
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S7087 December 17, 2024 
Federal Register notice of the addition to 
the historical park. 

(c) AVAILABILITY OF MAP.—The map shall 
be available for public inspection in the ap-
propriate offices of the National Park Serv-
ice. 

(d) LAND ACQUISITION.—The Secretary may 
acquire land and interests in land within the 
area generally depicted on the map as ‘‘Pro-
posed NPS Boundary’’ by donation, purchase 
from a willing seller with donated or appro-
priated funds, or exchange. 

(e) ADMINISTRATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall ad-

minister the historical park in accordance 
with— 

(A) this section; and 
(B) the laws generally applicable to units 

of the National Park System, including— 
(i) section 100101(a), chapter 1003, and sec-

tions 100751(a), 100752, 100753, and 102101 of 
title 54, United States Code; and 

(ii) chapter 3201 of title 54, United States 
Code. 

(2) INTERPRETATION.—The Secretary may 
provide technical assistance and public in-
terpretation of historic sites, museums, and 
resources on land not administered by the 
Secretary relating to the life of César E. 
Chávez and the history of the farmworker 
movement. 

(3) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS.—The Sec-
retary may enter into cooperative agree-
ments with the States, local governments, 
public and private organizations, and indi-
viduals to provide for the preservation, de-
velopment, interpretation, and use of the 
historical park. 

(f) GENERAL MANAGEMENT PLAN.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 3 years 

after the date on which funds are made avail-
able to carry out this subsection, the Sec-
retary shall prepare a general management 
plan for the historical park in accordance 
with section 100502 of title 54, United States 
Code. 

(2) ADDITIONAL SITES.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The general management 

plan prepared under paragraph (1) shall in-
clude a determination of whether there are— 

(i) sites located in the Coachella Valley in 
the State of California that were reviewed in 
the Study that should be added to the histor-
ical park; 

(ii) additional representative sites in the 
States that were reviewed in the Study that 
should be added to the historical park; or 

(iii) sites outside of the States in the 
United States that relate to the farmworker 
movement that should be linked to, and in-
terpreted at, the historical park. 

(B) RECOMMENDATION.—On completion of 
the preparation of the general management 
plan under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall 
submit to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources of the Senate and the 
Committee on Natural Resources of the 
House of Representatives any recommenda-
tions for additional sites to be included in 
the historical park. 

(3) CONSULTATION.—The general manage-
ment plan under paragraph (1) shall be pre-
pared in consultation with— 

(A) any owner of land that is included 
within the boundaries of the historical park; 
and 

(B) appropriate Federal, State, and Tribal 
agencies, public and private organizations, 
and individuals, including— 

(i) the National Chávez Center; and 
(ii) the César Chávez Foundation. 

SEC. 5. FARMWORKER PEREGRINACIÓN NA-
TIONAL HISTORICAL TRAIL STUDY. 

Section 5(c) of the National Trails System 
Act (16 U.S.C. 1244(c)) is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

‘‘(50) FARMWORKER PEREGRINACIÓN NA-
TIONAL HISTORIC TRAIL.—The Farmworker 

Peregrinación National Historic Trail, a 
route of approximately 300 miles taken by 
farmworkers between Delano and Sac-
ramento, California, in 1966, as generally de-
picted as ‘Alternative C’ in the study con-
ducted by the National Park Service entitled 
‘César Chávez Special Resource Study and 
Environmental Assessment’ and submitted 
to Congress on October 24, 2013.’’. 

f 

MOUNTAIN VIEW CORRIDOR 
COMPLETION ACT 

The bill (H.R. 2468) to require the 
Secretary of the Interior to convey to 
the State of Utah certain Federal land 
under the administrative jurisdiction 
of the Bureau of Land Management 
within the boundaries of Camp Wil-
liams, Utah, and for other purposes, 
was ordered to a third reading, as read 
the third time, and passed. 

f 

GREAT SALT LAKE STEWARDSHIP 
ACT 

The bill (H.R. 4094) to amend the Cen-
tral Utah Project Completion Act to 
authorize expenditures for the conduct 
of certain water conservation measures 
in the Great Salt Lake basin, and for 
other purposes, was ordered to a third 
reading, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

f 

AUTHORIZING ADDITIONAL FUND-
ING FOR THE SAN JOAQUIN 
RIVER RESTORATION SETTLE-
MENT ACT 

The bill (S. 5005) to authorize addi-
tional funding for the San Joaquin 
River Restoration Settlement Act, was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read the third time, and 
passed as follows: 

S. 5005 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR THE SAN 

JOAQUIN RIVER RESTORATION SET-
TLEMENT ACT. 

