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House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. BOST). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
June 8, 2016. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable MIKE BOST 
to act as Speaker pro tempore on this day. 

PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

PRAYER 

Reverend Brian Britton, The Dwell-
ing Place Churches, Williamsburg, Vir-
ginia, offered the following prayer: 

Heavenly Father, today we are 
thankful for Your great grace and 
faithfulness toward our Nation and its 
leaders. 

It is my prayer that You would con-
tinue to bless this Congress with Your 
wisdom, insight, and increased revela-
tion of Your will for this land and its 
people. 

May Your holy spirit guide us into a 
greater unity with You and with each 
other. Shed Your light on the pressing 
issues of this day in such a way that 
Your glory would increase in the 
Earth. 

Open eyes to see what needs to be 
seen, ears to hear what needs to be 
heard, and grant each leader here the 
courage to do what needs to be done 
and to say what needs to be said. 

Today I declare that this Nation will 
continue to be a beacon of light, hope, 
prosperity, justice, and liberty to all 
the peoples of the Earth. 

In Jesus’ name, amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 

last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote 
on agreeing to the Speaker’s approval 
of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the Speaker’s approval 
of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I object 
to the vote on the ground that a 
quorum is not present and make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8, rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

The point of no quorum is considered 
withdrawn. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. HURT) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. HURT of Virginia led the Pledge 
of Allegiance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

WELCOMING REVEREND BRIAN 
BRITTON 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. WITTMAN) is recognized for 1 
minute. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WITTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 

recognize today’s guest chaplain, Rev-
erend Brian Britton, and thank him for 
delivering this morning’s invocation. 

Reverend Britton serves as the senior 
pastor of The Dwelling Place Church in 
Williamsburg, Virginia, where he lives 
with his wife, Valerie, and daughter, 
Anastasia. In addition to his work in 
the First District, Reverend Britton 
pastors a church in Richmond, Vir-
ginia, and travels internationally to 
act as a missionary to communities in 
Africa, South America, and Central 
Asia. Pastor Britton will be leaving to-
morrow to pursue his work in Africa. 

Our Nation was built on a foundation 
of faith. Through Reverend Britton, we 
can all see firsthand how God uses his 
ministry to eternally impact the lives 
of men, women, and children of his 
church, of his community, of his Com-
monwealth, and of this world. 

Thank you, Reverend Britton, for 
your prayer this morning, and for act-
ing as a spiritual leader to those of the 
First District. May God continue to 
bless the Britton family, our Common-
wealth, and our country. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, June 8, 2016. 
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
June 8, 2016 at 9:27 a.m.: 

That the Senate agreed to without amend-
ment H. Con. Res. 119. 

That the Senate passed S. 2487. 
With best wishes, I am, 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 

PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. After 
consultation among the Speaker and 
the majority and minority leaders, and 
with their consent, the Chair an-
nounces that, when the two Houses 
meet in joint meeting to hear an ad-
dress by His Excellency Narendra Modi, 
Prime Minister of the Republic of 
India, only the doors immediately op-
posite the Speaker and those imme-
diately to his left and right will be 
open. 

No one will be allowed on the floor of 
the House who does not have the privi-
lege of the floor of the House. Due to 
the large attendance that is antici-
pated, the rule regarding the privilege 
of the floor must be strictly enforced. 
Children of Members will not be per-
mitted on the floor. The cooperation of 
all Members is requested. 

The practice of reserving seats prior 
to the joint meeting by placard will 
not be allowed. Members may reserve 
their seats by physical presence only 
following the security sweep of the 
Chamber. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Thurs-
day, May 26, 2016, the House stands in 
recess subject to the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly, (at 10 o’clock and 6 min-
utes a.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1050 

JOINT MEETING TO HEAR AN AD-
DRESS BY HIS EXCELLENCY 
NARENDRA MODI, PRIME MIN-
ISTER OF THE REPUBLIC OF 
INDIA 

During the recess, the House was 
called to order by the Speaker at 10 
o’clock and 50 minutes a.m. 

The Assistant to the Sergeant at 
Arms, Ms. Kathleen Joyce, announced 
the Vice President and Members of the 
U.S. Senate, who entered the Hall of 
the House of Representatives, the Vice 
President taking the chair at the right 
of the Speaker, and the Members of the 
Senate the seats reserved for them. 

The SPEAKER. The joint meeting 
will come to order. 

The Chair appoints as members of 
the committee on the part of the House 
to escort His Excellency Narendra 
Modi into the Chamber: 

The gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. 
SCALISE); 

The gentlewoman from Washington 
(Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS); 

The gentleman from Oregon (Mr. 
WALDEN); 

The gentleman from Indiana (Mr. 
MESSER); 

The gentlewoman from Kansas (Ms. 
JENKINS); 

The gentleman from California (Mr. 
ROYCE); 

The gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. HOLDING); 

The gentleman from Texas (Mr. POE); 
The gentleman from South Carolina 

(Mr. WILSON); 
The gentlewoman from Wyoming 

(Mrs. LUMMIS); 
The gentlewoman from California 

(Ms. PELOSI); 
The gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 

HOYER); 
The gentleman from California (Mr. 

BECERRA); 
The gentleman from New York (Mr. 

CROWLEY); 
The gentleman from California (Mr. 

BERA); 
The gentleman from Washington (Mr. 

MCDERMOTT); 
The gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 

PALLONE); 
The gentlewoman from Hawaii (Ms. 

GABBARD); 
The gentlewoman from New York 

(Mrs. LOWEY); 
The gentlewoman from Maryland 

(Ms. EDWARDS); 
The gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 

VAN HOLLEN); and 
The gentlewoman from California 

(Ms. ESHOO). 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Presi-

dent of the Senate, at the direction of 
that body, appoints the following Sen-
ators as members of the committee on 
the part of the Senate to escort His Ex-
cellency Narendra Modi into the House 
Chamber: 

The Senator from Kentucky (Mr. 
MCCONNELL); 

The Senator from Texas (Mr. COR-
NYN); 

The Senator from Utah (Mr. HATCH); 
The Senator from Missouri (Mr. 

BLUNT); 
The Senator from Wyoming (Mr. 

BARRASSO); 
The Senator from Mississippi (Mr. 

WICKER); 
The Senator from Tennessee (Mr. 

CORKER); 
The Senator from Ohio (Mr. 

PORTMAN); 
The Senator from Illinois (Mr. DUR-

BIN); 
The Senator from Washington (Mrs. 

MURRAY); 
The Senator from Michigan (Ms. STA-

BENOW); 
The Senator from Minnesota (Ms. 

KLOBUCHAR); and 
The Senator from Maryland (Mr. 

CARDIN). 
The Assistant to the Sergeant at 

Arms announced the Acting Dean of 
the Diplomatic Corps, Her Excellency 
Hunaina Sultan Ahmed Al Mughairy, 
the Sultanate of Oman. 

The Acting Dean of the Diplomatic 
Corps entered the Hall of the House of 
Representatives and took the seat re-
served for her. 

The Assistant to the Sergeant at 
Arms announced the Cabinet of the 
President of the United States. 

The members of the Cabinet of the 
President of the United States entered 
the Hall of the House of Representa-
tives and took the seats reserved for 
them in front of the Speaker’s rostrum. 

At 11 o’clock and 13 minutes a.m., 
the Sergeant at Arms, the Honorable 
Paul D. Irving, announced His Excel-
lency Narendra Modi, Prime Minister 
of the Republic of India. 

The Prime Minister of the Republic 
of India, escorted by the committee of 
Senators and Representatives, entered 
the Hall of the House of Representa-
tives and stood at the Clerk’s desk. 

(Applause, the Members rising.) 
The SPEAKER. Members of Con-

gress, I have the high privilege and the 
distinct honor of presenting to you His 
Excellency Narendra Modi, Prime Min-
ister of the Republic of India. 

(Applause, the Members rising.) 
Prime Minister MODI. Mr. Speaker, 

Mr. Vice President, distinguished 
Members of the U.S. Congress, ladies 
and gentlemen, I am deeply honored by 
the invitation to address this joint 
meeting of the U.S. Congress. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker, for opening 
the door of this magnificent Capitol. 
This temple of democracy has encour-
aged and empowered other democracies 
the world over. 

It manifests the spirit of this great 
Nation which, in Abraham Lincoln’s 
words, ‘‘was conceived in liberty and 
dedicated to the proposition that all 
men are created equal.’’ 

In granting me this opportunity, you 
have honored the world’s largest de-
mocracy and its 1.25 billion people. As 
a representative of the world’s largest 
democracy, it is, indeed, a privilege to 
speak to the leaders of its oldest. 

Mr. Speaker, 2 days ago I began my 
visit by going to the Arlington Na-
tional Cemetery, the final resting place 
of many brave soldiers of this great 
land. I honored their courage and sac-
rifice for the ideals of freedom and de-
mocracy. 

It was also the 72nd anniversary of 
the D-day. On that day, thousands from 
this great country fought to protect 
the torch of liberty. They sacrificed 
their lives so that the world lives in 
freedom. I applaud, India applauds the 
great sacrifices of the men and women 
from the land of the free and the home 
of the brave in service of mankind. 

India knows what this means because 
our soldiers have fallen in distant bat-
tlefields for the same ideals. That is 
why the threads of freedom and liberty 
form a strong bond between our two de-
mocracies. 

Mr. Speaker, our nations may have 
been shaped by differing histories, cul-
tures, and faiths. Yet, our belief in de-
mocracy for our nations and liberty for 
our countrymen is common. 

The idea that all citizens are created 
equal is a central pillar of the Amer-
ican Constitution. Our founding fa-
thers, too, shared the same belief and 
sought individual liberty for every cit-
izen of India. There were many who 
doubted India when, as a newly inde-
pendent nation, we reposed our faith in 
democracy. Indeed, wagers were made 
on our failure. But the people of India 
did not waver. 

Our founders created a modern na-
tion with freedom, democracy, and 
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equality as the essence of its soul. And, 
in doing so, they ensured that we con-
tinued to celebrate our age-old diver-
sity. 

Today, across its individuals and in-
stitutions, in its villages and cities, in 
its streets and states, anchored in 
equal respect for all faiths, and in the 
melody of hundreds of its languages 
and dialects, India lives as one; India 
grows as one; India celebrates as one. 

Mr. Speaker, modern India is in its 
70th year. For my government, the 
constitution is its real holy book. And, 
in that holy book, freedom of faith, 
speech and franchise, and equality of 
all citizens, regardless of background, 
are enshrined as fundamental rights. 
Eight hundred million of my country-
men may exercise the freedom of fran-
chise once every 5 years. But all the 
1.25 billion of our citizens have freedom 
from fear, a freedom they exercise 
every moment of their lives. 

Distinguished Members, engagement 
between our two democracies has been 
visible in the manner in which our 
thinkers impacted one another and 
shaped the course of our societies. Tho-
reau’s idea of civil disobedience influ-
enced our political thoughts. And, 
similarly, the call by the great sage of 
India, Swami Vivekananda, to embrace 
humanity was most famously delivered 
in Chicago. 

Gandhi’s nonviolence inspired the 
heroism of Martin Luther King. Today, 
a mere distance of 3 miles separates 
the Martin Luther King Memorial at 
the Tidal Basin from the statue of Gan-
dhi at Massachusetts Avenue. This 
proximity of their memorials in Wash-
ington mirrors the closeness of ideals 
and values they believed in. 

The genius of Dr. Bhimrao 
‘‘Babasaheb’’ Ambedkar was nurtured 
in the years he spent at the Colombia 
University a century ago. The impact 
of the U.S. Constitution on him was re-
flected in his drafting of the Indian 
constitution some three decades later. 

Our independence was ignited by the 
same idealism that fueled your strug-
gle for freedom. No wonder, then, that 
former Prime Minister of India, Atal 
Bihari Vajpayee, called India and the 
U.S. ‘‘natural allies.’’ No wonder that 
the shared ideals and common philos-
ophy of freedom shaped the bedrock of 
our ties. No wonder, then, that Presi-
dent Obama has called our ties the de-
fining partnership of the 21st century. 

Mr. Speaker, more than 15 years ago, 
Prime Minister Vajpayee stood here 
and gave a call to step out of the 
‘‘shadow of hesitation’’ of the past. The 
pages of our friendship since then tell a 
remarkable story. 

Today, our relationship has overcome 
the hesitations of history. Comfort, 
candor, and convergence define our 
conversations. Through the cycle of 
elections and transitions of adminis-
trations, the intensity of our engage-
ments has only grown. And, in this ex-
citing journey, the U.S. Congress has 
acted as its compass. You helped us 
turn barriers into bridges of partner-
ship. 

In the fall of 2008, when the Congress 
passed the India-U.S. Civil Nuclear Co-
operation Agreement, it changed the 
very colors of leaves of our relation-
ship. We thank you for being there 
when the partnership needed you the 
most. 

You have also stood by us in times of 
sorrow. India will never forget the soli-
darity shown by the U.S. Congress 
when terrorists from across our border 
attacked Mumbai in November of 2008. 
And for this, we are grateful. 

Mr. Speaker, I am informed that the 
working of the U.S. Congress is harmo-
nious. I am also told that you are well 
known for your bipartisanship. Well, 
you are not alone. Time and again, I 
have also witnessed a similar spirit in 
the Indian Parliament, especially in 
our upper House. So, as you can see, we 
have many shared practices. 

Mr. Speaker, as this country knows 
well, every journey has its pioneers. 
Very early on, they shaped a develop-
ment partnership, even when the meet-
ing ground was more limited. The ge-
nius of Norman Borlaug brought the 
Green Revolution and food security to 
my country. The excellence of the 
American universities nurtured insti-
tutions of technology and management 
in India. And I could go on, but fast 
forward to the present. 

The embrace of our partnership ex-
tends to the totality of human endeav-
or, from the depths of the oceans to the 
vastness of the space. Our science and 
technology collaboration continues to 
help us in cracking the age-old prob-
lems in the fields of public health, edu-
cation, food, and agriculture. 

Ties of commerce and investment are 
flourishing. We trade more with the 
U.S. than with any other nation. And 
the flow of goods, services, and capital 
between us generates jobs in both our 
societies. 

As in trade, so in defense. India exer-
cises with the United States more than 
we do with any other partner. Defense 
purchases have moved from almost 
zero to $10 billion in less than a decade. 
Our cooperation also secures our cities 
and citizens from terrorists, and pro-
tects our critical infrastructure from 
cyber threats. Civil nuclear coopera-
tion, as I told President Obama yester-
day, is a reality. 

Mr. Speaker, our people-to-people 
links are strong, and there is a close 
cultural connect between our societies. 

Siri—you are familiar with the Siri. 
Siri tells us that India’s ancient herit-
age of yoga has over 30 million practi-
tioners in the U.S. It is estimated that 
more Americans bend for yoga than to 
throw a curve ball. 

And, no, Mr. Speaker, we have not 
yet claimed intellectual property right 
on yoga. 

Connecting our two nations is also a 
unique and dynamic bridge of 3 million 
Indian Americans. Today, they are 
among your best CEOs, academics, as-
tronauts, scientists, economists, doc-
tors, even spelling bee champions. 

They are your strength. They are 
also the pride of India. They symbolize 
the best of both of our societies. 

Mr. Speaker, my understanding of 
your great country began long before I 
entered public office. Long before as-
suming office, I traveled coast to coast, 
covering more than 25 States of Amer-
ica. 

I realized then that the real strength 
of the U.S. was in the dreams of its 
people and the boldness of their ambi-
tions. 

Today, Mr. Speaker, a similar spirit 
animates India. Our 800 million youth 
are especially impatient. India is un-
dergoing a profound social and eco-
nomic change. 

A billion of its citizens are already 
politically empowered. My dream is to 
economically empower them through 
many social and economic trans-
formations and do so by 2022, the 75th 
anniversary of India’s independence. 

My to-do list is long and ambitious 
but, you will understand, it includes: a 
vibrant rural economy with a robust 
farm sector; a roof over each head and 
electricity for all households; to skill 
millions of our youth; build 100 smart 
cities; have broadband for a billion, and 
connect our villages to the digital 
world; and create a 21st century rail, 
road, and port infrastructure. 

These are not just aspirations: they 
are goals to be reached in a finite time 
frame, and to be achieved with a light 
carbon footprint, with greater empha-
sis on renewables. 

Mr. Speaker, in every sector of In-
dia’s forward march, I see the U.S. as 
an indispensable partner. Many of you 
also believe that a stronger and pros-
perous India is in America’s strategic 
interest. 

Let us work together to convert 
shared ideals into practical coopera-
tion. There can be no doubt that, in ad-
vancing this relationship, both nations 
stand to gain. 

As the U.S. businesses search for new 
areas of economic growth, markets for 
their goods, a pool of skilled resources, 
and a global location to produce and 
manufacture, India could be their ideal 
partner. 

India’s strong economy and growth 
rate of 7.6 percent per annum is cre-
ating a new opportunity for our mutual 
prosperity. 

Transformative American tech-
nologies in India and growing invest-
ment by Indian companies in the 
United States both have a positive im-
pact on the lives of our citizens. Today, 
for their global research and develop-
ment centers, India is the destination 
of choice for the U.S. companies. 

Looking eastward from India, across 
the Pacific, the innovation strength of 
our two countries comes together in 
California. Here, the innovative genius 
of America and India’s intellectual cre-
ativity are working to shape new in-
dustries of the future. 

Mr. Speaker, the 21st century has 
brought with it great opportunities, 
but it has also come with its own set of 
challenges. 

While some parts of the world are is-
lands of growing economic prosperity, 
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others are mired in conflicts. In Asia, 
the absence of an agreed security ar-
chitecture creates uncertainty. 
Threats of terror are expanding, and 
new challenges are emerging in cyber 
and outer space. 

And global institutions conceived in 
the 20th century seem unable to cope 
with new challenges or take on new re-
sponsibilities. In this world full of mul-
tiple transitions and economic oppor-
tunities, growing uncertainties and po-
litical complexities, existing threats 
and new challenges, our engagement 
can make a difference by promoting: 
cooperation, not dominance; 
connectivity, not isolation; inclusive, 
not exclusive, mechanisms; respect for 
global commons; and, above all, adher-
ence to international rules and norms. 

India is already assuming her respon-
sibilities in securing the Indian Ocean 
region. A strong India-U.S. partnership 
can anchor peace, prosperity, and sta-
bility from Asia to Africa and from the 
Indian Ocean to the Pacific. It can also 
help ensure security of the sea lanes of 
commerce and freedom of navigation 
on the seas. But the effectiveness of 
our cooperation would increase if inter-
national institutions, framed with the 
mind-set of the 20th century, were to 
reflect the realities of today. 

