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Federal funding under such Act, and
for other purposes; to the Committee
on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, today 1
am introducing legislation to allow the
District of Columbia to receive funding
and other benefits under the Coastal
Zone Management Act. I am pleased to
offer this companion legislation to a
bill, H.R. 2540, introduced by the Con-
gresswoman from the District of Co-
lumbia, ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON.

Few of us realize that 70 percent of
the District is located within the
coastal plain. Similar to my State of
Delaware, sea level rise, upstream
sources of water and degraded infra-
structure mean that the District could
experience serious future cleanup and
repair costs due to flooding—including
damage to federal property, which
makes up almost 30 percent of the Dis-
trict. Since 1950, the National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration
(NOAA) reports there has been a 343
percent increase in nuisance flooding
in the District. And, since 2006, DC has
experienced two 100-year flooding
events, and District officials estimate
that a future 100-year flood event could
cause over $1.2 billion in damages.
Needless to say, these events will be-
come more and more common due to
climate change and sea level rise.

The District of Columbia would use
funding from the Coastal Zone Manage-
ment Program for flood risk planning
and environmental restoration to pre-
vent and mitigate future flood damage.
At the same time, this work would help
to restore and conserve the District’s
coastal resources such as habitat, fish-
eries, and endangered species.

If included in the Coastal Zone Man-
agement Program, the District of Co-
lumbia would be eligible for $1 million
or more of federal funding annually to
assist in coastal flood-control projects,
to combat non-point source water pol-
lution, and to develop special area
management plans in areas experi-
encing environmental justice and/or
flooding issues.

The National Coastal Zone Manage-
ment Program, housed in NOAA, was
established through the passage of the
Federal Coastal Zone Management Act
of 1972. At the time, Congress recog-
nized the need to manage the effects of
increased growth in the nation’s coast-
al zone, which includes jurisdictions
bordering the oceans and the Great
Lakes.

There are currently 34 jurisdictional
coastal zone management programs,
including both states and territories.
In order for the District of Columbia to
participate in the program, Congress
must pass this amendment to the
Coastal Zone Management Act that
would include the District under the
definition of a ‘‘coastal State.” Thank
you, Mr. President.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed
in the RECORD.
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There being no objection, the text of
the bill was ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:

S. 3146

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 ‘“Flood Pre-
vention Act of 2018”°.

SEC. 2. ELIGIBILITY OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
FOR FEDERAL FUNDING UNDER THE
COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT ACT
OF 1972.

Section 304(4) of the Coastal Zone Manage-
ment Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1453(4)) is amend-
ed by inserting ‘‘the District of Columbia,”
after ‘‘the term also includes’.

——————

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 557—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE
SENATE REGARDING THE STRA-
TEGIC IMPORTANCE OF NATO TO
THE COLLECTIVE SECURITY OF
THE TRANSATLANTIC REGION
AND URGING ITS MEMBER
STATES TO WORK TOGETHER AT
THE UPCOMING SUMMIT TO
STRENGTHEN THE ALLIANCE

Mr. WICKER (for himself, Mr.
CARDIN, Mr. TILLIS, and Mrs. SHAHEEN)
submitted the following resolution;
which was referred to the Committee
on Foreign Relations:

S. RES. 557

Whereas the North Atlantic Treaty Organi-
zation (referred to in this Resolution as
“NATO”) will hold its next Summit meeting
July 11-12, 2018, in Brussels, Belgium;

Whereas the security of the United States
remains inextricably linked to the security
of Europe and NATO’s founding purpose re-
mains as valid today as it has been since
NATO was created;

Whereas our NATO allies have contributed
significantly to military operations led by
the United States around the world, and ac-
tively contribute to current Alliance mis-
sions, including the reinforcement of NATO’s
eastern flank by leading 3 of the 4
battlegroups of NATO’s Enhanced Forward
Presence;

Whereas while an increasing number of
NATO member states are fulfilling their
pledges at the 2014 NATO summit in Wales to
allocate 2 percent of their gross domestic
product towards defense spending, all NATO
member states should be urged to meet the 2
percent target and to allocate 20 percent of
their annual defense spending on major new
equipment, including related research and
development, in order to more fairly share
the burden of transatlantic defense;

Whereas United States force deployments
to Europe as part of the European Deter-
rence Initiative, and the corresponding
measures by NATO member states in the En-
hanced Forward Presence, are contributing
to enhanced security on NATO’s eastern
flank;

Whereas the Russian Federation’s aggres-
sion towards its neighbors, its breach of
international norms, and its noncompliance
with its arms control commitments have se-
verely impacted European security and will
continue to pose a security threat for the
foreseeable future;

Whereas administrative and logistical ob-
stacles to the mobility of military assets
across Europe, and the potential mismatch
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between the speed of NATO-level decision
making and the speed of a crisis, have been
shown to constitute potential challenges to
the successful defense of NATO’s territorial
integrity;

Whereas the cyber domain is a crucial as-
pect of NATO operations and a key tool at
potential adversaries’ disposal;

Whereas NATO member states collectively
face a continued and persistent threat from
terrorism and our NATO allies are making
significant commitments in Kkeeping ter-
rorist networks from interfering in any
NATO territory;