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS TO 
IMPLEMENT SETTLEMENT.—Section 10009 of 
the San Joaquin River Restoration Settle-
ment Act (Public Law 111–11; 123 Stat. 1355) 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(1), by striking 
‘‘$250,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$750,000,000’’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (b)(1), by striking 
‘‘$250,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$750,000,000’’. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR 
FRIANT DIVISION IMPROVEMENTS.—Section 
10203(c) of the Omnibus Public Land Manage-
ment Act of 2009 (Public Law 111–11; 123 Stat. 
1367) is amended by striking ‘‘$50,000,000’’ and 
inserting ‘‘$75,000,000’’. 

f 

UTAH STATE PARKS ADJUSTMENT 
ACT 

The bill (H.R. 7332) to require the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Sec-
retary of Agriculture to convey certain 
Federal land to the State of Utah for 
inclusion in certain State parks, and 
for other purposes, was ordered to a 
third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed. 

EXTENDING THE AUTHORITY TO 
COLLECT SHASTA-TRINITY MA-
RINA FEES THROUGH FISCAL 
YEAR 2029 

The bills (H.R. 3324) to extend the au-
thority to collect Shasta-Trinity Ma-
rina fees through fiscal year 2029, was 
ordered to a third reading, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska. 

H.R. 5009 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, we 
are on the floor here in the U.S. Senate 
debating and discussing the National 
Defense Authorization Act—the NDAA, 
as we call it—one of the most impor-
tant bills of the year because it sets 
our defense policy, defense spending 
numbers; it lays out the things that 
Congress wants to do, hopefully, to 
focus on modality for our troops; and it 
is about taking care of our military 
men and women and their families. So 
it is a very important bill. 

We are here at the end of the year, 
unfortunately, and I am going to com-
plain a little bit. We got this bill done 
in June in the Senate and never 
brought it to the Senate floor. I am 
just going to be a little blunt. It is the 
majority leader. Senator SCHUMER 
doesn’t prioritize national defense. He 
doesn’t. Every year, the NDAA, under 
his leadership, has come to the floor at 
the very end of the year—no chance to 
amend it; no Senate floor vote. It is 
wrong that we don’t prioritize it. He 
doesn’t prioritize national defense. 

We are looking at one of the most 
dangerous periods that we have seen 
since World War II. Dictators are on 
the march around the world—Russia, 
China, Iran, North Korea. They are all 
working together. And look at what we 
are doing with regard to defense spend-
ing. We are hitting, with President 
Biden—look at that—3 percent of GDP. 
We have been at 3 percent of GDP or 
lower only three or four times since 
the end of World War II. That is not a 
number you should aspire to if you 
want a strong American defense, espe-
cially during a dangerous time, but we 
are going down—3 percent. The Biden 
budget would bring us to below 3 per-
cent next year. 

Again, this is being jammed through 
at the end of the year. We never de-
bated it on the Senate floor. 

We did a lot of good work in the U.S. 
Senate. I want to particularly do a 
shout-out to Senator WICKER, the rank-
ing member of the Armed Services 
Committee. He will be the chairman of 
the Armed Services Committee start-
ing in January. That will be really 
great for our military, for our country. 

In our bill, we got an additional $25 
billion added to the Biden budget to 
make our military stronger. One of the 
disappointments of the NDAA that we 
are debating now—that was a bipar-
tisan addition to the budget. Remem-
ber, it is a Democratic-controlled Sen-
ate, a Democratic-controlled Armed 
Services Committee. 
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I do want to do a shout-out to Sen-

ator JACK REED, the chairman, as well. 
Senator WICKER’s leadership got us 

an additional $25 billion, which we 
need—our military needs, our troops 
need, their families need—and this 
final bill just leaves that on the cut-
ting room floor. Hey, it is one of the 
reasons I was thinking about voting 
against the bill, but there are a lot of 
good things in the bill. 