Mr. Speaker, before arriving in Wash-
ington, D.C., I had visited Herat, in 
western Afghanistan, to inaugurate the 
Afghan-India Friendship Dam, built 
with Indian assistance. I was also there 
on Christmas Day last year to dedicate 
to that proud nation its Parliament, a 
testimony to our democratic ties. 

Afghans naturally recognize that the 
sacrifices of Americans have helped 
create a better life, but your contribu-
tion in keeping the region safe and se-
cure is deeply appreciated even beyond. 

India, too, has made an enormous 
contribution and sacrifices to support 
our friendship with the Afghan people. 
A commitment to rebuild a peaceful, 
stable, and prosperous Afghanistan is 
our shared objective. 

Yet, distinguished Members, not just 
in Afghanistan, but elsewhere in south 
Asia and globally, terrorism remains 
the biggest threat. In the territory 
stretching from west of India’s border 
to Africa, it may go by different 
names, from Lashkar-e-Taiba, to 
Taliban, to ISIS, but its philosophy is 
common: of hate, murder, and violence. 
Although, its shadow is spreading 
across the world, it is incubated in In-
dia’s neighborhood. 

I commend the Members of the U.S. 
Congress for sending a clear message to 
those who preach and practice ter-
rorism for political gains. Refusing to 
reward them is the first step towards 
holding them accountable for their ac-
tions. 

The fight against terrorism has to be 
fought at many levels, and the tradi-
tional tools of military, intelligence, 
or diplomacy alone would not be able 
to win this fight. 

Mr. Speaker, we have both lost civil-
ians and soldiers in combating ter-
rorism. The need of the hour is for us 
to deepen our security cooperation and 
base it on a policy that isolates those 
who harbor, support, and sponsor ter-
rorists; that does not distinguish be-
tween ‘‘good’’ and ‘‘bad’’ terrorists; and 
that delinks religion from terrorism. 

Also, for us to succeed, those who be-
lieve in humanity must come together 
to fight for it as one, and speak against 
this menace in one voice. Terrorism 
must be delegitimized. 

Mr. Speaker, the benefits of our part-
nership extend not just to the nations 
and regions that need it most. On our 
own, and by combining our capacities, 
we are also responding to other global 
challenges, including when disaster 
strikes and where humanitarian relief 
is needed. Far from our shores, we 
evacuated thousands from Yemen—In-
dians, Americans, and others. Nearer 
home, we were the first responders dur-
ing Nepal’s earthquake, in the 
Maldives water crisis, and, most re-
cently, during the landslide in Sri 
Lanka. 

We are also one of the largest con-
tributors of troops to U.N. peace-
keeping operations. Often, India and 
the U.S. have combined their strengths 
in science, technology, and innovation 
to help fight hunger, poverty, diseases, 
and illiteracy in different parts of the 
world. The success of our partnership is 
also opening up new opportunities for 
learning, security, and development 
from Asia to Africa. 

And the protection of the environ-
ment and caring for the planet is cen-
tral to our shared vision of a just 
world. For us in India, to live in har-
mony with Mother Earth is part of our 
ancient belief, and to take from nature 
only what is most essential is part of 
our Indian culture. 

Our partnership, therefore, aims to 
balance responsibilities with capabili-
ties, and it also focuses on new ways to 
increase the availability and use of re-
newable energy. 

A strong U.S. support for our initia-
tive to form an International Solar Al-
liance is one such effort. We are work-
ing together not just for a better fu-
ture for ourselves, but for the whole 
world. This has also been the goal of 
our efforts in G20, East Asia Summit, 
and climate change summits. 

Mr. Speaker, as we deepen our part-
nership, there would be times when we 
would have differing perspectives; but 
since our interests and concerns con-
verge, the autonomy in decisionmaking 
and diversity in our perspectives can 
only add value to our partnership. 

So, as we embark on a new journey 
and seek new goals, let us focus not 
just on matters routine, but also trans-
formational ideas, ideas which can 
focus not just on creating wealth, but 
also creating value for our societies; 
not just on immediate gains, but also 
long-term benefits; not just on sharing 

best practices, but also shaping part-
nerships; and not just on building a 
bright future for our peoples, but in 
being a bridge to a more united, hu-
mane, and prosperous world. 

And important for the success of this 
journey would be a need to view it with 
new eyes and new sensitivities. When 
we do this, we will realize the full 
promise of this extraordinary relation-
ship. 

Mr. Speaker, in my final thoughts 
and words, let me emphasize that our 
relationship is primed for a momentous 
future. The constraints of the past are 
behind us, and foundations of the fu-
ture are firmly in place. 

In the lines of Walt Whitman: ‘‘The 
orchestra have sufficiently tuned their 
instruments; the baton has given the 
signal.’’ And to that, if I might add, 
there is a new symphony in play. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker, Mr. Vice 
President, and distinguished Members, 
for this honor. 

Thank you very much. 
(Applause, the Members rising.) 
At 12 o’clock and 11 minutes p.m., 

His Excellency Narendra Modi, Prime 
Minister of the Republic of India, ac-
companied by the committee of escort, 
retired from the Hall of the House of 
Representatives. 

The Assistant to the Sergeant at 
Arms escorted the invited guests from 
the Chamber in the following order: 

The members of the President’s Cabi-
net; 

The Acting Dean of the Diplomatic 
Corps. 

f 

JOINT MEETING DISSOLVED 

The SPEAKER. The purpose of the 
joint meeting having been completed, 
the Chair declares the joint meeting of 
the two Houses now dissolved. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 13 
minutes p.m.), the joint meeting of the 
two Houses was dissolved. 

The Members of the Senate retired to 
their Chamber. 

The SPEAKER. The House will con-
tinue in recess subject to the call of 
the Chair. 

f 

b 1246 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. COLLINS of New York) at 
12 o’clock and 46 minutes p.m. 

f 

PRINTING OF PROCEEDINGS HAD 
DURING RECESS 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the pro-
ceedings had during the recess be print-
ed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 

OF H.R. 4775, OZONE STANDARDS 
IMPLEMENTATION ACT OF 2016; 
PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H. CON. RES. 89, EXPRESSING 
THE SENSE OF CONGRESS THAT 
A CARBON TAX WOULD BE DET-
RIMENTAL TO THE UNITED 
STATES ECONOMY; AND PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H. CON. RES. 112, EXPRESSING 
THE SENSE OF CONGRESS OP-
POSING THE PRESIDENT’S PRO-
POSED $10 TAX ON EVERY BAR-
REL OF OIL 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 767 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 767 
Resolved, That at any time after adoption 

of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant 
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4775) to facili-
tate efficient State implementation of 
ground-level ozone standards, and for other 
purposes. The first reading of the bill shall 
be dispensed with. All points of order against 
consideration of the bill are waived. General 
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall 
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. After general debate the bill 
shall be considered for amendment under the 
five-minute rule. It shall be in order to con-
sider as an original bill for the purpose of 
amendment under the five-minute rule the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce now printed in the bill. The com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be considered as read. All points 
of order against the committee amendment 
in the nature of a substitute are waived. No 
amendment to the committee amendment in 
the nature of a substitute shall be in order 
except those printed in the report of the 
Committee on Rules accompanying this res-
olution. Each such amendment may be of-
fered only in the order printed in the report, 
may be offered only by a Member designated 
in the report, shall be considered as read, 
shall be debatable for the time specified in 
the report equally divided and controlled by 
the proponent and an opponent, shall not be 
subject to amendment, and shall not be sub-
ject to a demand for division of the question 
in the House or in the Committee of the 
Whole. All points of order against such 
amendments are waived. At the conclusion 
of consideration of the bill for amendment 
the Committee shall rise and report the bill 
to the House with such amendments as may 
have been adopted. Any Member may de-
mand a separate vote in the House on any 
amendment adopted in the Committee of the 
Whole to the bill or to the committee 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 
The previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto 
to final passage without intervening motion 
except one motion to recommit with or with-
out instructions. 

SEC. 2. Upon adoption of this resolution it 
shall be in order to consider in the House 
any concurrent resolution specified in sec-
tion 3 of this resolution. All points of order 
against consideration of each such concur-
rent resolution are waived. Each such con-

current resolution shall be considered as 
read. All points of order against provisions 
in each such concurrent resolution are 
waived. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on each such concurrent 
resolution and preamble to adoption without 
intervening motion or demand for division of 
the question except one hour of debate equal-
ly divided and controlled by the chair and 
ranking minority member of the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

SEC. 3. The concurrent resolutions referred 
to in section 2 of this resolution are as fol-
lows: 

(1) The concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 
89) expressing the sense of Congress that a 
carbon tax would be detrimental to the 
United States economy. 

(2) The concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 
112) expressing the sense of Congress oppos-
ing the President’s proposed $10 tax on every 
barrel of oil. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Georgia is recognized for 1 
hour. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. POLIS), my good 
friend, pending which I yield myself 
such time as I may consume. During 
consideration of this resolution, all 
time yielded is for the purpose of de-
bate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, House 

Resolution 767 provides a structured 
rule for the consideration of three bills. 
You heard the reading Clerk read 
them, but I will read them again: H.R. 
4775, Ozone Standards Implementation 
Act; H. Con. Res. 89, Expressing the 
Sense of Congress that a Carbon Tax 
would be Detrimental to the United 
States Economy; and, H. Con. Res. 112, 
Expressing the Sense of Congress Op-
posing the President’s Proposed $10 
Tax on Every Barrel of Oil. 

It is a little unusual that we put 
three different bills into a single rule, 
but today has been a bit of an unusual 
day. It has been a bit of an unusual 
day. 

Mr. Speaker, it is no surprise to you, 
standing not 3 feet from where you 
were just 30 minutes ago was the leader 
of a democracy of 1.3 billion people. 
That is 1.3 billion people. In the midst 
of his remarks, he commented on the 
reputation of the United States Con-
gress, known far and wide around the 
globe. He commented on the comity— 
that is with an i-t-y, not an e-d-y—that 
we have been known for. And I hope 
this rule will be no exception, Mr. 
Speaker. 

We are not going to agree on all the 
underlying bills, all the underlying pol-
icy, but what we can agree on is that 
this Congress needs to have its voice 
heard. 

If we approve this rule today—and I 
recommend to all of my colleagues 

that we do approve this rule today—we 
will be able to get to the underlying de-
bate. And in the underlying debate, Mr. 
Speaker, we have two senses of Con-
gress and a piece of legislation—a piece 
of legislation for which amendments 
were submitted to the Rules Com-
mittee to say that we have ideas as 
Members of this body about how we 
can improve the underlying bill. 

One of them came from my friend 
from Colorado. I don’t particularly sup-
port the idea that he is pushing, but I 
support his right to have the idea 
heard on the floor of the House. This 
rule makes the Polis amendment in 
order, along with every other non-du-
plicative amendment submitted. I add 
non-duplicative because virtually the 
same amendment was submitted by 
two different Members and we decided 
to debate it once instead of twice, as is 
customary. 

We are going to disagree, but we are 
going to have the debate over those 
disagreements. And my great hope is 
that the work product we produce will 
be a stronger work product because we 
have had an opportunity to discuss it 
here on the floor. My great hope is 
that, after we have had a chance to 
perfect that work product, we will send 
it on to the Senate with a big bipar-
tisan vote from both parties. 

Mr. Speaker, it is easy to talk about 
taxes as if they don’t come from some-
one. When we have an academic con-
versation about tax policy, what is the 
saying? Don’t tax him, don’t tax me, 
tax the man behind that tree. 

I have heard folks say: You are al-
ways trying to put the tax burden on 
somebody else. 

What the President proposed was $10 
a barrel on every barrel of oil con-
sumed in America. Now, historically, 
we have had some low oil prices of late. 
That $10 a barrel tax would have 
amounted to almost a 50 percent in-
crease in the cost of a barrel of oil. 
Today it is going to be closer to a 20 
percent increase in the cost of a barrel 
of oil. 

This tax is implemented in the name 
of what, Mr. Speaker? 

It is in the name of improving our 
failing infrastructure because we do 
need to improve our failing infrastruc-
ture. We do have to have a conversa-
tion about user fees in this country and 
how it is we are going to build the best 
logistical system the world has ever 
known. But that is not what this tax 
would do. 

This is a tax that is part of what has 
been a long campaign against the con-
sumption of any fossil fuels whatso-
ever. My great frustration, Mr. Speak-
er, is that if your goal is to reduce the 
consumption of fossil fuels, we have a 
lot of ways we can do that. We have a 
lot of very reasonable ways we can do 
that. And this proposal makes no effort 
to try to find the most efficient way to 
make that happen. It is a blanket $10 a 
barrel tax across the board. 

If you are using that barrel of oil to 
generate space-age plastics, Mr. Speak-
er, and you are going to use those 
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space-age plastics to build the most ef-
ficient photovoltaic cell array the 
world has ever known, such as is going 
on in my district, there is no special 
dispensation for you. 

In the name of trying to create a bet-
ter environment, we will tax the very 
inputs that we are encouraging folks to 
use in order to create a better environ-
ment. It doesn’t make sense, Mr. 
Speaker. Folks use it as a bumper 
sticker line. It is a campaign year. 

That uncertainty has an impact on 
job creation. That uncertainty has an 
impact on where these funds around 
the globe go toward trying to create a 
better environment for us all—where 
those funds land, where those jobs are 
created. 

Today this House takes a stand. 
Today this House makes it clear, even 
in an election year, even in the uncer-
tainty of a political season, even in 
this time of conflict on policy, that we 
can provide some certainty out there 
for not just the American business 
community, but the international busi-
ness community. 

There is one thing I think that we 
can all agree on, Mr. Speaker, and that 
is that America has the most produc-
tive workforce the world has ever 
known. If given a level playing field, 
there is not a single opportunity that 
we cannot succeed in. If we commit 
ourselves to it, we can succeed. 

Lower-paying jobs, cheaper finger 
jobs are always going to go overseas, 
but the higher-paying jobs, the higher- 
skilled jobs, the energy-intensive jobs, 
those jobs can come here. 

We have an extraordinary disadvan-
tage in this country in that we have 
the single worst Tax Code in the world. 
The single worst. If you want to create 
a business, if you want to grow jobs, 
don’t come to America is the tag line 
that the Tax Code suggests. No one 
punishes productivity more than we do 
in America. It is nonsense. We can ab-
solutely fix it. The Speaker and our 
Ways and Means Committee chairman, 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BRADY), 
are working incredibly hard to make 
that happen. 

If we go from worst to first in terms 
of a competitive job code, we bring 
more jobs to this country. But number 
two, we have an advantage that no one 
else does, in that we have gone from 
being worried during the Carter admin-
istration that we would exhaust all of 
our energy reserves to having the larg-
est energy reserves this Nation has 
ever known. 

If you need to produce a product that 
requires high energy inputs, I chal-
lenge you to find a better location than 
the United States of America. Those 
jobs are coming here. We have an ad-
vantage for job creators here. And 
what the President would do in his 
budget is to give that advantage away. 
And for what? Not because of a coher-
ent energy policy designed to make the 
world a better place, make the environ-
ment a better environment, and the 
health of American citizens better, but 

in the name of pursuing an agenda of 
no fossil fuels—nowhere, nohow. 

I am glad we are down here having 
this conversation today, Mr. Speaker. 
It is one that needs to be had. It is one 
that has been a long time coming. But 
we have an opportunity today to speak 
with one voice in this body. I hope we 
will speak with one voice in supporting 
this rule and speak with one voice in 
supporting the three underlying resolu-
tions. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume, and I 
thank the gentleman for yielding me 
the customary 30 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, I am excited to be here 
today discussing one of these resolu-
tions because it really means some-
thing when Members of Congress see 
fit—and I am talking about the Scalise 
resolution, H. Con. Res. 89, to say they 
are against a particular proposal. 

Quite honestly, this is the first sign 
of momentum for a carbon tax cut. And 
you will hear me referring to it as a 
‘‘carbon tax cut’’ because that is essen-
tially what it is. It is using carbon tax 
revenues to cut taxes for the American 
people, for American businesses. 

b 1300 

You don’t see these kinds of resolu-
tions if a concept and an idea don’t 
have momentum. 

For instance, my good friend from 
Georgia (Mr. WOODALL) has long been a 
champion of a proposal to create a 
sales tax here in our country, a na-
tional sales tax of 19, 20 percent, and he 
is welcome to talk about it on his own 
time. 

But I think the gentleman will ac-
knowledge, much to his frustration, 
that that idea does not seem to be ad-
vancing. Now, were it advancing, you 
might very well see this kind of resolu-
tion saying it is not a good idea. 

There are other Republicans who 
have ideas to raise the tax rates on 
low-income Americans or Americans 
that are so low-income they might not 
even be paying a Federal income tax 
yet. Again, those ideas don’t generally 
have momentum, so you don’t see this 
kind of resolution coming forward to 
try to stop it. 

This is the first real chance that Con-
gress has had to vote, in many ways, on 
the merits of a carbon tax cut and, 
frankly, I think that this discussion 
moves us forward, because I fully ex-
pect there will be bipartisan opposition 
to this resolution which opposes, pre-
sumably, any and all carbon tax cuts, 
because what you see is, the oil and gas 
lobby or, I should say, some segments 
of the oil and gas lobby because, quite 
frankly, many international oil and 
gas industry players actually support a 
carbon tax cut as a way of their, there-
fore, getting around this kind of regu-
latory uncertainty that they see, like, 
in fact, the ozone rules itself. They see 
it better to simply establish a price for 
carbon. 

But let’s say, of course, there are 
also those in the oil and gas industry 
who oppose this carbon tax cut. They 
are trying to run a strategy to try to 
lock people down, where, yes, maybe, 
10, 5, 12 Republicans will vote for this, 
whatever it is; but they want to be able 
to go back and remind Republicans 
who vote for this now that, in the fu-
ture, when we are actually moving for-
ward with the carbon tax cut proposal, 
that they were already on the Record 
in a particular way. 

That means they are worried, frank-
ly. That is what that means in ‘‘inside 
the Beltway speak’’ and ‘‘Washington 
speak.’’ 

What does that mean? It means I am 
excited because I ran for Congress, in 
part, to pass a carbon tax cut. 

Let me quote some of the many 
prominent conservatives that have 
caused this resolution to come forward 
in many ways because of the great mo-
mentum that a carbon tax cut has. 

Former Secretary of State George 
Shultz, Secretary of State under Ron-
ald Reagan, said: ‘‘A carbon tax, start-
ing small and escalating to a signifi-
cant level on a legislated schedule, 
would do the trick. I would make it 
revenue-neutral, returning all net 
funds generated to taxpayers.’’ 

That is Former Secretary of State 
George Shultz. 