Whereas NATO member states—

(1) have collectively identified corruption
and poor governance, including within mem-
ber states, as ‘‘security challenges which un-
dermine democracy, the rule of law, and eco-
nomic development’’; and

(2) in recognition of this challenge, adopt-
ed a Building Integrity Policy, which is in-
tended to support transparent and account-
able defense institutions under democratic
control;

Whereas NATO’s enlargement has deliv-
ered enhanced security and stability to all
NATO member states, including Montenegro
(the newest NATO member), while remaining
incomplete and underlining the need for
NATO’s Open Door Policy to remain in effect
for all aspiring countries and for invitations
to join NATO to be issued as soon as an aspi-
rant country has met the conditions for
membership;

Whereas the first of 10 Principles Guiding
Relations between participating States con-
tained in the Final Act of the Conference on
Security and Cooperation in Europe, done at
Helsinki August 1, 1975 (commonly known as
the ‘‘Helsinki Final Act’) recognizes the
right to be or not to be a party to treaties of
alliance as a right inherent in sovereignty to
be respected on an equal basis among the sig-
natory states;

Whereas the commitment made by NATO
in the Founding Act on Mutual Relations,
Cooperation and Security Between NATO
and the Russian Federation, done at Paris
May 27, 1997 (commonly known as the
“NATO-Russia Founding Act’) to ‘“‘carry out
its collective defence and other missions by
ensuring the necessary interoperability, in-
tegration, and capability for reinforcement
rather than by additional permanent sta-
tioning of substantial combat forces” was
predicated on ‘‘the current and foreseeable
security environment’ that existed in 1997,
which has been fundamentally altered by the
aggression directed by the leaders of the
Russian Federation:

Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) reaffirms the enduring commitment of
the United States to NATO’s collective de-
fense, enshrined in Article 5 of the North At-
lantic Treaty, done at Washington April 4,
1949 (commonly known as the ‘“‘Washington
Treaty’’);

(2) emphasizes the need for all NATO mem-
ber states to be prepared to meet their re-
spective obligations under Article 5 of the
Washington Treaty;

(3) pledges its support for all appropriate
measures collectively taken to deter and de-
fend against, if necessary, Russian aggres-
sion against the territory of any NATO
member state, including the explicit aim of
the leaders of the Russian Federation to
fracture the unity between NATO member
states;

(4) emphasizes its commitment to a North
Atlantic alliance based on shared values, in-
cluding the rule of law, to prevent internal
forces from eroding NATO’s foundation;

(5) encourages all NATO member states to
clearly commit to further enlargement of
the alliance, including extending invitations
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to any aspirant country which has met the
conditions required to join NATO; and

(6) urges leaders who will be meeting at the
2018 NATO summit in Brussels, Belgium to
ensure that NATO—

(A) meets urgent security threats;

(B) continues to transform to counter
emerging and evolving challenges, including
hybrid warfare, terrorism, cyberattacks, and
renewed challenges to sea lines of commu-
nication between North America and Europe;
and

(C) adopts a rapid reinforcement plan
that—

(i) expedites political decision making;

(ii) reinvigorates the NATO command
structure;

(iii) streamlines the capacity to mobilize
forces across national borders; and

(iv) improves joint readiness goals.

———

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 3224. Mr. ROBERTS (for himself and
Ms. STABENOW) proposed an amendment to
the bill H.R. 2, to provide for the reform and
continuation of agricultural and other pro-
grams of the Department of Agriculture
through fiscal year 2023, and for other pur-
poses.