So we don’t want to be at this level, 
but we all have to come together here, 
Democrats and Republicans, recog-
nizing the dangerous world in which we 
are now living. 

Now to some of the good things in 
the NDAA. I do want to do a shout-out 
to the work that was done, particularly 
as it relates to pay raises for our most 
junior enlisted servicemembers. These 
are the pay grades E–1 to E–4. They are 
going to get a 14.5-percent pay in-
crease. That is very significant. As a 
matter of fact, I have been doing this 
for almost 10 years now. That is the 
biggest pay raise I have seen ever. And 
they needed it. Our troops need that 
money. Their families need that 
money. Inflation has been really, really 
undermining their ability to live on 
bases in Alaska or Georgia or other 
places. 

There has been a recruiting crisis in 
our military. I think it has a lot to do 
with the leadership of the Biden admin-
istration. In 2024, Army, Air Force, and 
Navy all once again failed to meet the 
recruiting goals. 

So this pay raise is needed. This pay 
raise will help. So that is a big positive 
about this bill. 

Some other things. 
It improves the support for Israel and 

its capabilities against Iran during this 
very existential-threat time Israel is 
facing. 

We are starting finally in this bill to 
reverse the shrinking U.S. Air Force, 
and we are starting to finally attack 
the issue of Navy shipbuilding. We are 
in the worst crisis in almost 50 years in 
terms of building ships for our country. 
That is a bipartisan assessment by the 
Congressional Research Service saying 
that manning, maintaining, and build-
ing ships hasn’t been this bad in almost 
half a century. We have to get on this. 

The Chinese are building ships at a 
rapid rate, and we can’t build any-
thing. So we are starting to turn that 
around. This bill should start turning 
that around. President Trump and his 
team, I am really hopeful, are going to 
turn that around. I have talked to 
President Trump about this very topic, 
our very weak industrial base, and how 
we are getting outbuilt by the Chinese. 
We need to turn that around. 

Of course, Mr. President, I was hon-
ored to work hard on some really im-
portant things for the great State of 
Alaska. The father of the Air Force, 
Billy Mitchell, Gen. Billy Mitchell, 
called Alaska the most strategic place 
in the world. It is. Our enemies know 
that, and Americans should know that. 
So we are building up our military in 
Alaska. 

I consider Alaska contributing—our 
great State contributes many things to 
our Nation’s defense. I like to say there 
are three pillars of the strength of 
Alaska for America. 

We are the cornerstone of missile de-
fense. All the missiles that would 
intercept anything shot at New York 
or Miami or Chicago, they are all based 
in Alaska, with the exception of four at 
Vandenberg Space Force Base. 

All the radar systems that track 
these missiles, again, are all based in 
Alaska. 

We are the hub of air combat power 
for the Arctic and Asia-Pacific. We 
have over 100 fifth-generation fight-
ers—F–22s, F–35s—in Alaska. No other 
place on the planet Earth has that kind 
of fifth-gen combat capability. 

We are the place where expeditionary 
forces—now the 11th Airborne Division 
for the U.S. Army—can deploy in a mo-
ment’s notice anywhere in the world 
because we are so strategic. 

Those are the three pillars. We are 
going to build on those pillars in this 
bill. 

I was able to get close to $750 million 
in military construction for the great 
State of Alaska. That is good for Alas-
ka, it is good for our economy, and it is 
good for our workers. But most impor-
tantly, when we are talking about na-
tional defense and the NDAA, it is real-
ly good for the national security of 
America. 

Mr. President, overall, I am going to 
be supporting this bill. It is important. 
It should have gotten here way earlier. 
We should have been able to have 
amendments for it. Again, I don’t know 
why Senator SCHUMER, whenever he 
was in leadership, always brought this 
at the end of the year. He never 
prioritized the NDAA—never. 