Jerry Taylor, of the Niskanen Cen-
ter, formerly of the Cato Institute, 
said: ‘‘A carbon tax at the levels pres-
ently discussed in Washington would 
not unduly burden the economy, and 
that’s particularly true once we con-
sider the non-climate environmental 
benefits that would follow from the tax 
as well as the benefits of any offsetting 
tax cuts.’’ 

So in a moment you will hear me 
talk about the many benefits of this 
carbon tax cut concept. But what Jerry 
Taylor at the Niskanen Center has 
rightfully latched onto is the economic 
stimulus that can actually be gen-
erated by lowering taxes on American 
businesses, on job creators, on middle- 
income families as an offset from the 
carbon tax cut. 

Peter Van Doren of the Cato Insti-
tute says: ‘‘The obvious lesson from ec-
onomics is to increase fossil fuel prices 
enough through taxation to account 
for these effects.’’ 

My good friend, and a personal men-
tor of mine, Dr. Arthur Laffer, former 
Economic Adviser under President 
Reagan, said: ‘‘When you add the na-
tional security concerns, reducing our 
reliance on fossil fuels becomes a no- 
brainer.’’ And he has spoken out in sup-
port of, again, a carbon tax cut. 

Greg Mankiw, the former chairman 
of the Council of Economic Advisers to 
George Bush, said: ‘‘I will tell the 
American people that a higher tax on 
gasoline is better at encouraging con-
servation than are heavy-handed CAFE 
regulations,’’ and ‘‘I will advocate a 
carbon tax as the best way to control 
global warming.’’ 

So, I mean, what you have is many 
conservatives, free market conserv-
atives lining up to say yes, let’s cut 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 01:17 Jun 09, 2016 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00006 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K08JN7.011 H08JNPT1em
cd

on
al

d 
on

 D
S

K
9F

6T
C

42
P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H3511 June 8, 2016 
taxes and let’s do it by passing a car-
bon tax cut. 

I have a letter, Mr. Speaker, that I 
will include in the RECORD, signed by 
Niskanen Center, Republican, Amer-
ican Enterprise Institute, R Street In-
stitute, Evangelical Environmental 
Network in opposition to this resolu-
tion by Representative SCALISE. 

In fact, in part, this letter says, 
which will be available in the RECORD: 
‘‘The least burdensome, most straight-
forward, and most market-friendly 
means of addressing climate change is 
to price the risks imposed by green-
house gas emissions via a tax.’’ 

JUNE 7, 2016. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE, Later this week 

Congress will take up a resolution sponsored 
by Congressman Scalise (R-LA1) that ex-
presses the sense of Congress that a carbon 
tax would be detrimental to the economy of 
the United States. We are concerned that 
this resolution offers a limited perspective 
on carbon taxes and is blind to the potential 
benefits of market-based climate policy. 
Legislation that incorporates a carbon tax 
could include regulatory and tax reforms to 
make the United States economy more com-
petitive, innovative, and robust, benefiting 
both present and future generations. 

We recognize that a carbon tax, like any 
tax, will impose economic costs. But climate 
change is also imposing economic costs. This 
resolution falls short by recognizing the cost 
of action without considering the cost of 
staying on our present policy course. There 
are, of course, uncertainties about the future 
cost of climate change and, likewise, the 
cost associated with a carbon tax (much 
would depend on program design and the 
pace and nature of technological progress). 
The need for action, however, is clear. A re-
cent survey of economists who publish in 
leading peer-reviewed journals on these mat-
ters found that 93% believe that a meaning-
ful policy response to climate change is war-
ranted. 

The least burdensome, most straight-
forward, and most market-friendly means of 
addressing climate change is to price the 
risks imposed by greenhouse gas emissions 
via a tax. This would harness price signals, 
rather than regulations, to guide market re-
sponse. That is why carbon pricing has the 
support of free market economists, a major-
ity of the global business community, and a 
large number of the largest multinational 
private oil and gas companies in the world 
(the corporate entities among the most di-
rectly affected by climate policy). 

In reaching a conclusion, this resolution 
neglects the fact that the United States al-
ready has a multiplicity of carbon taxes. 
They are imposed, however, via dozens of 
federal and state regulations, are invisible to 
consumers, unevenly imposed across indus-
trial sectors, unnecessarily costly, and grow-
ing in size and scope. The policy choice is 
not if we should price carbon emissions, but 
how. 

Unfortunately, this resolution also fails to 
differentiate between proposals that would 
impose carbon taxes on top of existing regu-
lations (chiefly the Obama Administration’s 
Clean Power Plan), and proposals that would 
impose carbon taxes in place of those exist-
ing regulations. Conservatives and free mar-
ket advocates should embrace the latter, re-
gardless of how they view climate risks. 

An economy-wide carbon tax that replaces 
existing regulatory interventions could re-
duce the cost of climate policy and deregu-
late the economy. It could also provide rev-
enue to support pro-growth tax reform, in-

cluding corporate income or payroll tax cuts, 
which could dramatically reduce overall 
costs on the economy. Revenues could be ap-
plied to compensate those who suffer the 
most from higher energy costs; the poor, the 
elderly, and individuals and families living 
on fixed incomes. 

Unfortunately, none of those options are 
presently available because Members of Con-
gress have neglected opportunities to design 
and debate market-friendly climate policies 
in legislation. Instead, they have yielded au-
thority in climate policy design to the Exec-
utive Branch. By discouraging a long-over-
due discussion about sensible carbon pricing, 
this resolution frustrates the development of 
better policy. 

Sincerely, 
JERRY TAYLOR, 

President, Niskanen 
Center. 

BOB INGLIS, 
Executive Director, 

RepublicEn. 
APARNA MATHUR, 

Resident Scholar, 
American Enterprise 
Institute. 

ELI LEHRER, 
President, R Street In-

stitute. 
THE REV. MITCHELL C. 

HESCOX, 
President, Evangelical 

Environmental Net-
work. 

ALAN VIARD, 
Resident Scholar, 

American Enterprise 
Institute. 

Mr. POLIS. Now, let’s take this back 
to basic economics. The Supreme Court 
itself said something along the lines of: 
power to tax is the power to destroy. 
That is from an early 19th century 
case. 

Whatever you tax, you discourage in 
the economy. Whatever you don’t tax, 
you encourage. So you have to look at 
what you tax. It’s important. 

Let’s take an example from corpora-
tions. We tax corporate profits. Well, it 
turns out corporate profits are a good 
thing. We tax individual income. It 
turns out individual income is a good 
thing. 

As policymakers, we shouldn’t seek 
to discourage activities that help peo-
ple earn money or help companies earn 
money. That is exactly what we want 
people to do. That is exactly what we 
want companies to do on behalf of their 
shareholders and their stakeholders. 

So why not take something that, re-
gardless of what with you think of the 
science on climate change—and that is 
not central to this debate on a carbon 
tax cut. So let’s even start from the as-
sumption that you don’t want to look 
at the science. You have turned a blind 
eye to it. You are not at all concerned 
about climate change, or you don’t 
think it is manmade. 

Let’s look, again, at carbon usage in 
our economy and the negative con-
sequences of it: pollution, meaning air 
quality—not talking climate change— 
air quality, increased asthma, in-
creased cancer risk. 

National security’s concerns, reliant 
on importing it from foreign companies 
or, if we are producing it domestically, 

utilizing a resource that we know will 
return out in the very best-case sce-
nario. It is a perishable resource. Once 
you take it out of the ground, it is 
gone. 

So if we can find a way to say, you 
know what? We would rather have in-
come. We would rather have Americans 
of all income levels—whether they are 
earning $1 million a year, or $20,000 a 
year—we would rather have them keep 
more of their hard-earned money. We 
would rather have companies keep 
more of their money to re-invest in job 
growth here, rather than seek elabo-
rate tax shelters overseas, or inver-
sions, where they move their corporate 
headquarters overseas because we have 
one of the highest corporate tax rates 
in the world. 

The carbon tax cut presents us with 
the opportunity for pro-growth eco-
nomic policies that make America 
more competitive and lets Americans 
keep more of their hard-earned money. 

That is what excites so many free- 
market conservatives and centrists 
about the concept of a free market, of 
a carbon tax cut. That is, frankly, why 
this great momentum, coming from the 
American Enterprise Institute, from 
Cato, from R Street, all of this intel-
lectual fuel, intellectual fuel for a car-
bon tax cut, that is why, sensing that, 
some Republicans—in this case, Mr. 
SCALISE and his cosponsors—have 
brought forward as a response. This 
kind of thing only happens in Wash-
ington when an idea has momentum. 

I couldn’t have been more excited 
when I was back home recently to talk 
to several of my constituents who are 
strongly dedicated to a bipartisan solu-
tion on climate change. 

Former Representative Bob Inglis ac-
tually came to my district and met 
with me, met with some of the leader-
ship folks in my district about how we 
can do something to act on climate 
from a Republican perspective. And I 
am firmly of the belief that any action 
has to be bipartisan. 

Just looking at the way our country 
is balanced, I mean, certainly, if the 
Democrats were in a position where we 
had 60 seats in the Senate, where we 
had a majority in the House, where we 
had the President, I would certainly 
encourage us to move forward and im-
plement some kind of carbon tax cut; 
but, frankly, that is an unlikely sce-
nario. 

It is more likely that a solution will 
require support from both sides of the 
aisle, so we should be talking about 
what it takes to get that kind of sup-
port. That is the discussion, the na-
tional discussion that former Rep-
resentative Bob Inglis has dedicated 
himself to and, frankly, it is the fear of 
that kind of discussion that has led 
this body to consider this resolution in 
opposition to a carbon tax cut that, I 
am proud to say, will likely have bipar-
tisan opposition; meaning, there will 
be some Republicans, I hope, I expect, 
who will stand up and say, wait a 
minute. I don’t want to go on the 
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RECORD saying I am against any kind 
of carbon tax cut because of the great 
benefit that this can provide to the 
American economy. 

As articulated by Arthur Laffer, as 
articulated by R Street Institute, we 
have the ability, with some of that rev-
enue, to really pass pro-growth tax 
cuts to offset the income and the rev-
enue from the carbon tax cut. 

So the carbon tax cut can reduce the 
income tax for American families of all 
income levels. I should point out, 
Democrats care that lower-income 
families spend a higher percentage of 
their income on fuel, on energy. And 
we have, in many of the bipartisan con-
cept proposals that are out there, 
tracked tax credits and tax refunds for 
low-income families to make sure that 
anything we do is not regressive. I 
think that is a given. 

I think, obviously, in the same week 
that the Speaker of the House put out 
his agenda on poverty, I am sure that 
he, and many others—the last thing 
they would want to do is burden lower- 
income Americans with any kind of ad-
ditional tax. So of course we want to 
take care of that. 

The good news is that is only a small 
fraction of the windfall from the car-
bon tax cut. It also provides sufficient 
revenue to reduce corporate tax rates 
currently among the highest in the 
world. Of all the developed countries, a 
35 percent corporate tax rate. The de-
veloped country average is somewhere 
in the 18, 20 percent range last time I 
checked. It is one of the reasons that 
corporations are moving overseas. 
They are not repatriating their earn-
ings because they don’t want to pay 
that American income tax. 

In a global economy, you have to be 
competitive. It doesn’t mean we have 
to be the lowest. That is not the value 
proposition of our country. We have 
the rule of law. We have a highly edu-
cated workforce, but we have to be 
competitive. 

So if we can find a way to reduce 
that corporate tax rate to 25 percent or 
20 percent—I applaud the work of Dave 
Camp, the former Ways and Means 
chair last session, who boldly proposed 
a 25 percent income tax rate. The 
President of the United States, Barack 
Obama, has proposed a 28 percent cor-
porate income tax rate. So in that 
range. And that is, by the way, without 
a carbon tax cut. 

With a carbon tax cut you can go 
lower on the corporate income tax. You 
could run the numbers. You could prob-
ably get down to 20 percent. Maybe you 
could get down to 15 percent. It de-
pends how you allocated it. But that is 
one of the things that excites many of 
the strong free market advocates of the 
carbon tax cut. 

You could also reduce the individual 
tax burden for families across all in-
come levels, after we make darn sure 
that low-income families are not in 
any way disproportionately hit. And in 
no way is this regressive. In fact, 
Democrats’ preference would prefer 

this to be accretive for low-income 
families, and maybe that is something 
we can come together around. Cer-
tainly something that Democrats and 
Republicans care about are those who 
live in poverty and making sure that 
they, too, see the benefits of the wind-
fall from the carbon tax cut. 

But, of course, we are also very 
open—I am, and my Democratic col-
leagues—to sharing the benefits of the 
carbon tax cut across the entire spec-
trum of income earners, with a focus, 
we hope, on the middle class, with a 
focus, we hope, on those in poverty. 

But it does provide an opportunity 
for Republicans who come to the table 
around climate, around carbon tax cut 
to say, you know what? Our priorities 
include job creators and others which, 
of course, we all care about job cre-
ators, we all about care about S Corps, 
we all care about all those things. 

It is simply a matter of priorities. 
You have to get the revenues to run 
the government from somewhere. And, 
separately, we have the discussion 
about what those appropriation levels 
are, how much we spend; we have that 
discussion. 

Then we have to, somehow, get so 
much in taxes. It is a question of where 
it is from. And I believe it should be 
from things that, regardless of what 
you believe on climate, we want to dis-
courage, rather than things that we 
want to encourage. 

So if we can stop discouraging people 
from earning money and income, stop 
discouraging corporations from 
domiciling their earnings here, from 
growing, from expanding and, instead, 
discourage something that, even if you 
throw out the science on climate, is 
polluting, and runs out, and is a na-
tional security danger because it forces 
us to rely on other countries, that is 
something that we should discourage 
in our economy. 

So, look, I join George Shultz, Jerry 
Taylor, Peter Van Doren, Dr. Arthur 
Laffer, Greg Mankiw, the American 
Enterprise Institute, and so many oth-
ers, in saying: the time is now to have 
this discussion. 

I applaud Representative SCALISE for 
initiating this discussion. This is the 
first sign of momentum that this bill 
has. And the day that this body con-
siders a bill condemning my friend 
from Georgia’s national sales tax pro-
posal, I will actually start worrying 
about it. I will actually start saying 
wait a minute. 

I have had many discussions with 
him, and I have to say it does have its 
merits. My issues and concerns with it 
have been around whether or not we 
can make it progressive rather than re-
gressive and, of course, the potential 
for black market transactions when 
you have that level of taxation. It’s a 
hypothetical discussion at this point. 

But the day that a resolution comes 
forth like H.R. 89 around the national 
sales tax, I will know that that discus-
sion has become a serious one. And I 
couldn’t be more proud and excited 

that the discussion around a national 
carbon tax cut has now become a seri-
ous one, a bipartisan one, an inevitable 
one, one that we will see through with 
the next President of the United States 
into law. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, with 
that level of agreement, I am prepared 
to tell my friend I don’t have any 
speakers remaining, and if he is pre-
pared to close, we will get right to the 
underlying bill and exercise that en-
thusiasm. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I don’t have 

any other speakers, so I will be happy 
to close. 

I yield myself the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, I am going to address 
some of the issues in this rule and in 
this bill. This rule, which I oppose, and 
I also oppose all three underlying bills, 
contain a number of concepts that 
aren’t going to move forward into law, 
that are put there for political reasons 
and, again, very excitingly, the first 
real discussion of a national carbon tax 
cut, because that idea has so much bi-
partisan momentum from the left and 
the right. 

b 1315 

Many of these ideas are simply recy-
cling old ideas, the same ideas that we 
have discussed before, that they have 
complained about before that if some-
how they were to make it out of the 
Senate, the President would veto them, 
particularly, obviously, one that 
undoes what the President wants to do, 
so we are simply going through the mo-
tions on a lot of these bills. The most 
notable one is truly the resolution on a 
carbon tax cut because what this 
means is that idea has scared enough 
people, presumably, who oppose it that 
it is moving forward in some form and 
some discussion, which is exciting. 

So let’s start with discussing the pro-
posed $10-per-barrel fee on oil. Now, 
this is, again, kind of a reaction to 
something that isn’t happening. It is 
not going to change any current policy. 
There is no $10-per-barrel fee on oil. 
This is simply about a Chamber saying 
that they disapprove of something that 
Obama has said and wants to do. 

We all agree our country has serious 
problems with transportation and in-
frastructure funding. There are many 
different ways that we can meet the 
needs to fund those. If people don’t like 
a per-barrel fee on oil, there are plenty 
of other ways to do it. 

The real discussion should be about 
how do we fund transportation? 

I am a fan of our bipartisan proposal 
to allow a repatriation window for 
funds that corporations have income 
overseas which they have not brought 
back to our country because they effec-
tively face another tax with that and a 
one-time window for doing that. We 
can create a national infrastructure 
bank to fund infrastructure. 
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There are a lot of great ideas. It is 

clear—and this will probably pass—the 
Republicans don’t like a $10-per-barrel 
tax on oil, and that is fine. 

If you don’t like it, what do you like? 
How do we want to fund infrastructure? 

This proposal and this concept came 
from the administration’s 2017 budget. 
Frankly, there are probably a lot of 
things in the President’s budget that 
my Republican friends don’t like. They 
could probably run a resolution every 
week, they could probably run 10 reso-
lutions every week about things that 
they don’t like in the President’s budg-
et, but that is not really a productive 
use of this Chamber’s time. That budg-
et didn’t pass. As far as I know, I don’t 
think that budget got a single vote. 

It wasn’t put up this year because 
Republicans haven’t even put up any 
budgets for our body. They haven’t of-
fered a budget. The last time the Re-
publicans put budgets forward—and I 
believe the last budget, if I am not mis-
taken, did not contain the $10-per-bar-
rel tax on oil. That was in the Presi-
dent’s budget for fiscal year 2017, but 
the prior one did not receive any votes 
from Democrats or Republicans. 

So this vote, at best, is repetitive be-
cause already this body has rejected 
the President’s last budget. Were the 
Republicans to bring forward the Presi-
dent’s budget for 2017, they would like-
ly—again, as has traditionally oc-
curred, as far as I know, throughout 
history—overwhelmingly reject that 
budget. 

So, in part, let me be clear, that is 
because we believe, I believe as a Mem-
ber of Congress, that the budget is a 
legislative prerogative. I don’t think 
there has been a Presidential budget 
that has been passed. In fact, I and, I 
think, most, if not all, of my Demo-
cratic colleagues joined in opposing the 
President’s budget because we had our 
own congressional Democrats’ budget. 
Not only one, there were two or three 
congressional Democratic budgets, and 
there were several Republican budgets, 
but that is a matter of legislative pre-
rogative. We, of course, want to hear 
ideas from the chief executive, whoever 
she is, but we also want to implement 
our own budget because it is our pre-
rogative as the United States Congress 
with the power of the purse to do that. 

