its
free trade agreement with Israel, which was
the first free trade agreement entered into
by the United States;

Whereas the United States-Israel Free
Trade Agreement established the United
States-Israel Joint Committee to facilitate
the agreement and collaborate on efforts to
increase bilateral cooperation and invest-
ment;

Whereas, since the signing of this agree-
ment, two-way trade has multiplied tenfold
to over $40,000,000,000 annually;

Whereas Israel is the third largest im-
porter of United States goods in the Middle
East and North Africa (MENA) region after
Saudi Arabia and the United Arab Emirates,
despite representing only 2 percent of the re-
gion’s population;

Whereas nearly 40 percent (37 percent) of
all investment in the United States from the
MENA region comes from Israel;

Whereas Israel has more companies listed
on the NASDAQ Stock Exchange than any
other country except for the United States
and China;

Whereas, in 1956, the United States-Israel
Education Foundation was established to ad-
minister the Fulbright Program in Israel,
and has facilitated the exchange of nearly
3,300 students between the United States and
Israel since its inception;

Whereas, in 1972, the United States-Israel
Binational Science Foundation (BSF) was es-
tablished to promote scientific relations be-
tween the United States and Israel by sup-
porting collaborative research projects in
basic and applied scientific fields, and has
generated investments of over $480,000,000 to
over 4,000 projects since its inception;

Whereas Binational Science Foundation
grant recipients have included 45 Nobel Lau-
reates, 19 winners of the Albert Lasker Med-
ical Research Award, and 38 recipients of the
Wolf Prize;

Whereas, in 1977, the United States-Israel
Binational Industrial Research and Develop-
ment Foundation (BIRD) was established to
stimulate, promote, and support non-defense
industrial research and development of mu-
tual benefit to both countries in agriculture,
communications, life sciences, electronics,
electro-optics, energy, healthcare informa-
tion technology, homeland security, soft-
ware, water, and other technologies, and has
provided over $300,000,000 to over 700 joint
projects since its inception;

Whereas recent successful BIRD projects
include the ReWalk system that helps
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paraplegics walk, a medical teaching simu-
lator for Laparoscopic Hysterectomies, and a
new drug to treat chronic gout;

Whereas, in 1978, the United States-Israel
Binational Agricultural Research and Devel-
opment Fund was established as a competi-
tive funding program for mutually bene-
ficial, mission-oriented, strategic and ap-
plied research of agricultural problems con-
ducted jointly by United States and Israeli
scientists, and has provided over $250,000,000
to over 1,000 projects since its inception;

Whereas an independent review of the
United States-Israel Binational Agricultural
Research and Development Fund (BARD) es-
timated that the dollar benefits of just 10 of
its projects through 2010 came to $440,000,000
in the United States and $300,000,000 in
Israel, far exceeding total investment in the
program;

Whereas, in 1984, the United States and
Israel began convening the Joint Economic
Development Group (JEDG) to regularly dis-
cuss economic conditions and identify new
opportunities for collaboration;

Whereas, in 1994, the United States-Israel
Science and Technology Foundation
(USISTF) was established to promote the ad-
vancement of science and technology for mu-
tual economic benefit and has developed
joint research and development programs
that reach 12 States;

Whereas the United States-Israel Innova-
tion Index (USI3), which was developed by
USISTF to track and benchmark innovation
relationships, ranks the United States-Israel
innovation relationship as top-tier;

Whereas, in 2007, the United States-Israel
Binational Industrial Research and Develop-
ment Foundation (BIRD) Energy program
was established to provide support for joint
United States-Israel research and develop-
ment of renewable energy and energy effi-
ciency, and has provided $18,000,000 to 20
joint projects since its founding;

Whereas, since 2011, the United States De-
partment of Energy and the Israeli Ministry
of National Infrastructures, Energy and
Water Resources have led an annual United
States-Israel Energy Meeting with partici-
pants across government agencies to facili-
tate bilateral cooperation in that sector;