But I will say, I am disappointed 
about a couple of things in this bill. 
This is just an area where the Congress 
of the United States has to start get-
ting a lot more serious. 

I have this chart here. It says ‘‘Xi’s 
Appeasers in Congress.’’ That is tough 
language. That is Xi Jinping, the dic-
tator of China. 

I and others had some provisions. I 
am going to mention three of mine 
that were focused on going after the 
Chinese Communist Party—very bipar-
tisan provisions in the NDAA. Yet 
somebody, in the middle of the night— 
I don’t know who; an appeaser for Xi— 
strips these measures out of the bill, 
and the final bill doesn’t have them. 
The final bill doesn’t have them. These 
are the most bipartisan things. Yet we 
have Members of Congress that don’t 
realize this guy is a dictator that we 
need to be ready to defeat. When we 
have anti-China stuff—anti-Chinese 
Communist Party stuff, Members of 
Congress, somewhere, somehow, 
stripped this. Who the heck is appeas-
ing Xi? 

Let me just give you a couple of ex-
amples. It is a mystery, and it is frus-
trating. Come on—what are we doing? 

No. 1. See down here? This is the New 
York Times from last week: ‘‘China 

Bans Rare Mineral Exports to the 
U.S.’’ Well, we knew that was coming. 
China dominates critical minerals, rare 
earth elements. So we are very vulner-
able to the Chinese. 

(Mr. KELLY assumed the Chair.) 
Here is the good news: We have crit-

ical minerals in America. We have 
great critical minerals in Alaska. We 
have them in Arizona. I see Captain 
Kelly on the floor. We have minerals 
that can make our country less depend-
ent on China when they blackmail us 
like this. 

So I had a provision, Mr. President. 
We have a road in Alaska to go to what 
is called the Ambler Mining District. It 
has critical minerals. It is one of the 
biggest sources of critical minerals in 
America. We have a road. The previous 
administrations—starting with Presi-
dent Obama, President Trump—cer-
tified this road, right-of-way. Of 
course, President Biden, who will listen 
to the radical environmental groups no 
matter what—even when it makes us 
weaker to China—he killed the road. 

In the markup of the Senate NDAA 
bill, I said to my colleagues: Col-
leagues, we need this road because it is 
going to make us less dependent on 
China. 

Guess what. That provision in the 
Senate NDAA passed 20 to 5. I believe 
the Presiding Officer voted for it. Bi-
partisan. Everybody agreed. 

We need to do more to have our own 
critical minerals so we are not depend-
ent on China. That was good. It was 
good for our country, good for our mili-
tary, good for Alaska. Yet somebody 
stripped it out. I heard it was HAKEEM 
JEFFRIES, the minority leader. I don’t 
know. Maybe he is pro-Xi Jinping. But 
he stripped out the provision that was 
going to make us stronger in terms of 
critical minerals, the week that the 
Chinese said they were going they ban 
exports of critical minerals to Amer-
ica. 

Good job over there, Minority Leader 
JEFFRIES. Way to go. I am sure Xi 
Jinping was applauding your actions. 

Second, Mr. President—now, this one 
might seem a little bit small-ball, but 
it was important to me, and I think it 
was important to America. Somehow, 
someway, the Chinese have dominated 
global fishing. OK. They are the largest 
seafood producer and consumer and ex-
porter of fish, rising to almost $93 bil-
lion in 2023. 

But here is the deal: They use ghost 
fleets. They have a horrible environ-
mental record. They use slave labor on 
their ships. They are about as bad as it 
gets in global fishing. 

Well, a constituent of mine back 
home said: Hey, Senator, why are we 
selling Chinese communist fish to our 
military members, to our com-
missaries, to our chow halls? Soldiers, 
sailors, marines eating this fish. It is 
horrible fish, by the way. 

Why are we selling this to them? 
Why is our military buying communist 
fish from the Chinese when they can 
buy great Alaskan seafood, freedom 
fish? Why? 
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I don’t know. It is a great question. 
So I had a provision saying: Hey, you 

think the Chinese are letting their 
military eat great Alaskan freedom 
fish? Do you think the Chinese buy 
Alaskan fish? They don’t. So why the 
heck are we buying Chinese fish? 