But considering the fact that Big Oil 
and Gas get huge tax subsidies every 
year, I personally believe that this 
kind of modest oil fee is a reasonable 
way to look at and have in the mix 
when talking about how to fund infra-
structure. 

If there are other ideas—people have 
talked about vehicle miles driven, peo-
ple have talked about a number of dif-
ferent ways. There is no Republican or 
Democratic road. We all drive on roads. 
We all need roads. We all need bridges. 
I know the Republicans in good faith, 
along with Democrats, know we need 
to fund our national infrastructure. 
And if you don’t like a particular way 
of doing that, by all means, put other 
ideas on the table. But it isn’t produc-

tive, and it doesn’t move anything for-
ward just to take one item from a 
President’s budget that you didn’t even 
allow to have a vote and that very few 
people support and say: We don’t like 
that. 

I think we knew that before you had 
the vote. I think we knew you didn’t 
like the President’s budget overall. 
You are welcome to have the vote. It 
isn’t going anywhere. It won’t pass the 
Senate. It isn’t a matter for actual 
consideration. 

Next, we have the sense of Congress 
on the carbon tax cut. Again, I couldn’t 
be more excited. I have been feeling 
from my friends on the right that there 
has been more interest in this concept 
of a carbon tax cut. I really see that 
coming to fruition that it is actually 
serious enough and mainstream enough 
that those who don’t like the concept 
are putting up some kind of proactive 
defense. So I really think it is a matter 
of time. I think it is going to be great 
for our economy that we can cut taxes 
for American businesses, for job cre-
ators, and for middle income. We can 
make sure it is progressive and doesn’t 
additionally burden many of those in 
poverty. It can be a net benefit to in-
comes of individuals below the poverty 
line. I couldn’t be more excited about 
this concept of a carbon tax cut. 

Frankly, it is the first discussion on 
the floor of that concept, I believe, 
since Republicans have taken control 
of this body, and I think it is a har-
binger of many things to come on 
something that can be great and, 
frankly, supported from across the ide-
ological spectrum to make our country 
more competitive. 

Finally, I want to move to what is 
being called the Ozone Standards Im-
plementation. Now, this also feels like 
we have been here before and done that 
before. It feels a little bit like deja vu 
because this bill essentially repackages 
a bunch of bills attacking Ozone Stand-
ards and the Clean Air Act that we 
have seen here and voted on over the 
last several years. 

Again, this bill won’t pass the Sen-
ate. It certainly wouldn’t be signed by 
the President. It is not clear why we 
are doing it. It seems to be filling our 
time, but I would hope that we have 
more important issues to work on on 
behalf of the American people. Like, 
for instance, the public health threat 
of the Zika virus is one. 

How about bringing up a bipartisan 
constitutional amendment that will 
help us move towards a balanced budg-
et? How about improving our entitle-
ment programs to make sure they are 
there for the next generation of Ameri-
cans? How about passing comprehen-
sive immigration reform to restore the 
order of law and allow 10 million people 
to come out of the shadows and work 
legally and abide by their responsibil-
ities under American law that we can 
enforce going forward? 

I am glad that one of my amend-
ments to the ozone bill was made in 
order. My colleague from Georgia men-

tioned that. He said he may not person-
ally be supportive of it. I will certainly 
be making the case for my fourth time 
and hoping to gain his support, because 
what my amendment does is it would 
close an oil and gas industry loophole 
to the Clean Air Act’s aggregation re-
quirement, which I will be talking 
more about today. 

Currently, under current law, the oil 
and gas industry doesn’t have to aggre-
gate its small air pollution sources, 
even though cumulatively they release 
large amounts of air pollutants. Again, 
what that means in a district like mine 
where there are many fracking pads, 
there is, of course, an emission profile 
to each of these, but because they are 
small sites, they are not aggregated. 
We happen to have a county, Weld 
County, Colorado, with over 20,000 op-
erating wells. When you get up to that 
kind of number, you can no longer 
round down to zero. In the aggregate, 
those wells look a lot more like a num-
ber of large, industrial plants that oth-
erwise would fall under the Clean Air 
Act than simply small sites that can be 
rounded down to zero. 

I couldn’t be more excited to have 
the opportunity to finally bring up my 
amendment and hopefully adopt it so 
we can improve the Clean Air Act in-
stead of many of the other provisions 
of the bill which would eviscerate the 
Clean Air Act. 

This is a serious issue. Between 1980 
and 2014, emissions of six air pollutants 
controlled by the Clean Air Act have 
dropped by 63 percent. That is good 
news. We should be doing more, not 
less, to encourage clean air with the 
long-term savings of the health of the 
American people as well as a reduction 
of costly diseases like asthma. 

A recent peer-reviewed study esti-
mates that the Clean Air Act will save 
more than 230,000 lives and will prevent 
millions of cases of respiratory prob-
lems. But instead of strengthening that 
act, the provisions of the bill will delay 
the implementation of the updated 2015 
Ozone National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards by States, a position that is 
opposed by a broad coalition of sci-
entists and many other groups that 
care about public health. 

The connection between air quality 
and asthma, of which our country has 
25 million sufferers, is well established. 
Clean air is integral to quality of life, 
and the last thing we should do is tear 
down the protections that allow kids to 
play outside, and that allow adults to 
recreate outside and enjoy themselves 
while continuing to breathe clean air. 

Again, I am not worried about this 
bill becoming law. It won’t pass the 
Senate, and, obviously, since it undoes 
some of President Obama’s actions 
somehow were it to reach his desk, I 
am confident that it would be vetoed. 

The problems go on and on with this 
bill. I do hope that my amendment 
passes. It is the first opportunity that 
I have had to bring forward my 
BREATHE Act, which has over 50 co-
sponsors to actually bring it forward 
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for a vote and a discussion. We haven’t 
been able to get that floor time until 
now. 

So, all in all, I think this is an en-
couraging week. On the one hand, we 
finally get to discuss a carbon tax 
cut—how exciting—and also, we finally 
realize that people are actually worried 
enough about this happening that they 
are running some kind of proactive 
strategy to try to lock people down. 
Wow. This is happening. We are going 
to have a carbon tax cut sometime in 
the next few years. This is great. 

Second, I finally get the BREATHE 
Act, for it is an amendment to close a 
loophole for oil and gas in the Clean 
Air Act. Again, I don’t expect that to 
pass. I hope to have good support, and, 
of course, I call upon my friends to re-
ject the underlying bills. 

Instead of continuing the climate-de-
nying work of the majority that these 
three bills kind of double down on, we 
should be focusing on creating jobs, tax 
reform, which, again, a carbon tax cut 
would allow us a foray into cutting 
taxes for corporations, cutting taxes 
for individuals. And yet again, instead 
of focusing on the needs of middle class 
Americans, instead of focusing on 
shrinking the deficit, instead of focus-
ing on reducing subsidies for oil and 
gas companies, we are furthering our 
reliance on legacy, dirty energy sys-
tems to power what we hope is an econ-
omy of the future. It is the wrong way 
to go. 

I encourage Members to look in the 
mirror, think about the health of 
themselves, of their children, of their 
parents, the elderly, and those most at 
risk and ask about how those bills 
would impact them. The answer is ob-
vious, and I think that, hopefully, the 
answer that this body gives to these 
bills will also be obvious. 

Mr. Speaker, if we defeat the pre-
vious question, I will offer an amend-
ment to the rule to bring up legislation 
that fully funds the administration’s 
effort to mount a robust and long-term 
response to the growing Zika crisis. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of the amend-
ment in the RECORD along with extra-
neous material immediately prior to 
the vote on the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Colorado? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I urge my 

colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ and defeat the 
previous question so we can focus this 
body on Zika and the public health risk 
to the American people, to vote ‘‘no’’ 
on the rule, to vote ‘‘no’’ on the under-
lying bills, but, frankly, to move for-
ward with the door having been opened 
for this discussion and this coalition 
between left and right on a carbon tax 
cut proposal. Let’s take advantage of 
that door being opened a crack, and let 
this be the start of something really 
great and the start of something really 
special that can help launch the next 
decade and more of stronger, pro- 

growth economic policies letting 
American families keep more of their 
hard-earned income and encouraging 
American companies to stay put rather 
than move overseas. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, when you turn on the 
television, when you open up a news-
paper here in the election season, it 
seems like folks are pretty angry. I 
enjoy coming down to the floor on 
rules to work with my friend from Col-
orado because I genuinely enjoy him. If 
we are going to get anything done 
across the aisle, I have no doubt that 
he is going to be a part of that solu-
tion. As you listen to his words down 
here today, you heard that. Time and 
time again, there are things we can do 
together, there are ways we can be bet-
ter together. Let’s find some common-
sense alternatives. 

Sadly, in an election year like this, 
oftentimes that is as far as the con-
versation goes. If you can’t fit it on a 
bumper sticker, you don’t have that 
conversation. You heard the gentleman 
say—for example, with respect to my 
own tax bill, H.R. 25, the FairTax, the 
most widely cosponsored fundamental 
tax reform bill in the entire United 
States Congress, he had favorable 
things to say. But if you look at any 
Democratic Congressional Campaign 
Committee-run advertisement, they 
skewer the men and women who take a 
chance on growing the economy with 
the FairTax. They skewer the men and 
women who take a chance on repealing 
the taxes, the most burdensome tax on 
the 80 percent of American working 
families who have to pay it. In the 
name of politics, folks don’t get past 
the bumper sticker to the real sub-
stance. 

I listen to my friend from Colorado. 
He gives me hope. He gives me hope 
that we are going to be able to get over 
that line, Mr. Speaker. But the truth 
is, we have to get past the bumper 
sticker slogan. My friend from Colo-
rado is going to be part of whatever 
fundamental tax reform change is 
made here. But we ought to be able to 
agree that just adding more taxes to an 
already broken system—as the Presi-
dent proposes—can’t possibly be the 
right answer. 

My friend is absolutely right that we 
need to fund American infrastructure, 
and I would argue the user-fee system 
is the way to do it. Not repatriation, 
which takes completely unconnected 
dollars, but user fees which say that, if 
you are on the roads, you should pay 
for the roads. But that is a discussion 
we will have to have. 

b 1330 

This is the right place to have that 
discussion. We will have that discus-
sion, and I hope that we will come to a 
conclusion. 

My friend says that job creation is 
job one, but supports complete re-regu-

lation of industries which is destroying 
jobs across this country. I will give you 
an example, Mr. Speaker, and it is 
what is so frustrating to folks back 
home. 

Again, Prime Minister Modi stood 
where you are standing. He spoke for 
1.3 billion people. I only speak for 
about 700,000. But those 700,000 open up 
the newspaper when they get into their 
office on a Monday morning, trying to 
comply with the National Ambient Air 
Quality Standards, the ozone stand-
ards. 

Those standards, released in 2008, fi-
nally got around to having the regula-
tions for how to comply with them fi-
nalized in March of 2015. I will say that 
again. This crisis of human health that 
my friend has described, we identified 
in 2008, and the administration got 
around to telling folks what the rules 
were by March of 2015. 

So all the job creators across the 
country began to scramble to comply 
with those rules, Mr. Speaker. And 
then in October of 2015, the administra-
tion says: Oh, no, wait. We have a 
much better idea. Now let’s do ozone 
compliance, part two. 

In 2008, we decided we had an issue 
we wanted to address. In March of 2015, 
the administration finally got around 
to addressing it. As soon as folks began 
to spend the money and the intellec-
tual effort to comply with those rules, 
by October of that same year, the ad-
ministration says: Oh, no. We have got 
a better idea. Scrap that. 

When my friend reads from all of the 
conservative economists, the liber-
tarian economists, the folks who care 
about making sure our limited re-
sources do the most good for the Amer-
ican people and those folks support a 
carbon tax, they don’t support a carbon 
tax in addition to the nonsensical regu-
latory structure that I have just de-
scribed. They support a carbon tax in-
stead of that structure. 

If we monetize harms in this country, 
we don’t have to have a bureaucracy 
that guesses at what the issues are; we 
don’t have to have a bureaucracy that 
moves not in a day or a week or a 
month, but takes years, almost dec-
ades, to move in the marketplace. We 
move quickly, and we maximize. For 
every dollar that compliance costs, for 
every dollar that environmental stew-
ardship costs, for every dollar that NG 
exploration costs, we get the maximum 
return for every American family. 

I think there is a pathway there. I 
think there is a pathway there. But un-
derstand, more of the same won’t get 
us there. The power to tax is the power 
to destroy. Stop destroying job cre-
ation. The power to tax is the power to 
destroy. Stop destroying American cor-
porations and moving them overseas. 

Golly, we have got opportunity to 
come together. I believe these three 
provisions before us, Mr. Speaker, are 
going to move us in that direction. 

Make no mistake; our ozone bill that 
we have before us today makes every 
amendment from this body in order— 
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save one that was virtually exactly the 
same as another, and we didn’t want to 
be duplicative here of the Members’ 
time—made every discussion in order, 
including the one from the gentleman 
from Colorado. 

The sense of Congress today says we 
don’t need to tax fossil fuels as an an-
swer to anything, that taxes are just 
taxes; and in the absence of a coherent 
environmental policy, in the absence of 
a coherent stewardship policy, in the 
absence of men and women on the 
ground who are balancing the needs of 
jobs and the needs of community, it is 
just a bumper sticker slogan. 

Let’s reject bumper sticker slogans 
today. Let’s take advantage of the seri-
ous men and women that serve in this 
institution, like the gentleman from 
Colorado. Let’s get together and do the 
heavy lifting. 

Mr. Speaker, if it were easy, they 
would have done it already. The reason 
you are here, the reason my friend 
from Colorado is here, and the reason I 
am here is not to do the easy things; it 
is to do the hard things. 

What I have come to know in my 51⁄2 
years in this institution is I have not 
met a man or a woman who is serious 
about making a difference for the 
country who wouldn’t take their vot-
ing card and turn it in tomorrow if 
they could make that kind of lasting 
difference that would serve not just 
this generation, but generations to 
come. We have that opportunity, Mr. 
Speaker. It is an election year, but 
let’s not squander it. We can make 
these next 8 months count for the 
American people. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge strong support 
for the rule. I urge support for the un-
derlying resolutions as well, but I urge 
strong support for the rule that will 
begin this discussion. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. POLIS is as follows: 

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 767 OFFERED BY 
MR. POLIS 

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing new sections: 

SEC. 4. Immediately upon adoption of this 
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to 
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House 
resolved into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 5044) making supple-
mental appropriations for fiscal year 2016 to 
respond to Zika virus. The first reading of 
the bill shall be dispensed with. All points of 
order against consideration of the bill are 
waived. General debate shall be confined to 
the bill and shall not exceed one hour equal-
ly divided among and controlled by the chair 
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and the chair and 
ranking minority member of the Committee 
on the Budget. After general debate the bill 
shall be considered for amendment under the 
five-minute rule. All points of order against 
provisions in the bill are waived. At the con-
clusion of consideration of the bill for 
amendment the Committee shall rise and re-
port the bill to the House with such amend-
ments as may have been adopted. The pre-
vious question shall be considered as ordered 
on the bill and amendments thereto to final 
passage without intervening motion except 
one motion to recommit with or without in-

structions. If the Committee of the Whole 
rises and reports that it has come to no reso-
lution on the bill, then on the next legisla-
tive day the House shall, immediately after 
the third daily order of business under clause 
1 of rule XIV, resolve into the Committee of 
the Whole for further consideration of the 
bill. 

SEC. 5. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not 
apply to the consideration of H.R. 5044. 

THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT 
IT REALLY MEANS 

This vote, the vote on whether to order the 
previous question on a special rule, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Republican majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to 
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about 
what the House should be debating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives (VI, 308–311), de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
the rule as ‘‘a motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.’’ To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that 
‘‘the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the 
control of the resolution to the opposition’’ 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R–Illinois) said: 
‘‘The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to 
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to 
the first recognition.’’ 

The Republican majority may say ‘‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution . . . [and] 
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.’’ But that is not what 
they have always said. Listen to the Repub-
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative 
Process in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s 
how the Republicans describe the previous 
question vote in their own manual: ‘‘Al-
though it is generally not possible to amend 
the rule because the majority Member con-
trolling the time will not yield for the pur-
pose of offering an amendment, the same re-
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre-
vious question on the rule. . . . When the 
motion for the previous question is defeated, 
control of the time passes to the Member 
who led the opposition to ordering the pre-
vious question. That Member, because he 
then controls the time, may offer an amend-
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of 
amendment.’’ 

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House 
of Representatives, the subchapter titled 
‘‘Amending Special Rules’’ states: ‘‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.’’ (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘‘Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous 
question, who may offer a proper amendment 
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.’’ 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-

cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Republican major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan. 

Mr. WOODALL. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time, and I move the pre-
vious question on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX, 
this 15-minute vote on ordering the 
previous question will be followed by 5- 
minute votes on adoption of the resolu-
tion, if ordered; the motion to suspend 
the rules and pass H.R. 3826; and agree-
ing to the Speaker’s approval of the 
Journal, if ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 230, nays 
163, not voting 40, as follows: 

[Roll No. 273] 

YEAS—230 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 

Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hurd (TX) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 

Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 04:34 Jun 09, 2016 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00011 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K08JN7.018 H08JNPT1em
cd

on
al

d 
on

 D
S

K
9F

6T
C

42
P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH3516 June 8, 2016 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 

Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 

Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NAYS—163 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Eshoo 
Esty 

Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 

Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pascrell 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—40 

Black 
Cárdenas 
Cummings 
Deutch 
Duffy 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Engel 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 

Hardy 
Herrera Beutler 
Huffman 
Hunter 
Hurt (VA) 
Jeffries 
Lee 
Lieu, Ted 
McCarthy 
Miller (FL) 
Nadler 
Pallone 
Payne 
Pompeo 

Rooney (FL) 
Royce 
Rush 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Scott, David 
Sires 
Smith (NJ) 
Takai 
Walters, Mimi 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 

b 1357 

Mr. COOPER changed his vote from 
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. RIGELL changed his vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the previous question was ordered. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 

273, I was unavoidably detained. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

Mr. HURT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I was 
not present for rollcall vote No. 273 on Order-
ing the Previous Question on H. Res. 767, 
Providing for consideration of H.R. 4775, the 
Ozone Standards Implementation Act of 2016; 
providing for consideration of H. Con. Res. 89, 
expressing the sense of Congress that a car-
bon tax would be detrimental to the United 
States economy; and providing for consider-
ation of H. Con. Res. 112. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 

5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 235, noes 163, 
not voting 35, as follows: 

[Roll No. 274] 

AYES—235 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 

Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 

King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 

Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 

Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOES—163 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 

Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 

Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—35 

Black 
Cárdenas 
Conyers 
Cummings 
Duffy 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 

Hahn 
Hardy 
Herrera Beutler 
Huffman 
Hunter 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Lee 
Lieu, Ted 
Luetkemeyer 
McCarthy 
Nadler 
Payne 

Pittenger 
Rush 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sires 
Takai 
Walters, Mimi 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
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b 1403 

So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
Stated against: 
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 

I was unavoidably detained. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘nay’’ on rollcall 
No. 274. 

f 

MOUNT HOOD COOPER SPUR LAND 
EXCHANGE CLARIFICATION ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 3826) to amend the Omnibus 
Public Land Management Act of 2009 to 
modify provisions relating to certain 
land exchanges in the Mt. Hood Wilder-
ness in the State of Oregon, as amend-
ed, on which the yeas and nays were or-
dered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Nevada (Mr. 
HARDY) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, as amended. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 401, nays 2, 
not voting 30, as follows: 

[Roll No. 275] 

YEAS—401 

Abraham 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boustany 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 

Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 

Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Emmer (MN) 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Harper 

Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matsui 

McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 

Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Russell 
Ryan (OH) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walz 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NAYS—2 

Amash Griffith 

NOT VOTING—30 

Black 
Cárdenas 
Cummings 
Duffy 
Ellison 
Ellmers (NC) 
Farr 
Fattah 

Fincher 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hardy 
Herrera Beutler 
Huffman 
Hunter 

Jeffries 
Kennedy 
Lee 
Lieu, Ted 
McCarthy 
Nadler 
Payne 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 

Sires 
Takai 
Walters, Mimi 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters, Maxine 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
JODY B. HICE of Georgia) (during the 
vote). There are 2 minutes remaining. 

b 1411 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ changed her vote 
from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. GUTIÉRREZ. Mr. Speaker, I was un-
avoidably absent in the House chamber for 
votes on Wednesday, June 8, 2016. Had I 
been present, I would have voted ‘‘nay’’ on 
rollcall votes 273 and 274, and ‘‘yea’’ on roll-
call vote 275. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question on 
agreeing to the Speaker’s approval of 
the Journal, which the Chair will put 
de novo. 