Whereas, in 2012, Congress passed and
President Barack Obama signed into law the
United States-Israel Enhanced Security Co-
operation Act of 2012 (Public Law 112-150),
which set United States policy to expand bi-
lateral cooperation across the spectrum of
civilian sectors, including high technology,
agriculture, medicine, health, pharma-
ceuticals, and energy;

Whereas, in 2013, President Obama said in
reference to Israel’s contribution to the glob-
al economy, ‘“‘That innovation is just as im-
portant to the relationship between the
United States and Israel as our security co-
operation.’’;

Whereas, in 2014, Secretary of the Treasury
Jacob Lew said, ‘‘As one of the most techno-
logically-advanced and innovative economies
in the world, Israel is an important economic
partner to the United States.”’;

Whereas, in 2014, Congress passed and
President Obama signed into law the United
States-Israel Strategic Partnership Act of
2014 (Public Law 113-296), which deepened co-
operation on energy, water, agriculture,
trade, and defense, and expressed the sense of
Congress that Israel is a major strategic
partner of the United States;

Whereas the 2015 Global Venture Capital
Confidence Survey ranked the United States
and Israel as the two countries with the
highest levels of investor confidence in the
world; and

Whereas economic cooperation between
the United States and Israel has also thrived
at the State and local levels through both
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formal agreements and bilateral organiza-
tions in over 30 States that have encouraged
new forms of cooperation in fields such as
water conservation, cybersecurity, and alter-
native energy and farming technologies:
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) affirms that the United States-Israel
economic partnership has achieved great
tangible and intangible benefits to both
countries and is a foundational component of
the strong alliance;

(2) recognizes that science and technology
innovation present promising new frontiers
for United States-Israel economic coopera-
tion, particularly in 1light of widespread
drought, cybersecurity attacks, and other
major challenges impacting the United
States;

(3) encourages the President to regularize
and expand existing forums of economic dia-
logue with Israel and foster both public and
private sector participation; and

(4) expresses support for the President to
explore new agreements with Israel, includ-
ing in the fields of energy, water, agri-
culture, medicine, neurotechnology, and cy-
bersecurity.

——
SENATE RESOLUTION 91—SUP-
PORTING THE GOALS AND

IDEALS OF NATIONAL PROFES-
SIONAL SOCIAL WORK MONTH IN
MARCH 2017 AND WORLD SOCIAL
WORK DAY ON MARCH 21, 2017

Ms. STABENOW submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was referred
to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions:

S. REs. 91

Whereas the primary mission of the social
work profession is to enhance the well-being
and help meet the basic needs of all individ-
uals, especially the most vulnerable individ-
uals in society;

Whereas social
helped—

(1) lead the struggle for social justice in
the United States; and

(2) pave the way for positive social change
for millions of people of the United States
each day;

Whereas social workers work in all areas of
United States society to improve happiness,
health, and prosperity, including in govern-
ment, schools, institutions of higher edu-
cation, social service agencies, communities,
the military, and mental health and health
care facilities;

Whereas social workers—

(1) are key employees at the Federal,
State, and local levels of government; and

(2) work to expand policies and practices
that promote equity and social justice for all
individuals;

Whereas, as of March 2017, there are almost
650,000 social workers in the United States,
and social work is 1 of the fastest-growing
careers in the United States;

Whereas social workers help individuals,
organizations, communities, and the larger
society tackle and solve the issues that con-
front the individuals, communities, and larg-
er society;

Whereas each day social workers embody
the themes of—

(A) National Professional Social Work
Month in March 2017, which is ‘‘Social Work-
ers Stand Up!”’; and

(B) World Social Work Day on March 21,
2017, which is ‘‘Promoting Community and
Environmental Stability”’;

Whereas social workers have pushed for
decades to ensure equal rights for all individ-
uals, including women, African Americans,

work pioneers have
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