So I had a provision in the NDAA in 
the Senate that says our military, our 
commissaries, our chow halls, our sol-
diers, our sailors—we are not going to 
buy Chinese communist fish. Why 
should we help those guys? They don’t 
buy our fish. Let’s eat American fish, 
Alaskan fish, Mississippi fish, Maine 
lobsters. 

That vote in the Armed Services 
Committee, on which the Presiding Of-
ficer sits with me, passed unani-
mously—unanimously. Everybody 
agreed. Heck, why are we buying Chi-
nese communist fish? Let’s buy Alas-
kan fish for our troops. 

Guess what? Somebody—I think it 
was HAKEEM JEFFRIES again, in the 
middle of the night, said: Nope, we are 
going to strip that out. We are going to 
strip that out. Let’s undermine Alaska 
and American fishermen, and let’s pro-
mote Chinese slave labor, fishermen, 
and continue to export and have our 
military members eat that fish. 

What a dumb idea. Who is doing this? 
Who is the Xi Jinping appeaser in the 
Congress? I don’t know. HAKEEM 
JEFFRIES, I heard it was you. Maybe 
you want to come and talk to us. But 
why would you get rid of that provi-
sion? It helps Alaskans. It helps fisher-
men. It helps American fishermen. It 
helps our troops. It helps the military. 

Nope, we are going to rip that out, 
and we are going to make sure Chinese 
fish exports, which use slave labor, can 
still go onto our military bases. 

I can’t believe it, but that is what 
happened. 

Then, finally, this outbound invest-
ment provision. We have been working 
on this issue. Senator CORNYN, in par-
ticular, has done a great job—and so 
has Senator CASEY—on this. This is an 
amendment of ours that we got in the 
NDAA. All it says is—unfortunately, 
we have some finance firms in Amer-
ica—I have sat down with a couple of 
these guys. I still can’t believe it. I am 
like: Hey, where is your patriotism? We 
have American hedge funds, private eq-
uity groups, and even some investment 
banks, who invest big-time in Chinese 
military capabilities—in quantum 
computing, AI, advanced chip manufac-
turing—in China. 

And all this provision says is: Hey, 
we want to know who is doing that. We 
want to know who is doing that. 

That passed in the U.S. Senate with 
over 90 Senate votes—over 90 Senate 
votes. We finally got it in the NDAA, 
and it got stripped out. That got 
stripped out. Again, I think it was Mi-
nority Leader HAKEEM JEFFRIES did 
that one that time, too. 

So, again, these are all things—every 
one of these—Ambler Access for crit-
ical minerals in Alaska to compete 
against China, banning Chinese com-

munist fish on U.S. bases for our mili-
tary and commissaries so we get fish 
from Alaskans and other great Amer-
ican fishermen, outbound investment. 
Hey, who is investing in quantum com-
puting? We want to know. We want to 
know. American investors using, you 
know, Iowa teacher pension funds to 
help the Chinese get stronger? Are you 
kidding me? 

All these were in the Senate bill, and 
all these got stripped out by the House. 
Come on, guys. Whose side are you on? 
Really? 

So here is what I want to say. I want 
to end with this: We all know it is a 
dangerous world, and this is what we 
have to get back to: Peace through 
strength. Peace through strength. 

You can do that in many ways—get-
ting stronger from a military perspec-
tive, stronger from a natural resources 
perspective, stronger from an energy 
perspective. This is what President 
Trump ran on. This is what Republican 
Senators ran on. This is what Repub-
lican House Members ran on. This is 
what was in our platform in Mil-
waukee, the Republican Party plat-
form—very similar to the Reagan 1984 
platform. It is what the American peo-
ple want. 

So, Mr. President, I am going to vote 
yes for the NDAA tomorrow when we 
vote on it. I want to commend Senator 
REED and Senator WICKER for their 
hard work on this bill. It should have 
been brought up way earlier—way ear-
lier. But we need to do better. We need 
to do better. And I sure hope, when we 
work on this bill again next year, that 
whoever is doing the appeasing in 
China is no longer going to do that—no 
longer going to do that. 