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Mr. Brian 
Pate, one of his secretaries. 

f 

b 1415 

OZONE STANDARDS 
IMPLEMENTATION ACT OF 2016 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and to in-
clude extraneous material on the bill, 
H.R. 4775. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
NEWHOUSE). Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Ken-
tucky? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 767 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 4775. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. JODY B. HICE) to pre-
side over the Committee of the Whole. 

b 1415 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4775) to 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH3518 June 8, 2016 
facilitate efficient State implementa-
tion of ground-level ozone standards, 
and for other purposes, with Mr. JODY 
B. HICE of Georgia in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 

bill is considered read the first time. 
The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 

WHITFIELD) and the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. TONKO) each will con-
trol 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky (Mr. WHITFIELD). 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. UPTON), 
the chairman of the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Chairman, jobs, the 
economy, and public health all are very 
critical priorities for the American 
people. It is possible, in fact, to pursue 
policies that simultaneously protect 
all three of them. Today we have a bal-
anced approach in the Ozone Standards 
Implementation Act, and it does ex-
actly that. 

Addressing ozone levels has been one 
of the major successes of the 1970 Clean 
Air Act. Across the country, ozone lev-
els, in fact, have declined dramatically, 
having declined nearly one-third since 
1980. The EPA’s 2008 ozone standard 
would have continued that success by 
setting out a program to achieve fur-
ther reductions for many years to 
come. 

But the EPA failed to finalize the im-
plementing regs and guidance for the 
2008 rule until just last year, and as a 
result, States are currently still in the 
process of implementing the rule. Al-
though EPA had difficulty finalizing 
the 2008 regs, the Agency had no such 
problems coming up with a new ozone 
standard so unworkable for certain 
areas of the country that even the 
Agency itself concedes the tech-
nologies to fully implement and to 
comply still don’t exist. And now, 
States are stuck with the impossible 
task of applying both standards con-
currently. 

In my district in southwest Michi-
gan, in Allegan County, you could, in 
fact, remove every piece of human ac-
tivity—roads, barbecues, jobs, move ev-
erybody out—and the region still would 
be in nonattainment because of the 
ozone that is generated from Chicago, 
Milwaukee, and Gary, Indiana. The 
new standard would result in poten-
tially hundreds of counties across the 
Midwest—certainly a good number of 
them in Michigan—that would be des-
ignated as nonattainment, resulting in 
fewer new businesses or expansions of 
existing ones, and even fewer major 
construction and other infrastructure 
projects. 

The threat of future nonattainment 
designation has a chilling effect and 
encourages employers to move some-
place else, even out of the United 
States to relocate abroad. So it is es-
sentially often a kiss of death for eco-
nomic growth, and it comes at a time 
when our fragile economy can least af-
ford it. 

This thoughtful solution, this bill, 
retains the 2008 standard—yes, it does— 
but it provides additional time for 
States to comply with the new stand-
ard until after the current one has been 
fully implemented. It is common sense. 
Under this bill, we will have in place a 
more streamlined and effective sched-
ule to ensure continued improvements 
in air quality in the years ahead. 

The bill also has a number of sensible 
provisions to address practical imple-
mentation challenges that States face 
under the National Ambient Air Qual-
ity Standards program. It extends the 
mandatory review process from 5 years 
to a more workable 10, while allowing 
the EPA Administrator the discretion 
to review and revise standards earlier 
if circumstances warrant. It requires 
that EPA’s implementing regs and 
guidance come out along with a new 
standard so that States and affected 
entities will have the direction that 
they need to comply. 

The good news is, under this bill, 
ozone levels continue their long-term 
downward trend, and we can accom-
plish that goal without jeopardizing 
jobs. 

Mr. TONKO. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, here we go again. We 
should be addressing our failing infra-
structure, funding the National Insti-
tutes of Health or the Centers for Dis-
ease Control to control Zika, helping 
the people of Flint who were exposed to 
lead in the drinking water, investing in 
clean energy, mitigating the risks of 
climate change, and fulfilling our con-
stitutional responsibility to fund our 
government. Instead of attending to 
the many important challenges we 
face, we are here to consider yet an-
other bill that will undermine our 
Clean Air Act. 

Consideration of this bill is a waste 
of time. No wonder people across the 
country are frustrated and dis-
appointed with Washington. We are not 
doing the things that will create oppor-
tunities to inspire our young people 
and fully employ everyone who wants 
and needs to work. Instead of doing 
something to improve public health 
and our environment, we are trying to 
undermine those dynamics. 

H.R. 4775 is a bill that will do nothing 
to further improve our air quality. It 
offers no assistance to State and local 
governments. It offers no assistance to 
businesses that want to do the right 
thing and find ways to improve our en-
vironmental and social performance of 
their operations. 

This bill creates new loopholes 
through which polluters will add toxic 
substances to our air and erode the 
substantial gains we have made in pub-
lic health under the Clean Air Act. 

H.R. 4775 has taken many approaches 
to undermining the Clean Air Act: it 
doubles the NAAQS review cycle from 5 
to 10 years, which will prevent stand-
ards from being set using the most up- 
to-date science; it delays the imple-
mentation of the 2015 ozone NAAQS up 

to 8 years; and it alters the criteria for 
establishing a NAAQS from one based 
solely on protecting public health to 
one that would include considerations 
of affordability and current technical 
feasibility. These are just a few among 
many harmful changes in this bill. 

That is why this bill has inspired 
such opposition. We have received let-
ters of opposition signed by more than 
130 environmental and public health or-
ganizations as well as a veto threat 
from the President’s administration. 

There is nothing new here. Once 
again, we hear the false choice pre-
sented: jobs or clean air. But that is 
not the choice, and we have decades of 
experience with local and Federal pol-
icy to regulate air pollution as proof 
that we do not have to choose between 
being employed and being healthy. 

This false choice is even more absurd 
when you consider that there is one 
choice we must make every day about 
20,000 times to stay alive: the choice to 
breathe. That is the average number of 
breaths that each adult takes every 
day of his or her life. Children, whose 
lungs are smaller average more breaths 
than that; and if you are exercising, 
that number will understandably be 
higher as well. That is a lot of expo-
sure. So it is vitally important that 
the air we take in some 20,000 times per 
day is as clean as possible. 

Ozone is extremely harmful. We have 
known this for about 70 years. We did 
not know the precise chemical nature 
of ozone back in 1947 when the Los An-
geles County Board of Supervisors es-
tablished the Nation’s first air pollu-
tion control program. Back then it was 
called smog. In the middle of a heat 
wave, the smog that formed over L.A. 
caused people’s eyes to burn and a 
scraping sensation in their throats. It 
literally became painful to breathe. 

Although Los Angeles has long been 
recognized as a location with special 
challenges in air pollution due to geog-
raphy and prevailing weather patterns, 
it is not the only city that experienced 
these problems. They were reported in 
other industrial cities as well. 

We have come a long way since that 
time, but we did not clean up the air 
significantly until we created an en-
forceable regulatory structure that ap-
plied a set of standards to both busi-
nesses and individuals. 

H.R. 4775 undermines the single most 
important criteria in the Clean Air 
Act: the mandate to set a standard 
that will allow every one of our citi-
zens, no matter their age or location, 
to take 20,000 breaths of clean, safe air 
every day. We can certainly afford 
clean air. In fact, we must afford clean 
air. We have demonstrated time and 
time again that we can develop and de-
ploy technologies that will achieve 
those ends. 

H.R. 4775 is a dangerous and unneces-
sary bill, and I oppose the bill. I urge 
my colleagues to reject this latest as-
sault on public health and to support 
the further improvements of air qual-
ity for our constituents. 
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Mr. Chair, I include in the RECORD, 

for the sake of this dialogue, the over 
130 letters of opposition we have re-
ceived. 

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

MAY 10, 2016. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: Clean air is funda-

mental for good health, and the Clean Air 
Act promises all Americans air that is safe 
to breathe. The undersigned public health 
and medical organizations urge you to op-
pose H.R. 4775, the so-called ‘‘Ozone Stand-
ards Implementation Act of 2016.’’ Despite 
the clear scientific evidence of the need for 
greater protection from ozone pollution, and 
the Clean Air Act’s balanced implementation 
timeline that provides states clear authority 
and plenty of time to plan and then work to 
reduce pollution to meet the updated stand-
ard, H.R. 4775 imposes additional delays and 
sweeping changes that will threaten health, 
particularly the health of children, seniors 
and people with chronic disease. 

In contrast to what the bill’s title implies, 
H.R. 4775 reaches far beyond implementation 
of the current ozone standards. It also per-
manently weakens the Clean Air Act and fu-
ture air pollution health standards for all 
criteria pollutants. Specifically, H.R. 4775 
weakens implementation and enforcement of 
all lifesaving air pollution health standards 
including those for carbon monoxide, lead, 
nitrogen dioxide, ozone, particulate matter, 
and sulfur dioxide. It would also perma-
nently undermine the Clean Air Act as a 
public health law. 

The Clean Air Act requires that the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency review the 
science on the health impacts of carbon mon-
oxide, lead, nitrogen dioxide, ozone, particu-
late matter, and sulfur dioxide air pollutants 
every five years and update these national 
ambient air quality standards according to 
the current science. H.R. 4775 would lengthen 
the review period of the air pollution health 
standards from once every five years to once 
every ten years for all criteria pollutants. As 
the science continues to evolve, EPA and 
states should have the best and most current 
data inform air pollution cleanup. 

New research shows additional impacts 
that air pollution has on human health. For 
example, on March 29, 2016, a new study, Par-
ticulate Matter Exposure and Preterm Birth: 
Estimates of U.S. Attributable Burden and 
Economic Costs, was published that shows 
particulate air pollution is linked to nearly 
16,000 preterm births per year. Under H.R. 
4775, EPA would have to wait as much as a 
decade to consider new evidence when set-
ting standards. Ten years is far too long to 
wait to protect public health from levels of 
pollution that the science shows are dan-
gerous or for EPA to consider new informa-
tion. 

In the 2015 review of the ozone standard, 
EPA examined an extensive body of sci-
entific evidence demonstrating that ozone 
inflames the lungs, causing asthma attacks, 
resulting in emergency room visits, hos-
pitalizations, and premature deaths. A grow-
ing body of research indicates that ozone 
may also lead to central nervous system 
harm and may harm developing fetuses. In 
response to the evidence, EPA updated the 
ozone standards. While many of our organi-
zations called for a more protective level, 
there is no doubt that the new 70 parts per 
billion standard provides greater health pro-
tections compared to the previous standard. 

H.R. 4775 would delay implementation of 
these more protective air pollution stand-
ards for at least eight years. This means 
eight years of illnesses and premature deaths 
that could have been avoided. Parents will 
not be told the truth about pollution in their 

community and states and EPA will not 
work to curb pollution to meet the new 
standards. The public has a fundamental 
right to know when pollution in the air they 
breathe or the water they drink threatens 
health, and Congress must not add eight 
years of delay to health protections and 
cleanup. 

H.R. 4775 would also permanently weaken 
implementation of the 2015 and future ozone 
standards. It would reduce requirements for 
areas with the most dangerous levels of 
ozone. Areas classified as being in ‘‘extreme 
nonattainment’’ of the standard would no 
longer need to build plans that include addi-
tional contingency measures if their initial 
plans fail to provide the expected pollution 
reductions. The Clean Air Act prioritizes re-
ducing air pollution to protect the public’s 
health, but H.R. 4775 opens a new oppor-
tunity for communities to avoid cleaning up, 
irrespective of the health impacts. 

Further, the bill would greatly expand the 
definition of an exceptional event. Under the 
Clean Air Act, communities can demonstrate 
to EPA that an exceptional event—such as a 
wildfire—should not ‘‘count’’ in determining 
whether their air quality meets the national 
standards. This bill would recklessly expand 
the definition of exceptional events to in-
clude high pollution days when the air is 
simply stagnant—the precise air pollution 
episodes the Clean Air Act was designed to 
combat—and declare those bad air days as 
‘‘exceptional.’’ Changing the accounting 
rules will undermine health protection and 
avoid pollution cleanup. 

Additionally, the bill would permanently 
weaken the Clean Air Act. The Clean Air Act 
is one of our nation’s premier public health 
laws because it puts health first. The Act has 
a two-step process: first, EPA considers sci-
entific evidence to decide how much air pol-
lution is safe to breathe and sets the stand-
ard that is requisite to protect public health 
with an adequate margin of safety. Then, 
states work with EPA to develop a plan to 
clean up air pollution to meet the standard. 
Cost and feasibility are fully considered in 
the second phase during implementation of 
the standard. 

This bill states that if EPA finds that ‘‘a 
range of levels’’ of an air pollutant protect 
public health with an adequate margin of 
safety, then EPA may consider technological 
feasibility in choosing a limit within that 
range. Further, the bill would interject im-
plementation considerations including ad-
verse economic and energy effects into the 
standard setting process. These changes will 
permanently weaken the core health-based 
premise of the Clean Air Act—protecting the 
public from known health effects of air pol-
lution with a margin of safety. 

H.R. 4775 is a sweeping attack on lifesaving 
standards that protect public health from air 
pollution. This bill is an extreme attempt to 
undermine our nation’s clean air health pro-
tections. Not only does it delay the long- 
overdue updated ozone standards and weaken 
their implementation and enforcement, it 
also permanently weakens the health protec-
tions against many dangerous air pollutants 
and the scientific basis of Clean Air Act 
standards. 

Please prioritize the health of your con-
stituents and vote NO on H.R. 4775. 

Sincerely, 
Allergy & Asthma Network, Alliance of 

Nurses for Healthy Environments, 
American Academy of Pediatrics, 
American College of Preventive Medi-
cine, American Lung Association, 
American Public Health Association, 
American Thoracic Society, Asthma 
and Allergy Foundation of America, 
Children’s Environmental Health Net-
work, Health Care Without Harm, 

March of Dimes, National Association 
of County & City Health Officials, Na-
tional Environmental Health Associa-
tion, Physicians for Social Responsi-
bility, Public Health Institute, Trust 
for America’s Health. 

LEAGUE OF 
CONSERVATION VOTERS, 

Washington, DC, June 7, 2016. 
Re: Oppose H.R. 4775—Extreme Attack on 

Smog Protections & the Clean Air Act. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf of our 
millions of members, the League of Con-
servation Voters (LCV) works to turn envi-
ronmental values into national priorities. 
Each year, LCV publishes the National Envi-
ronmental Scorecard, which details the vot-
ing records of members of Congress on envi-
ronmental legislation. The Scorecard is dis-
tributed to LCV members, concerned voters 
nationwide, and the media. 

LCV urges you to vote NO on H.R. 4775, the 
‘‘Ozone Standards Implementation Act,’’ a 
radical bill that jeopardizes the health of the 
American people by undermining the EPA’s 
recently-updated standards for ozone pollu-
tion (a.k.a. smog) and eviscerating a central 
pillar of the Clean Air Act. 

The Clean Air Act was enacted with strong 
bipartisan support and is based on the cen-
tral premise that clean air protections for 
dangerous pollutants like smog, soot, carbon 
monoxide, sulfur dioxide and lead be based 
solely on the best-available health science. 
The law’s drafters structured the law in this 
manner because Americans deserve to know 
if their air is safe to breathe or not. For the 
first time ever, H.R. 4775 would allow the 
EPA to consider factors unrelated to health, 
like technical feasibility in the initial stand-
ard setting process. States consider feasi-
bility and cost when they implement the 
standards. This system has worked ex-
tremely well since 1970 as air quality has im-
proved dramatically while the economy has 
grown. 

The bill would also gut EPA’s ozone stand-
ards, which were updated last fall. H.R. 4775 
would delay these vital health protections by 
at least ten years and double the law’s cur-
rent five-year review periods for updating 
ozone and all national air quality standards 
allowing unhealthy air to persist even 
longer. High ozone levels pose a significant 
threat to our health, and are especially dan-
gerous for children, the elderly, and 
asthmatics. 

We urge you to REJECT H.R. 4775 and will 
strongly consider including votes on this bill 
in the 2016 Scorecard. If you need more infor-
mation, please call my office and ask to 
speak with a member of our Government Re-
lations team. 

Sincerely, 
GENE KARPINSKI, 

President. 

JUNE 7, 2016. 
DEAR SENATOR/REPRESENTATIVE: On behalf 

of our millions of members, the undersigned 
118 organizations urge you to oppose the 
‘‘Ozone Standards Implementation Act’’ 
(H.R. 4775, S. 2882). The innocuous-sounding 
name is misleading: this legislation would 
actually systematically weaken the Clean 
Air Act without a single improvement, un-
dermine Americans’ 46-year right to healthy 
air based on medical science, and delay life- 
saving health standards already years over-
due. 