SA 3225. Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for herself,
Mr. RUBIO, and Mr. NELSON) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 3224 proposed by Mr. ROB-
ERTS (for himself and Ms. STABENOW) to the
bill H.R. 2, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 3226. Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for herself,
Mr. ToOMEY, and Mr. RUBIO) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 3224 proposed by Mr. ROB-
ERTS (for himself and Ms. STABENOW) to the
bill H.R. 2, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 3227. Mr. BLUMENTHAL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 3224 proposed by Mr. ROB-
ERTS (for himself and Ms. STABENOW) to the
bill H.R. 2, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 3228. Mr. BLUMENTHAL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 3224 proposed by Mr. ROB-
ERTS (for himself and Ms. STABENOW) to the
bill H.R. 2, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 3229. Mr. BLUMENTHAL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 3224 proposed by Mr. ROB-
ERTS (for himself and Ms. STABENOW) to the
bill H.R. 2, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 3230. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 3224 proposed by Mr. ROB-
ERTS (for himself and Ms. STABENOW) to the
bill H.R. 2, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 3231. Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr.
BROWN, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. McCAIN, Mr. ENzI,
Ms. CoLLINS, and Mr. FLAKE) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 3224 proposed by Mr. ROB-
ERTS (for himself and Ms. STABENOW) to the
bill H.R. 2, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 3232. Mr. HELLER (for himself and Mr.
MANCHIN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 3224 pro-
posed by Mr. ROBERTS (for himself and Ms.
STABENOW) to the bill H.R. 2, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3233. Mr. DAINES (for himself and Mr.
RISCH) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed to amendment SA 3224 proposed
by Mr. ROBERTS (for himself and Ms. STABE-
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NOW) to the bill H.R. 2, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 3234. Mr. DAINES (for himself and Mr.
MORAN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 3224 pro-
posed by Mr. ROBERTS (for himself and Ms.
STABENOW) to the bill H.R. 2, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3235. Mr. DAINES submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 3224 proposed by Mr. ROBERTS (for him-
self and Ms. STABENOW) to the bill H.R. 2,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3236. Mr. DAINES submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 3224 proposed by Mr. ROBERTS (for him-
self and Ms. STABENOW) to the bill H.R. 2,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3237. Mr. DAINES submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 3224 proposed by Mr. ROBERTS (for him-
self and Ms. STABENOW) to the bill H.R. 2,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3238. Ms. SMITH (for herself, Mr. DON-
NELLY, and Mr. SULLIVAN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 3224 proposed by Mr. ROB-
ERTS (for himself and Ms. STABENOW) to the
bill H.R. 2, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 3239. Mr. KING (for himself, Mr.
DAINES, and Ms. COLLINS) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 3224 proposed by Mr. ROB-
ERTS (for himself and Ms. STABENOW) to the
bill H.R. 2, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 3240. Mr. HEINRICH submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 3224 proposed by Mr. ROB-
ERTS (for himself and Ms. STABENOW) to the
bill H.R. 2, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 3241. Mr. HEINRICH (for himself and
Mr. DAINES) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3224
proposed by Mr. ROBERTS (for himself and
Ms. STABENOW) to the bill H.R. 2, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3242. Mr. JONES submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 3224 proposed by Mr. ROBERTS (for him-
self and Ms. STABENOW) to the bill H.R. 2,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3243. Mr. COONS (for himself and Mr.
CORKER) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 3224 pro-
posed by Mr. ROBERTS (for himself and Ms.
STABENOW) to the bill H.R. 2, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3244. Mr. KENNEDY (for himself, Mr.
CASSIDY, and Mr. WHITEHOUSE) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 3224 proposed by Mr. ROB-
ERTS (for himself and Ms. STABENOW) to the
bill H.R. 2, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 3245. Mr. HOEVEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 3224 proposed by Mr. ROB-
ERTS (for himself and Ms. STABENOW) to the
bill H.R. 2, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 3246. Mr. HOEVEN (for himself and Ms.
HEITKAMP) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3224
proposed by Mr. ROBERTS (for himself and
Ms. STABENOW) to the bill H.R. 2, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3247. Mr. HOEVEN (for himself and Ms.
HEITKAMP) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3224
proposed by Mr. ROBERTS (for himself and
Ms. STABENOW) to the bill H.R. 2, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3248. Mr. LEE (for himself, Mr. CRUZ,
and Mr. SASSE) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3224
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proposed by Mr. ROBERTS (for himself and
Ms. STABENOW) to the bill H.R. 2, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3249. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed to amendment SA
3224 proposed by Mr. ROBERTS (for himself
and Ms . STABENOW) to the bill H.R. 2, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3250. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed to amendment SA
3224 proposed by Mr. ROBERTS (for himself
and Ms . STABENOW) to the bill H.R. 2, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3251. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed to amendment SA
3224 proposed by Mr. ROBERTS (for himself
and Ms . STABENOW) to the bill H.R. 2, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3252. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed to amendment SA
3224 proposed by Mr. ROBERTS (for himself
and Ms . STABENOW) to the bill H.R. 2, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3253. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed to amendment SA
3224 proposed by Mr. ROBERTS (for himself
and Ms . STABENOW) to the bill H.R. 2, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3254. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed to amendment SA
3224 proposed by Mr. ROBERTS (for himself
and Ms . STABENOW) to the bill H.R. 2, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3265. Mr. LEE (for himself and Mr.
TOOMEY) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 3224 pro-
posed by Mr. ROBERTS (for himself and Ms.
STABENOW) to the bill H.R. 2, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3256. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed to amendment SA
3224 proposed by Mr. ROBERTS (for himself
and Ms . STABENOW) to the bill H.R. 2, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3257. Mr. HELLER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill H.R. 2, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 3258. Mr. BURR (for himself, Mr. BEN-
NET, and Mr. TESTER) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 3259. Mr. UDALL (for himself and Mr.
BOOKER) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3260. Mr. KING (for himself, Ms. COL-
LINS, and Mr. BOOZMAN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 3224 proposed by Mr. ROBERTS (for him-
self and Ms. STABENOW) to the bill H.R. 2,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3261. Mr. RUBIO (for himself, Mr. NEL-
SON, and Mr. CRUZ) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill
H.R. 2, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 3262. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 3263. Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself, Mr.
SULLIVAN, and Mr. MANCHIN) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 2, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 3264. Ms. COLLINS (for herself, Mr.
KING, Mr. JONES, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mrs. FISCHER, Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mr.
ENzI, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. SUL-
LIVAN, Mr. BLUNT, Ms. HASSAN, Mr. TOOMEY,
Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. ROUNDS, and
Mr. REED) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill H.R.
2, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 3265. Mr. TOOMEY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
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