We need to return to peace through 
strength. It is a dangerous world. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

BIENNIAL REPORT FROM THE OF-
FICE OF CONGRESSIONAL WORK-
PLACE RIGHTS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the record the biennial report from the 
Office of Congressional Workplace 
Rights. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

BIENNIAL REPORT OF THE BOARD 
OF DIRECTORS OF THE OFFICE 
OF CONGRESSIONAL WORKPLACE 
RIGHTS 

U.S. CONGRESS, OFFICE OF CONGRES-
SIONAL WORKPLACE RIGHTS, 

Washington, DC, December 17, 2024. 
Hon. PATTY MURRAY, 
President pro tempore, U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 
Re Biennial Report from the Office of Con-

gressional Workplace Rights 
DEAR MADAM PRESIDENT: Section 102(b) of 

the Congressional Accountability Act of 1995 
(CAA) requires the Board of Directors of the 
Office of Congressional Workplace Rights 

(OCWR) to biennially submit a report con-
taining recommendations regarding the ap-
plicability of Federal workplace rights, safe-
ty and health, and public access laws and 
regulations to the legislative branch. The 
purpose of this report is to ensure that the 
rights afforded by the CAA to legislative 
branch employees and visitors to Capitol 
Hill and district and state offices remain 
equivalent to those in the private sector and 
the executive branch of the Federal Govern-
ment. As such, these recommendations sup-
port the intent of Congress to keep pace with 
advances in workplace rights and public ac-
cess laws. 

Accompanying this letter is a copy of the 
Board’s Section 102(b) report for the 119th 
Congress. The Board welcomes discussion on 
these issues and urges that Congress act on 
these important recommendations. As re-
quired by the CAA, we request that this pub-
lication be printed in the Congressional 
Record and referred to the Committee on 
Rules and Administration as the committee 
of the U.S. Senate with jurisdiction. 

Sincerely, 
MARTIN J. CRANE, 

Executive Director, 
Office of Congressional Workplace Rights. 

Attachment. 
BIENNIAL REPORT OF THE BOARD OF DI-

RECTORS OF THE OFFICE OF CONGRES-
SIONAL WORKPLACE RIGHTS 

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR IMPROVE-
MENTS TO THE CONGRESSIONAL AC-
COUNTABILITY ACT 

Required by Section 102(b) of the 
Congressional Accountability Act 

Issued at the Conclusion of the 118th Con-
gress for Consideration by the 119th Con-
gress 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
The Office of Congressional Workplace 

Rights (OCWR) Board of Directors submits 
this report to Congress pursuant to section 
102(b) of the Congressional Accountability 
Act (CAA). In accordance with the CAA, the 
Board is to provide each Congress with rec-
ommendations regarding the applicability to 
the legislative branch of federal workplace 
rights, safety and health, and public access 
laws and regulations. The Board’s fulfillment 
of this requirement provides Congress with 
information and recommendations necessary 
to ensure parity between the rights and pro-
tections applied to the legislative branch 
and those applied to the executive branch 
and the private sector. 

Currently executive branch and private 
employees have protections and rights that 
legislative branch employees do not have. In 
this report, the Board addresses and rec-
ommends changes to the CAA’s substantive 
protections and obligations and to the nec-
essary implementing procedures and regula-
tions. Adoption of these recommendations 
would ensure that Congress meets the goal 
that it set for itself: to apply to the legisla-
tive branch those workplace rights and obli-
gations that it has applied to the executive 
branch and the private sector. The following 
is a summary of the Board’s recommenda-
tions: 
Create Parity with the Executive Branch and 

the Private Sector 
Require legislative branch offices to main-

tain records of workplace injuries and ill-
nesses. 

Provide comparable parental bereavement 
leave for legislative branch employees. 

Provide comparable nursing protections 
for legislative branch employees. 

Provide comparable religious compen-
satory time for all legislative branch em-
ployees. 

Provide comparable whistleblower protec-
tions to legislative branch employees. 
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