This bill’s vision of ‘‘Ozone Standards Im-
plementation’’ eliminates health benefits 
and the right to truly safe air that Ameri-
cans enjoy under today’s law. First, the leg-
islation would delay for ten years the right 
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to safer air quality, and even the simple 
right to know if the air is safe to breathe. 
Corporations applying for air pollution per-
mits would be free to ignore new ground- 
level ozone (aka smog) health standards dur-
ing these additional ten years. For the first 
time the largest sources of air pollution 
would be allowed to exceed health standards. 
The bill would also outright excuse the parts 
of the country suffering the worst smog pol-
lution from having backup plans if they do 
not reduce pollution. The most polluted 
parts of the country should not stop doing 
everything they can to protect their citizens’ 
health and environment by cleaning up smog 
pollution. 

This bill is not content to merely weaken 
and delay reductions in smog pollution. It 
also strikes at our core right to clean air 
based on health and medical science. The 
medically-based health standards that the 
law has been founded on for 46 years instead 
could become a political football weakened 
by polluter compliance costs. This could well 
result in communities being exposed to 
unhealthy levels of smog and soot and sulfur 
dioxide and even toxic lead pollution. The 
bill would also double the law’s five-year re-
view periods for recognizing the latest 
science and updating health standards, 
which are already frequently years late; this 
means in practice that unhealthy air would 
persist for longer than ten years. 

The legislation also weakens implementa-
tion of current clean air health standards. 
The bill expands exemptions for ‘‘exceptional 
events’’ that are not counted towards com-
pliance with health standards for air quality, 
even when air pollution levels are unsafe. 
This will mean more unsafe air more often, 
with no responsibility to clean it up. Re-
quirements meant to ensure progress toward 
reducing smog and soot pollution would shift 
from focusing on public health and 
achievability to economic costs. Despite the 
bland name ‘‘Ozone Standards Implementa-
tion Act,’’ this bill represents an extreme at-
tack on the most fundamental safeguards 
and rights in the Clean Air Act. 

Since 1970, the Federal Clean Air Act has 
been organized around one governing prin-
ciple—that the EPA must set health stand-
ards based on medical science for dangerous 
air pollution, including smog, soot and lead, 
that protect all Americans, with ‘‘an ade-
quate margin of safety’’ for vulnerable popu-
lations like children, the elderly and 
asthmatics. This legislation eviscerates that 
principle and protection. We urge you to op-
pose H.R. 4775 and S. 2882, to protect our 
families and Americans’ rights to clean air. 

Sincerely, 
350KC; 350 Loudoun; Alaska Community 

Action on Toxics; Alton Area Cluster UCM 
(United Congregations of Metro-East); Brent-
wood House California Latino Business Insti-
tute; Center for Biological Diversity; Chesa-
peake Physicians for Social Responsibility; 
Chicago Physicians for Social Responsi-
bility; Citizens for Clean Air; Clean Air 
Watch; Clean Water Action; Cleveland Envi-
ronmental Action Network; Climate Action 
Alliance of the Valley; Connecticut League 
of Conservation Voters; Conservation Voters 
for Idaho; Conservation Voters of South 
Carolina; Dakota Resource Council; Earth 
Day Network; Earthjustice. 

Earthworks; Environment Iowa; Environ-
ment America; Environment Arizona; Envi-
ronment California; Environment Colorado; 
Environment Connecticut; Environment 
Florida; Environment Georgia; Environment 
Illinois; Environment Maine; Environment 
Maryland; Environment Massachusetts; En-
vironment Michigan; Environment Min-
nesota; Environment Missouri; Environment 
Montana; Environment Nevada; Environ-
ment New Hampshire; Environment New Jer-
sey. 

Environment New Mexico; Environment 
North Carolina; Environment Ohio; Environ-
ment Oregon; Environment Rhode Island; 
Environment Texas; Environment Virginia; 
Environment Washington; Environmental 
Defense Action Fund; Environmental Entre-
preneurs (E2); Environmental Law & Policy 
Center; Ethical Society of St. Louis; Faith 
Alliance for Climate Solutions; Florida Con-
servation Voters; Fort Collins Sustainability 
Group; GreenLatinos; Health Care Without 
Harm; Iowa Interfaith Power & Light; Jean- 
Michel Cousteau’s Ocean Futures Society; 
KyotoUSA. 

Labadie Environmental Organization 
(LEO); Latino Donor Collaborative; League 
of Conservation Voters; League of Women 
Voters; Maine Conservation Voters; Mary-
land League of Conservation Voters; Michi-
gan League of Conservation Voters; Moms 
Clean Air Force; Montana Conservation Vot-
ers Education Fund; Montana Environ-
mental Information Center; National Parks 
Conservation Association; Natural Resources 
Defense Council; NC League of Conservation 
Voters; Nevada Conservation League; New 
Mexico Environmental Law Center; New 
York League of Conservation Voters; North-
ern Plains Resource Council; OEC Action 
Fund; Ohio Organizing Collaborative, Com-
munities United for Responsible Energy; Or-
egon League of Conservation Voters. 

Partnership for Policy Integrity; 
PennEnvironment; People Demanding Ac-
tion, Tucson Chapter; Physicians for Social 
Responsibility; Physicians for Social Re-
sponsibility, Maine Chapter; Physicians for 
Social Responsibility, Los Angeles Chapter; 
Physicians for Social Responsibility, Arizona 
Chapter; Physicians for Social Responsi-
bility, SF Bay Area Chapter; Physicians for 
Social Responsibility, Tennessee Chapter; 
Physicians for Social Responsibility, Wis-
consin Chapter; Powder River Basin Re-
source Council; Public Citizen; Public Citi-
zen’s Texas Office; RVA Interfaith Climate 
Justice Team; Safe Climate Campaign; San 
Juan Citizens Alliance; Sierra Club; South-
ern Environmental Law Center; Sustainable 
Energy & Economic Development (SEED) 
Coalition; Texas Campaign for the Environ-
ment. 

Texas Environmental Justice Advocacy 
Services; Texas League of Conservation Vot-
ers; The Environmental Justice Center at 
Chestnut Hills United Church; Trust for 
America’s Health; Union of Concerned Sci-
entists; Utah Physicians for a Healthy Envi-
ronment; Valley Watch; Virginia Organizing; 
Virginia Interfaith Power & Light; Voces 
Verdes; Voices for Progress; Washington 
Conservation Voters; Western Colorado Con-
gress; Western Organization of Resource 
Councils; Wisconsin Environmental Health 
Network; Wisconsin League of Conservation 
Voters; Wisconsin Environment; Wyoming 
Outdoor Council. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Chair, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. OLSON), the vice chairman of the 
Subcommittee on Energy and Power. 

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Chairman, every 
time I talk about this bipartisan bill, I 
make sure to emphasize one point: I 
want clean air. 

I remember Houston in the 1970s. We 
could not see the downtown through 
the smog. We have made a lot of 
progress since then. The whole country 
has made a lot of progress since then. 
I want that progress to continue. 

Despite what some would have you 
believe, Mr. Chairman, this bipartisan 
bill is not about fundamentally chang-
ing the Clean Air Act. Nothing in this 

bipartisan bill changes any air quality 
standard or regulation. Nothing in this 
bipartisan bill puts cost before science 
when EPA sets a new standard. 

This bipartisan bill is about carefully 
thought-out, commonsense reforms. It 
is about listening to State regulators 
who actually had to make EPA’s rules 
work for the people. 

The people I work for back home are 
full of common sense. Common sense 
says that EPA should put out guidance 
to follow a new rule at the same time 
they put out the rule. 

Folks in Texas 22 and across America 
are puzzled. What is wrong with EPA 
putting out a complete package of 
rules and regulations together instead 
of a rule first followed by regulations 7 
years later? That is not common sense. 
That is a road to failure, a road we are 
going down right now. 

As Dr. Bryan Shaw, the top regulator 
for air quality in my home State of 
Texas, said, provisions in this bipar-
tisan bill will ‘‘allow States to focus 
their limited resources’’ to implement 
EPA’s previous ozone rule. We can con-
tinue to improve Texas air—and the air 
of every State—if we let our regulators 
do their jobs. 

I carefully wrote this bipartisan bill 
to include more common sense. Let 
EPA consider achievability when 
issuing a new rule. This is not a man-
date. 

b 1430 
I ask my opponents to read this bi-

partisan bill. Read the language. It 
clearly says the EPA may consider 
achievability when they set a new 
standard. This provision will never 
allow EPA to set an unhealthy stand-
ard. They can’t use cost to ignore 
science. 

Let’s bring common sense to the EPA 
and work together to help States im-
prove air quality. Vote for this bill. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Florida (Ms. CASTOR). 

Ms. CASTOR of Florida. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding and for his lead-
ership on energy and clean air policy 
for all of America. 

Mr. Chair, I rise in strong opposition 
to H.R. 4775. The Republican bill is a 
radical attempt to gut the Clean Air 
Act. 

The Clean Air Act has been one of 
our bedrock environmental laws for 
America since the 1970s. So for 50 years 
it has worked well to ensure that it 
protects our health while businesses 
thrive. It has made such a difference in 
our lives. 

I heard my good friend from Houston 
say he has seen the air cleaned up. The 
same is true in the Sunshine State of 
Florida. I remember those smoggy days 
in the late sixties and early seventies. 
I watched the impact of the Clean Air 
Act make it healthier for us to 
breathe, to grow up, to live healthy 
lives. All you have to do is look across 
the globe at China and India and the 
struggles they have with their econ-
omy because they are not able to con-
trol their pollution. 
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The great thing about the Clean Air 

Act is that it is based on science. It re-
quires the EPA every 5 years to bring 
scientists together and do a health 
check, do a check on the air quality 
standards all across America. Then 
they can—they are not required to— 
say: we are going to improve the air 
quality standards. And then they leave 
it up to States and stakeholders at 
home to determine how best to control 
air pollution. It has been extraor-
dinarily effective at cleaning the air. 

EPA has set air quality standards for 
six different pollutants: ozone, nitro-
gen dioxide, sulfur dioxide, carbon 
monoxide, lead, and particulate mat-
ter. Between 1980 and 2014, emissions of 
these six air pollutants dropped by 63 
percent. During the same period, the 
Nation’s gross domestic product in-
creased by 147 percent, vehicle miles 
traveled increased by 97 percent, en-
ergy consumption increased by 26 per-
cent, and the U.S. population increased 
by 41 percent. These emissions reduc-
tions have generated dramatic health 
effects. There is a balance in the law 
already. 

A recent peer-reviewed study says 
the Clean Air Act will save more than 
230,000 lives and will prevent millions 
of cases of respiratory problems like 
asthma and other problems in 2020 
alone. It will also enhance our national 
productivity by preventing 17 million 
lost workdays. These public health 
benefits translate into $2 trillion in 
monetized benefits to the economy. 

Again, from the Sunshine State’s 
perspective, we have a booming tourist 
economy largely because we have clean 
water and clear air. Everyone wants to 
come to Florida. They are very dis-
cerning with their tourist dollars and 
where they are going to take a vaca-
tion. They look across the world, and 
one of the reasons people travel to 
America or you travel to the Sunshine 
State is because it is healthy and 
clean; and it is largely because of the 
Clean Air Act that we have been able 
to do that. 

So this bill is irresponsible because it 
will take us backwards. And let’s talk 
a few specifics. The bill dramatically 
delays implementation of the 2015 
ozone air quality standards by up to 8 
years. It says to America: we are going 
to ignore the science, we are going to 
ignore the new standards that have 
been developed with thousands and 
thousands of comments, and we are 
going to ignore the fact that these im-
proved standards will net benefits of up 
to $4.6 billion in 2025 alone. 

Second, the bill doubles the air qual-
ity standard review period for all cri-
teria air pollutants to every 10 years. 
Currently, the Clean Air Act says: 
EPA, every 5 years, look at the best 
science. Now, this bill says to ignore 
the science. Again, we will wait 10 
years. 

That is not smart and that is not 
helpful to our communities and our 
neighbors back home. 

The bill also gives new and expanded 
facilities amnesty from new air quality 

standards. And this is where I think 
my Republican friends are going to in-
vite a lot of litigation. 

Before I came to Congress, I did a lit-
tle bit of environmental law. Current 
existing industrial users and businesses 
will have to bear the burden because 
the new polluters will get a break— 
they will get amnesty—while our exist-
ing businesses will have to make up the 
difference. That is not smart, and I 
think that is going to create a lot of 
lawsuits. 

Prime Minister Narendra Modi from 
India was here today. One of his mes-
sages, besides what a great democracy 
America is and what a great democracy 
India is, is that we have to think about 
the future. And we can tap the Amer-
ican ingenuity and what we have al-
ready done to clean air and grow busi-
ness at the same time. 

Other nations are realizing now what 
we have learned long ago: unregulated 
emission of dangerous air pollutants is 
unsustainable. The Clean Air Act has 
helped us make dramatic improve-
ments in air quality over the past dec-
ades. Our economy has grown at the 
same time. 

So I would urge my colleagues, do 
not gut the Clean Air Act. Vote ‘‘no’’ 
on H.R. 4775. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. CARTER). 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing and for his efforts on this very im-
portant legislation. 

Mr. Chair, I rise today in support of 
H.R. 4775, the Ozone Standards Imple-
mentation Act of 2016, so States will 
have the flexibility and tools to reason-
ably and effectively meet the new EPA 
ozone standards. 

Since the proposal of EPA’s 2008 
ozone standards, States have contin-
ually worked to implement air quality 
standards to comply with EPA’s clean 
air requirements. However, EPA’s im-
plementation regulations for the 2008 
standards were not published until 
March 6, 2015, and then the revised 
ozone standards were issued in October 
of 2015. 

States now face the prospect of si-
multaneously implementing two ozone 
standards at the same time. H.R. 4775 
remedies this problem by creating a 
phase-in approach to the 2008 and 2015 
ozone standards, extending the final 
designations under the 2015 standards 
to 2025. 

It would also make reforms to the 
National Ambient Air Quality Stand-
ards to provide flexibility and struc-
ture to actions taken to implementing 
and revising these standards. States 
should be given the flexibility to im-
plement air quality standards in a way 
that is cost effective and efficient. 

I want to thank the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. OLSON) for introducing this 
bill. I also encourage my colleagues to 
support this legislation to ensure 
States are able to implement EPA 
ozone standards without harming their 
overall economy. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chair, H.R. 4775 would fundamen-
tally and permanently weaken the 
Clean Air Act as well as future air pol-
lution health standards for all criteria 
pollutants. 

Mr. Chair, H.R. 4775 would unaccept-
ably delay implementation of the 
EPA’s 2015 ozone standards for another 
8 years, even though these standards 
haven’t been updated since the Bush 
administration last did so in the year 
2008. 

Additionally, Mr. Chair, this bill 
would also mandate that the EPA wait 
a decade before considering any new 
evidence regarding the health implica-
tions from ozone and other harmful 
pollutants, despite what the science 
may say in the interval. 

This drastic change to the Clean Air 
Act would prohibit the EPA from rely-
ing on the most current health-based 
scientific data when determining air 
pollutant standards. 

Mr. Chair, H.R. 4775 would also fun-
damentally change provisions of the 
Clean Air Act by imposing cost and 
technological feasibility considerations 
on the standard-setting process, even 
though the Clean Air Act clearly states 
that only medical and public health 
data should be used when setting clean 
air health standards. 

Mr. Chair, this radical change to the 
Nation’s most historically important 
environmental law will lead to adverse 
consequences for both the public health 
and the resourcefulness of American 
companies and innovators. 

As the EPA’s Acting Assistant Ad-
ministrator for the Office of Air and 
Radiation, Janet McCabe, noted in her 
recent testimony to the Energy and 
Power Subcommittee at a hearing enti-
tled ‘‘H.R. 4775, Ozone Standards Imple-
mentation Act’’ just earlier this year 
in April: ‘‘Despite repeated assertions 
that achieving clean air was just not 
feasible, American ingenuity has con-
sistently risen to the challenge and 
made our country the leader in both 
clean air and clean air technology. 

‘‘That approach,’’ she went on to say, 
‘‘has been very successful for both the 
health of Americans and our econ-
omy.’’ 

Mr. Chair, what is missing in the ar-
guments made by the majority against 
the Clean Air Act, as well as most 
other environmental protection laws, 
is the fact that these regulations have 
been extraordinarily beneficial not 
only to the American health, but also 
to the American economy. 

In almost every instance, Mr. Chair, 
whenever a new environmental regula-
tion has been proposed, we have heard 
opponents label them as job killers, 
overly burdensome, harmful to the 
economy, the end of the American way 
of life as we know it. In practically 
every instance, those dire predictions 
have been proven to be unequivocally 
wrong, as these laws, Mr. Chair, have 
served to protect the public health as 
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well as to spur new advances in tech-
nology and in services that we can then 
export overseas. 

Mr. Chairman, undoubtedly, today’s 
fight over the new ozone standard will 
follow this very same pattern. Instead 
of trying to stall the 2015 ozone stand-
ards and prohibit the EPA from regu-
larly updating the National Ambient 
Air Quality Standards, as H.R. 4775 
would do, we in this Congress should be 
heeding the warnings of doctors and 
scientists of not acting quickly enough 
to protect the public health. 

b 1445 

Mr. Chairman, I strongly oppose this 
awful bill, and I urge all of my col-
leagues to do the same. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 

yield 3 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. LATTA), who 
is a member of the Energy and Com-
merce Committee, a cosponsor of this 
legislation, and a gentleman focused on 
energy issues. 

Mr. LATTA. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 4775, the Ozone Standards Im-
plementation Act, of which I am a 
proud sponsor. 

I would like to focus, in particular, 
on what this bill really does for the 
timeline of implementing ozone stand-
ards. H.R. 4775 focuses on efficient im-
plementation of ozone and other air 
quality requirements by making com-
monsense adjustments to facilitate 
how air quality standards are imple-
mented, based on practical experience. 

Our legislation provides States with 
additional time to implement the 2015 
standards which is needed to fully im-
plement the 2008 ozone standards, since 
EPA only issued the implementing reg-
ulations in 2015. 

Further, H.R. 4775 allows EPA time 
to develop the new implementing regu-
lations and guidance needed for the 
2015 standards, and also allows EPA to 
clear its existing backlog of hundreds 
of implementation plans relating to 
other existing standards. 

Clean air remains our priority, and 
this legislation does not change the re-
cent new ozone standard of 70 parts per 
billion. It does not change of the stand-
ards set by the agency for any other 
criteria pollutants. 

Instead, it ensures that hundreds of 
counties are not unnecessarily sub-
jected to additional regulatory bur-
dens, paperwork requirements, and re-
strictions. 

EPA projects that, based on 2012–2014 
data, over 240 counties with ozone mon-
itors would violate the 2015 standards, 
but they are already on track to meet 
those standards by 2025. It makes no 
sense to sweep these counties into un-
necessarily burdensome ‘‘nonattain-
ment’’ regulatory regimes. 

EPA has estimated compliance costs 
for 2008 beginning in 2020 of $7.6 billion 
to $8.8 billion annually. On top of these 
costs, EPA estimates compliance costs 

for the 2015 standards beginning in 2025, 
of $2 billion annually, including $1.4 
billion outside California, and $800 mil-
lion in California. 

However, EPA’s own estimate may be 
too low, since they have admitted that 
in some places, most of or even all of 
the technology that will be needed to 
meet this rule has yet to be invented. 

What this legislation postpones is the 
diversion of State resources from the 
most pressing challenges to meet a 
standard that EPA projects will be met 
anyway through measures already on 
the books. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge support of H.R. 
4775. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Chairman, may 
I ask how much time is remaining on 
both sides? 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Kentucky has 20 minutes remaining. 
The gentleman from Illinois has 131⁄2 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. FLORES), 
who is a member of the Energy and 
Commerce Committee and, I believe, a 
cosponsor of this legislation. 

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
Chairman WHITFIELD for allowing me 
to speak on behalf of this bill. 

As a coauthor of H.R. 4775, I rise to 
strongly urge my colleagues to support 
this bipartisan Ozone Standards Imple-
mentation Act of 2016. 

Since 1980, our economy has more 
than tripled in growth, while ozone lev-
els have gone down by 33 percent. The 
EPA predicts that ozone levels will 
continue to improve, particularly as 
the 75 parts per billion standard is fully 
implemented. 

Most importantly, the EPA states: 
‘‘The vast majority of U.S. counties 
will meet the 70 parts per billion stand-
ard by 2025 just with the rules and pro-
grams now in place or underway.’’ 

In March of 2015, the EPA released its 
implementation regulations on the de-
layed 2008 ozone standard of 75 percent 
per billion. Last October, just 7 months 
later, the EPA moved the goal posts 
with a new ozone standard of 70 parts 
per billion. 

Our States and communities now 
face the burden of spending scarce tax-
payer resources to implement two dif-
ferent ozone standards at the same 
time. 

So what does this mean? It means 
that even though the EPA admits that 
air quality will improve, our States 
and counties now face a premature 
nonattainment designation, signifi-
cantly limiting new job creation oppor-
tunities. 

Additional bureaucratic processes 
and unnecessary red tape will do noth-
ing to protect public health; however, 
they will export jobs to countries like 
China with fewer regulations, while 
those countries send us their ozone 
emissions in return. 

H.R. 4775 includes a key harmoni-
zation provision from H.R. 4000, the bi-

partisan legislation I introduced last 
November. 

Section 2 of today’s bill gives com-
munities the needed time to meet the 
70 parts per billion standard through 
2025. It protects these areas from being 
subjected to unnecessary additional 
regulatory burdens and red tape, as 
these areas are already on track for 
compliance with both standards. 

We have also heard from our State 
regulators that the current 5-year re-
view cycle timeline for National Ambi-
ent Air Quality Standards is overly 
ambitious and not attainable. This is 
proven by the fact that, since 1971, the 
EPA has taken an average of 101⁄2 years 
to review the standard for ozone, not 5, 
as is currently in effect. 

Another provision I authored, section 
3(a), modernizes the Clean Air Act by 
matching the mandatory review cycle 
with the actual timeline of previous 
EPA reviews; in other words, 10 years 
between reviews. This is a reasonable 
timeline in light of the Nation’s dra-
matically improved air quality over 
the last three decades. 

Protecting both public health and 
the economy are bipartisan goals we 
all share, and the two are not mutually 
exclusive. 

I would like to thank Mr. OLSON, Mr. 
CUELLAR, Mr. LATTA, Whip SCALISE, 
and Leader MCCARTHY for their work 
on this important issue. I would also 
like to thank Chairman UPTON and 
Chairman WHITFIELD for their efforts 
in shepherding this bill through the 
Energy and Commerce Committee. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to sup-
port this commonsense bipartisan leg-
islation. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self 3 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, I strongly disagree 
with my friend from Texas. 

The proposed changes to the NAAQS 
review cycle would put lives at risk by 
permanently delaying updates to lim-
its on not just ozone, but on every dan-
gerous criteria air pollutant: carbon 
monoxide, lead, nitrogen oxides, ozone, 
particulate matter, and sulfur dioxide. 

Mr. Chairman, the Clean Air Act re-
quires the EPA to review the science 
every 5 years and to update the stand-
ards when necessary to protect the 
public health. 

It is important to note that the EPA 
isn’t required to update the NAAQS 
every 5 years, but to just review the 
science. 

The 2015 ozone standard, Mr. Chair-
man, reflects strong scientific evidence 
regarding the harmful effects of ozone 
on human health and the environment; 
including more than 1,000 new studies. 

Scientists, Mr. Chairman, are con-
stantly researching the impacts that 
air pollution have on human health, 
and have consistently discovered that 
ozone, particle pollutants, and other 
types of air pollution covered by the 
Clean Air Act are, indeed, harmful in 
more ways and at lower concentration 
than previously understood. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill would ignore 
all this scientific work and evidence by 
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doubling the review period from 5 years 
to 10 years, delaying the review of 
science and potentially necessary up-
dates to the standard. 

Mr. Chairman, 10 years is too long to 
wait to protect public health from lev-
els of ozone, particle pollution, and 
other pollutants that the science shows 
are, indeed, very, very, very dangerous. 

Delaying the EPA’s review of the 
best medical science won’t make out-
dated air pollution levels safe. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. HULTGREN). 
The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self another 15 seconds. 

Delaying EPA’s review of the best 
medical science won’t make outdated 
air pollution levels safe, it will just 
lead to more Americans suffering from 
unhealthy air for longer periods of 
time. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. WEBER). 

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, 
I rise in strong support of H.R. 4775, the 
Ozone Standards Implementation Act, 
which I have cosponsored. I want to 
thank Congressman OLSON, my good 
friend and fellow Texan, for intro-
ducing this important legislation. 

Last year, Mr. Chairman, the EPA fi-
nalized a costly new regulation to re-
duce ozone levels, even as States are 
only now beginning to implement the 
2008 ozone standard. States will now 
have to deal with two regulations with 
overlapping implementation schedules. 
This is Federal bureaucracy at its fin-
est, Mr. Chairman. 

Now that the EPA is moving full 
steam ahead on its regulatory freight 
train, in order to get States back on 
track, Congress must act to give them 
certainty. H.R. 4775 will phase in im-
plementation of those ozone standards 
over a reasonable timeline. 

As ozone continues to fall to levels 
that reflect naturally occurring and 
even foreign-source ozone, we must 
also insist that the EPA report on how 
foreign pollution affects compliance 
with its overburdensome regulations. 
This legislation will do just that, Mr. 
Chairman. 

There is no denying that the EPA’s 
regulations will be costly for the 
States and costly, in turn, for our 
economy. The lower ozone levels are 
mandated, the harder it is for economic 
development to occur. That’s just the 
way it is, as TED POE would say. 

Communities across the country will 
be harmed, and low-income families, 
Mr. Chairman, are going to be harmed 
the most from this overburdensome 
regulation. 

It is perfectly reasonable for Con-
gress to insist that this regulatory 
boondoggle is reined in. I urge all 
Members to support this important leg-
islation. It is the right thing to do. You 
know I am right. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, may I in-
quire as to how much time is left? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Illinois has 101⁄4 minutes remain-
ing. The gentleman from Kentucky has 
15 minutes remaining. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 7 
minutes to an extraordinary gentleman 
from the great State of New Jersey 
(Mr. PALLONE), our fine leader on the 
Democratic side. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to thank the ranking member of our 
subcommittee for his kind remarks. 

Once again, the House is considering 
a bill to undermine one of our most 
successful public health and environ-
mental laws, the Clean Air Act. And 
clean air isn’t a luxury, it is a neces-
sity. 

Before the Clean Air Act became law 
43 years ago, thousands of Americans 
experienced the consequences of 
unhealthy air, respiratory disease, se-
vere asthma attacks, and premature 
deaths. This landmark legislation, for 
the first time, ensured that hazardous 
air pollution would be controlled. 

But in spite of the overwhelming evi-
dence of the success of this law and its 
many vital public health benefits, the 
Clean Air Act continues to be a favor-
ite target for my Republican col-
leagues. This bill, H.R. 4775, is, unfor-
tunately, the latest in an ongoing at-
tempt to undermine the progress we 
have made on cleaning the air and pro-
tecting public health. 

The bill’s sponsors claim their goal is 
to help States to implement the Na-
tional Ambient Air Quality Standards 
set by the EPA, yet this bill fails to 
provide the one thing that would be 
most helpful to States in their efforts 
to implement air quality standards, 
and that is additional resources. 

In fact, Chairman WHITFIELD will be 
offering an amendment to the bill to 
ensure that EPA receives no additional 
funding to implement the provisions of 
this legislation, or any of the require-
ments under existing law. 

H.R. 4775 is not a package of minor 
changes to minor provisions of the 
Clean Air Act. These changes are rad-
ical revisions intended to roll back the 
progress we have made in public 
health. This bill alters the funda-
mental premise of the act, that stand-
ards should be set to ensure the air is 
safe and healthy to breathe. 

H.R. 4775 would bring economic costs, 
technological feasibility, and other 
non-risk factors into the standard-set-
ting process. 
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These things are important, to be 
sure, and that is why they are already 
considered when the States develop 
their plans to achieve the health-based 
standards set by EPA, and that is ap-
propriate. They should, however, never 
come into play in setting these stand-
ards. 

Let’s just use technology as an exam-
ple. Technology is always evolving. 
What is technologically feasible today 
does not define what is possible tomor-
row. For example, air pollution from 

automobile emissions was recognized 
as a serious problem in southern Cali-
fornia as early as 1959. At that time, 
there were no pollution-control devices 
for cars. Auto manufacturers said that 
it couldn’t be done, the technology was 
impossible, and that even if it were 
possible, it would be far too expensive. 
But California passed laws requiring 
pollution control anyway. 

We all know the rest of the story: it 
was not impossible or prohibitively ex-
pensive. People still bought cars. And 
we have cleaner, more efficient cars 
today because regulation pushed tech-
nology forward. The only reason to 
make technological feasibility a factor 
in setting the standard is to avoid set-
ting the standard, and that is the goal 
of the supporters of this legislation. 

The history of the Clean Air Act is 
one of great success: the economy has 
continued to grow; the air has gotten 
cleaner; and most importantly, public 
health has improved. 

So, Mr. Chairman, my Republican 
colleagues refuse to accept the fact 
that we can continue to improve the 
air, have a vibrant economy, and give 
everyone the opportunity for a long 
and healthy life. So I urge my col-
leagues to reject the false choice be-
tween jobs and clean air. The fact is 
that we can have both. 

H.R. 4775 is a dangerous bill, and I 
would urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ 
on increased ozone pollution. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Chairman, we 
have no further speakers on our side of 
the aisle except for myself, and I think 
I have the right to close. I don’t know 
if the gentleman from Illinois has addi-
tional speakers or if he would like to 
go at this time. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, supporters of this bill 
claim that EPA doesn’t issue imple-
mentation rules and guidance quickly 
enough after updating a national ambi-
ent air quality standard. So this awful 
piece of legislation concludes that the 
solution is to sacrifice Americans’ 
health—sacrifice our public health—by 
allowing facilities to ignore new air 
quality standards. But, Mr. Chairman, 
this would only allow these same fa-
cilities to pollute more while doing 
nothing to facilitate faster implemen-
tation of new NAAQS. 

The bill says that EPA must release 
implementing rules and guidance con-
currently with a new standard, mean-
ing, if EPA updates a national ambient 
air quality standard, that standard 
does not apply to new or expanding fa-
cilities unless and until EPA has issued 
implementation rules and guidance for 
the new standard. 

Mr. Chairman, witnesses have testi-
fied that concurrent guidance isn’t al-
ways practical or even necessary. This 
provision presumes a problem that does 
not even exist. The Agency provides a 
wealth of tools already, Mr. Chairman, 
to assist States with air permits, and 
in many cases, States are fully capable 
of issuing permits without any new 
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guidance from EPA. Mr. Chairman, 
they have been doing this same thing 
for decades now. 

Most guidance evolves after a stand-
ard takes effect as States and industry 
raise questions that require EPA clari-
fication. It is unclear, Mr. Chairman, 
how the Agency could provide guidance 
on solving problems before they even 
know what those problems are. 

Mr. Chairman, you are talking about 
a catch-22, and this creates an epic 
catch-22 for the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency. 

On the one hand, the EPA could 
hurry to issue guidance before hearing 
questions from States and industry. 
That guidance would necessarily be in-
complete, as it won’t even address 
issues that only emerge during the im-
plementation process. An industry 
group, Mr. Chairman, that wanted to 
delay implementation of the new air 
quality standard could file a lawsuit 
saying that EPA’s guidance wasn’t suf-
ficient. 

On the other hand, EPA could wait to 
issue more robust and helpful guidance, 
but in the meantime, facilities would 
be able to obtain permits under the old 
air quality standard. A company, Mr. 
Chairman, could build a facility that is 
allowed to pollute more than it would 
under current law. 

In both scenarios, Mr. Chairman, who 
wins? Not the American people. Who 
wins? The polluter wins, and our public 
health loses. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to thank our 
fellow legislators from the other side of 
the aisle for working with us on this 
legislation. One of the great things 
about the House of Representatives is 
we have the opportunity to come and 
talk on different sides of the issues. We 
can have different opinions, we can 
talk about it, disagree, and then try to 
move forward. 

Now, some of the speakers today, 
when we discussed this legislation, 
H.R. 4775, have described it as irrespon-
sible, as a radical action to gut the 
Clean Air Act, to fundamentally weak-
en the Clean Air Act, and to undermine 
the Clean Air Act. I would say that 
that absolutely is not our intent. 

I think all of us living in America un-
derstand that we do, in this country, 
more than any other country in the 
world, work to ensure clean air for our 
constituents and our citizens. We don’t 
have to take a backseat to anyone to 
make that statement. 

I might say that the criteria of pol-
lutants, the six of them, the emissions 
have been reduced by a total of 63 per-
cent—making up the National Ambient 
Air Quality Standards has been re-
duced by 63 percent, those emissions— 
since 1980. 

So we are committed to clean air. 
But many people do not realize that, 
today, 24 States, counties in 24 States 

and the District of Columbia do not 
even meet the requirement of the 2008 
Ambient Air Quality Standards, which 
is 75 parts per billion. And we know 
that even though that standard was set 
in 2008, EPA did not come forth with 
the guidelines to help the States meet 
that standard until 2015—7 years later. 

Now they have come out with a new 
standard in 2015 saying that States 
must meet that in 2017. This legislation 
is brought to the floor in response to 
concerns by entities and individuals re-
sponsible in the States for imple-
menting the Federal standards set by 
the Federal EPA, so that is why we are 
here. 

So what are we doing in this legisla-
tion? Let me just point out that I men-
tioned the 24 States, counties in 24 
States and the District of Columbia are 
in noncompliance with the 2008 stand-
ard. Los Angeles is never going to be in 
compliance. San Joaquin Valley is 
probably never going to be in compli-
ance, and many parts of the West are 
never going to be in compliance be-
cause of their geographical location 
and because of foreign emissions com-
ing in from other countries. 

If you are in noncompliance, it has a 
drastic impact on your ability to cre-
ate jobs and to bring in new industry 
because it is much more difficult to get 
a permit. So these over 270 counties in 
these 24 States at a time when our job 
growth is stagnant are going to find it 
even more difficult to create jobs. 

Poverty also has a tremendous im-
pact on people’s health. Yes, we want 
clean air, but we want jobs so people 
can provide health care for their fami-
lies and their children. So we need a 
balancing act here, and that is what 
this legislation is designed to do. 

Under existing law, EPA at the Fed-
eral level must, they are mandated to 
review the national air quality stand-
ard every 5 years. They can do it in 2 if 
they want to, or 3, but they must do it 
in 5. So, because we are now trying to 
implement the 2008 and the 2015 all at 
the same time in certain areas, all we 
are saying is, instead of mandating 
EPA to do it every 5, we mandate them 
to do it every 10. They can do it in 4 if 
they want to, or 3 or 2, but they must 
do it in 10. So is that irresponsible? Is 
that trying to gut the Clean Air Act? 

What are some other things we are 
doing here? We are also saying that we 
are authorizing—we are not man-
dating, but we are authorizing—the 
EPA Administrator to consider that 
technology is available to meet the 
new standard—not that it is required 
to, but it is authorized to. Is that un-
reasonable? Is that trying to gut the 
Clean Air Act? 

Then we are also saying, before EPA 
revises its National Ambient Air Qual-
ity Standards, that they must get the 
advice of the Agency’s independent sci-
entific advisory committee. Now they 
do that, but we are saying we also want 
you to do it to look at potential ad-
verse effects relating to implementing 
a new standard as required by section 
109 of the Clean Air Act. 
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So you have got this advisory body 

already there. We want you to talk to 
them and at least consider any adverse 
effects that may come from the new 
standard. 

And we also are saying—we have 
talked about this a lot already—if you 
issue a new standard, at the same time 
give the States the implementation 
and guidance so they know what to do 
to meet the new standard instead of 
being 7 years late, as they were on the 
2008 standard. 

And then we want to ensure that for 
certain ozone and particulate matter 
nonattainment areas—and I have al-
ready talked about the nonattainment 
areas of the 2008—that we do not re-
quire the States to include an economi-
cally infeasible measure to meet it. In 
other words, if it is going to be self-de-
feating, if it is going to be economi-
cally infeasible, you are in a nonattain-
ment area, you don’t have to do that. 

And then we want to ensure that 
States may seek relief with respect to 
certain exceptional events. For exam-
ple, there are some areas of the coun-
try that are having their worst drought 
since the early 1800s, hundred-year 
droughts, and yet they can’t get relief 
from EPA because of these exceptional 
events; and because of that, they are 
going to suffer in trying to bring in 
new jobs that create economic growth. 

And then, finally—and this makes a 
lot of sense to me—I want to quote a 
statement that was made by a regu-
lator from Utah. He said that inter-
national emissions and transports, 
dirty pollution and air coming from 
outside America can, at times, account 
for up to 85 percent of the 8-hour ambi-
ent ozone concentration in many West-
ern States. 

Many areas in the West have little 
chance of identifying sufficient con-
trols to achieve attainment because 
they are not causing it. So we are sim-
ply saying to EPA: Do a study so that 
we know what is being caused by other 
countries. That is what this bill is all 
about. 

I might say that we are doing this 
after we had four forums on the Clean 
Air Act, we had four hearings on the 
National Ambient Air Quality Stand-
ards and ozone. These suggestions were 
made not by Republican legislators per 
se, but by regulators responsible for 
meeting EPA standards back in their 
States. They came and said: Would you 
help us with this? 

So that is what we are attempting to 
do. 

It is not our intent to gut the Clean 
Air Act. We recognize how important it 
is. The importance of health care and 
clean air is a part of what America is 
all about. 

I urge our Members to pass this legis-
lation. It is a commonsense approach 
to address concerns raised by people 
with the responsibility of meeting the 
standards required by the Federal EPA. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 
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Mr. TED LIEU of California. Mr. Chair, I rise 

today in opposition to H.R. 4775, the Ozone 
Standards Implementation Act of 2016. 

Protecting our air from dirty pollution should 
not be a partisan issue. We all want to 
breathe clean air. We all want our children to 
be able to play outside without risking an asth-
ma attack due to high ozone levels. 

Last year, the Environmental Protection 
Agency finalized new ozone rules designed to 
protect the health of all Americans, particularly 
those communities which are at higher risk for 
smog. H.R. 4775 would delay this rule and 
critically undermine the Clean Air Act, jeopard-
izing Americans’ health. 

In my home state of California, smog used 
to be so bad that people were not allowed to 
go outside. We have made a lot of progress 
since then, and the last smog alert in Cali-
fornia occurred in 1997. H.R. 4775 represents 
a step backward in our nation’s fight for clean-
er air, and I urge my colleagues to vote. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chair, the 
Ozone issue is extremely complicated. 

Many of our Members are probably not very 
familiar with the National Ambient Air Quality 
Standard, let alone the potential impact. 

In 1993, the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy faced a choice similar to that of 2016. 

After missing the 1988 and 1992 Ozone 
NAAQS review deadlines, the EPA settled a 
court decree that required a decision on 
whether the Agency would promulgate a new 
Ozone standard. 

The EPA stated the following: 
‘‘Based on applicable statutory requirements 

and the volume of material requiring careful 
evaluation, the EPA estimates that it would 
take 2 to 3 years to incorporate over a 1,000 
new health studies into criteria documents. 

Given various legal constraints and the fact 
that EPA already missed deadlines for com-
pletion of Ozone review cycles, the Adminis-
trator concluded that the best course of action 
is to complete the current review based on the 
existing air standard and proceed as rapidly 
as possible with the next review.’’ 

In 2015, the Administrator stated at the En-
ergy and Power subcommittee hearing, ‘‘EPA 
examined thousands of scientific studies, in-
cluding more than 1,000 new studies pub-
lished since EPA last revised the standard.’’ 

Further, EPA, in the Ozone NAAQS pro-
posal concluded, ‘‘there are significant uncer-
tainties regarding some of the studies the EPA 
did include regarding lowering the standard.’’ 

EPA acknowledged there are issues with 
the proposed standard stating, ‘‘Given alter-
native views of the currently available evi-
dence and information expressed by some 
commenters, the EPA is taking comment on 
both the Administrator’s proposed decision to 
revise the current primary O3 standard and 
the option of retaining that standard.’’ 

EPA must address the challenges and op-
portunities for improving our air quality and 
protecting human health. The process must 
remain health-based but cannot be set aside 
when it is politically convenient. 

Our industries are capable of meeting the 
requirements of Ozone NAAQS but not when 
the rules are changed or not enforced due to 
unknown criteria. 

I support the EPA’s determination but I do 
think there is opportunity to address some of 
the challenges faced by both the Agency and 
other stakeholders. 

While I do not support the bill today, I look 
for opportunities to improve the process to 
promote the economy and public health. 

The Acting CHAIR. All time for gen-
eral debate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule. 

It shall be in order to consider as an 
original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the 5-minute rule the 
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, 
printed in the bill. The committee 
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute shall be considered as read. 

The text of the committee amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute is as 
follows: 

H.R. 4775 
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 ‘‘Ozone Stand-
ards Implementation Act of 2016’’. 
SEC. 2. FACILITATING STATE IMPLEMENTATION 

OF EXISTING OZONE STANDARDS. 
(a) DESIGNATIONS.— 
(1) DESIGNATION SUBMISSION.—Not later than 

October 26, 2024, notwithstanding the deadline 
specified in paragraph (1)(A) of section 107(d) of 
the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7407(d)), the Gov-
ernor of each State shall designate in accord-
ance with such section 107(d) all areas (or por-
tions thereof) of the Governor’s State as attain-
ment, nonattainment, or unclassifiable with re-
spect to the 2015 ozone standards. 

(2) DESIGNATION PROMULGATION.—Not later 
than October 26, 2025, notwithstanding the 
deadline specified in paragraph (1)(B) of section 
107(d) of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7407(d)), 
the Administrator shall promulgate final des-
ignations under such section 107(d) for all areas 
in all States with respect to the 2015 ozone 
standards, including any modifications to the 
designations submitted under paragraph (1). 

(3) STATE IMPLEMENTATION PLANS.—Not later 
than October 26, 2026, notwithstanding the 
deadline specified in section 110(a)(1) of the 
Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7410(a)(1)), each State 
shall submit the plan required by such section 
110(a)(1) for the 2015 ozone standards. 

(b) CERTAIN PRECONSTRUCTION PERMITS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The 2015 ozone standards 

shall not apply to the review and disposition of 
a preconstruction permit application if— 

(A) the Administrator or the State, local, or 
tribal permitting authority, as applicable, deter-
mines the application to be complete on or be-
fore the date of promulgation of the final des-
ignation of the area involved under subsection 
(a)(2); or 

(B) the Administrator or the State, local, or 
tribal permitting authority, as applicable, pub-
lishes a public notice of a preliminary deter-
mination or draft permit for the application be-
fore the date that is 60 days after the date of 
promulgation of the final designation of the 
area involved under subsection (a)(2). 

(2) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this 
section shall be construed to— 

(A) eliminate the obligation of a 
preconstruction permit applicant to install best 
available control technology and lowest achiev-
able emission rate technology, as applicable; or 

(B) limit the authority of a State, local, or 
tribal permitting authority to impose more strin-
gent emissions requirements pursuant to State, 
local, or tribal law than national ambient air 
quality standards. 
SEC. 3. FACILITATING STATE IMPLEMENTATION 

OF NATIONAL AMBIENT AIR QUALITY 
STANDARDS. 

(a) TIMELINE FOR REVIEW OF NATIONAL AMBI-
ENT AIR QUALITY STANDARDS.— 

(1) 10-YEAR CYCLE FOR ALL CRITERIA AIR POL-
LUTANTS.—Paragraphs (1) and (2)(B) of section 

109(d) of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7409(d)) 
are amended by striking ‘‘five-year intervals’’ 
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘10-year in-
tervals’’. 

(2) CYCLE FOR NEXT REVIEW OF OZONE CRI-
TERIA AND STANDARDS.—Notwithstanding sec-
tion 109(d) of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 
7409(d)), the Administrator shall not— 

(A) complete, before October 26, 2025, any re-
view of the criteria for ozone published under 
section 108 of such Act (42 U.S.C. 7408) or the 
national ambient air quality standard for ozone 
promulgated under section 109 of such Act (42 
U.S.C. 7409); or 

(B) propose, before such date, any revisions to 
such criteria or standard. 

(b) CONSIDERATION OF TECHNOLOGICAL FEASI-
BILITY.—Section 109(b)(1) of the Clean Air Act 
(42 U.S.C. 7409(b)(1)) is amended by inserting 
after the first sentence the following: ‘‘If the 
Administrator, in consultation with the inde-
pendent scientific review committee appointed 
under subsection (d), finds that a range of levels 
of air quality for an air pollutant are requisite 
to protect public health with an adequate mar-
gin of safety, as described in the preceding sen-
tence, the Administrator may consider, as a sec-
ondary consideration, likely technological feasi-
bility in establishing and revising the national 
primary ambient air quality standard for such 
pollutant.’’. 

(c) CONSIDERATION OF ADVERSE PUBLIC 
HEALTH, WELFARE, SOCIAL, ECONOMIC, OR EN-
ERGY EFFECTS.—Section 109(d)(2) of the Clean 
Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7409(d)(2)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(D) Prior to establishing or revising a na-
tional ambient air quality standard, the Admin-
istrator shall request, and such committee shall 
provide, advice under subparagraph (C)(iv) re-
garding any adverse public health, welfare, so-
cial, economic, or energy effects which may re-
sult from various strategies for attainment and 
maintenance of such national ambient air qual-
ity standard.’’. 

(d) TIMELY ISSUANCE OF IMPLEMENTING REGU-
LATIONS AND GUIDANCE.—Section 109 of the 
Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7409) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(e) TIMELY ISSUANCE OF IMPLEMENTING REG-
ULATIONS AND GUIDANCE.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In publishing any final 
rule establishing or revising a national ambient 
air quality standard, the Administrator shall, as 
the Administrator determines necessary to assist 
States, permitting authorities, and permit appli-
cants, concurrently publish regulations and 
guidance for implementing the standard, includ-
ing information relating to submission and con-
sideration of a preconstruction permit applica-
tion under the new or revised standard. 

‘‘(2) APPLICABILITY OF STANDARD TO 
PRECONSTRUCTION PERMITTING.—If the Adminis-
trator fails to publish final regulations and 
guidance that include information relating to 
submission and consideration of a 
preconstruction permit application under a new 
or revised national ambient air quality standard 
concurrently with such standard, then such 
standard shall not apply to the review and dis-
position of a preconstruction permit application 
until the Administrator has published such final 
regulations and guidance. 

‘‘(3) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.— 
‘‘(A) Nothing in this subsection shall be con-

strued to preclude the Administrator from 
issuing regulations and guidance to assist 
States, permitting authorities, and permit appli-
cants in implementing a national ambient air 
quality standard subsequent to publishing regu-
lations and guidance for such standard under 
paragraph (1). 

‘‘(B) Nothing in this subsection shall be con-
strued to eliminate the obligation of a 
preconstruction permit applicant to install best 
available control technology and lowest achiev-
able emission rate technology, as applicable. 

‘‘(C) Nothing in this subsection shall be con-
strued to limit the authority of a State, local, or 
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tribal permitting authority to impose more strin-
gent emissions requirements pursuant to State, 
local, or tribal law than national ambient air 
quality standards. 

‘‘(4) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
‘‘(A) The term ‘best available control tech-

nology’ has the meaning given to that term in 
section 169(3). 

‘‘(B) The term ‘lowest achievable emission 
rate’ has the meaning given to that term in sec-
tion 171(3). 

‘‘(C) The term ‘preconstruction permit’— 
‘‘(i) means a permit that is required under this 

title for the construction or modification of a 
stationary source; and 

‘‘(ii) includes any such permit issued by the 
Environmental Protection Agency or a State, 
local, or tribal permitting authority.’’. 

(e) CONTINGENCY MEASURES FOR EXTREME 
OZONE NONATTAINMENT AREAS.—Section 
172(c)(9) of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 
7502(c)(9)) is amended by adding at the end the 
following: ‘‘Notwithstanding the preceding sen-
tences and any other provision of this Act, such 
measures shall not be required for any non-
attainment area for ozone classified as an Ex-
treme Area.’’. 

(f) PLAN SUBMISSIONS AND REQUIREMENTS FOR 
OZONE NONATTAINMENT AREAS.—Section 182 of 
the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7511a) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(1)(A)(ii)(III), by inserting 
‘‘and economic feasibility’’ after ‘‘technological 
achievability’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)(2)(B)(ii), by inserting 
‘‘and economic feasibility’’ after ‘‘technological 
achievability’’; 

(3) in subsection (e), in the matter preceding 
paragraph (1)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘The provisions of clause (ii) 
of subsection (c)(2)(B) (relating to reductions of 
less than 3 percent), the provisions of 
paragaphs’’ and inserting ‘‘The provisions of 
paragraphs’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘, and the provisions of clause 
(ii) of subsection (b)(1)(A) (relating to reduc-
tions of less than 15 percent)’’; and 

(4) in paragraph (5) of subsection (e), by strik-
ing ‘‘, if the State demonstrates to the satisfac-
tion of the Administrator that—’’ and all that 
follows through the end of the paragraph and 
inserting a period. 

(g) PLAN REVISIONS FOR MILESTONES FOR PAR-
TICULATE MATTER NONATTAINMENT AREAS.— 
Section 189(c)(1) of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 
7513a(c)(1)) is amended by inserting ‘‘, which 
take into account technological achievability 
and economic feasibility,’’ before ‘‘and which 
demonstrate reasonable further progress’’. 

(h) EXCEPTIONAL EVENTS.—Section 
319(b)(1)(B) of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 
7619(b)(1)(B)) is amended— 

(1) in clause (i)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘(i) stagnation of air masses 

or’’ and inserting ‘‘(i)(I) ordinarily occurring 
stagnation of air masses or (II)’’; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘or’’ after the semicolon; 
(2) by striking clause (ii); and 
(3) by redesignating clause (iii) as clause (ii). 
(i) REPORT ON EMISSIONS EMANATING FROM 

OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.—Not later than 24 
months after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Administrator, in consultation with States, 
shall submit to the Congress a report on— 

(1) the extent to which foreign sources of air 
pollution, including emissions from sources lo-
cated outside North America, impact— 

(A) designations of areas (or portions thereof) 
as nonattainment, attainment, or unclassifiable 
under section 107(d) of the Clean Air Act (42 
U.S.C. 7407(d)); and 

(B) attainment and maintenance of national 
ambient air quality standards; 

(2) the Environmental Protection Agency’s 
procedures and timelines for disposing of peti-
tions submitted pursuant to section 179B(b) of 
the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7509a(b)); 

(3) the total number of petitions received by 
the Agency pursuant to such section 179B(b), 

and for each such petition the date initially 
submitted and the date of final disposition by 
the Agency; and 

(4) whether the Administrator recommends 
any statutory changes to facilitate the more effi-
cient review and disposition of petitions sub-
mitted pursuant to such section 179B(b). 

(j) STUDY ON OZONE FORMATION.— 
(1) STUDY.—The Administrator, in consulta-

tion with States and the National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration, shall conduct a 
study on the atmospheric formation of ozone 
and effective control strategies, including— 

(A) the relative contribution of man-made and 
naturally occurring nitrogen oxides, volatile or-
ganic compounds, and other pollutants in ozone 
formation in urban and rural areas, and the 
most cost-effective control strategies to reduce 
ozone; and 

(B) the science of wintertime ozone formation, 
including photochemical modeling of wintertime 
ozone formation, and approaches to cost-effec-
tively reduce wintertime ozone levels. 

(2) PEER REVIEW.—The Administrator shall 
have the study peer reviewed by an independent 
panel of experts in accordance with the require-
ments applicable to a highly influential sci-
entific assessment. 

(3) REPORT.—The Administrator shall submit 
to Congress a report describing the results of the 
study, including the findings of the peer review 
panel. 

(4) REGULATIONS AND GUIDANCE.—The Admin-
istrator shall incorporate the results of the 
study, including the findings of the peer review 
panel, into any Federal rules and guidance im-
plementing the 2015 ozone standards. 
SEC. 4. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-

trator’’ means the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency. 

(2) BEST AVAILABLE CONTROL TECHNOLOGY.— 
The term ‘‘best available control technology’’ 
has the meaning given to that term in section 
169(3) of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7479(3)). 

(3) HIGHLY INFLUENTIAL SCIENTIFIC ASSESS-
MENT.—The term ‘‘highly influential scientific 
assessment’’ means a highly influential sci-
entific assessment as defined in the publication 
of the Office of Management and Budget enti-
tled ‘‘Final Information Quality Bulletin for 
Peer Review’’ (70 Fed. Reg. 2664 (January 14, 
2005)). 

(4) LOWEST ACHIEVABLE EMISSION RATE.—The 
term ‘‘lowest achievable emission rate’’ has the 
meaning given to that term in section 171(3) of 
the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7501(3)). 

(5) NATIONAL AMBIENT AIR QUALITY STAND-
ARD.—The term ‘‘national ambient air quality 
standard’’ means a national ambient air quality 
standard promulgated under section 109 of the 
Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7409). 

(6) PRECONSTRUCTION PERMIT.—The term 
‘‘preconstruction permit’’— 

(A) means a permit that is required under title 
I of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.) for 
the construction or modification of a stationary 
source; and 

(B) includes any such permit issued by the 
Environmental Protection Agency or a State, 
local, or tribal permitting authority. 

(7) 2015 OZONE STANDARDS.—The term ‘‘2015 
ozone standards’’ means the national ambient 
air quality standards for ozone published in the 
Federal Register on October 26, 2015 (80 Fed. 
Reg. 65292). 

The Acting CHAIR. No amendment 
to the committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute shall be in order 
except those printed in House Report 
114–607. Each such amendment may be 
offered only in the order printed in the 
report, by a Member designated in the 
report, shall be considered read, shall 
be debatable for the time specified in 

the report, equally divided and con-
trolled by the proponent and an oppo-
nent, shall not be subject to amend-
ment, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. WHITFIELD 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 1 printed in 
House Report 114–607. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following 
new section: 
SEC. 5. NO ADDITIONAL FUNDS AUTHORIZED. 

No additional funds are authorized to be 
appropriated to carry out the requirements 
of this Act and the amendments made by 
this Act. Such requirements shall be carried 
out using amounts otherwise authorized. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 767, the gentleman 
from Kentucky (Mr. WHITFIELD) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Chairman, H.R. 
4775, as I said, requires the EPA to de-
velop two studies and reports to submit 
to Congress. I talked about that in my 
closing statement. My amendment is 
relating to those studies. 

The first is a study of the impacts of 
foreign emissions on the ability of 
States in America to meet new ozone 
standards. The second study relates to 
ozone formation and the effective con-
trol strategies for that. 

These studies will assist EPA and 
State regulators in better under-
standing background ozone and imple-
menting ozone standards. In its esti-
mate for H.R. 4775—as you know, we 
must always consider cost—the Con-
gressional Budget Office estimated a 
cost of $2 million associated with the 
development of these studies. 

My amendment would clarify that no 
additional funds are authorized by this 
legislation. Developing the studies re-
quired by this bill is part of EPA’s job 
and can be covered by the Agency’s ex-
isting budget. 

I might point out that the Presi-
dent’s clean energy plan, which was 
implemented by EPA, never passed the 
House of Representatives, never passed 
the U.S. Senate, and was never even 
considered by the United States Con-
gress. Yet, EPA issued that clean en-
ergy plan without any additional ap-
propriations. I can tell you, it cost mil-
lions of dollars to do it. 

This small amount to come up to re-
program funding within EPA to require 
these studies I do not believe is much 
of a burden on EPA. EPA’s budget for 
regulatory activity is over $2 billion 
annually. These are analyses EPA 
should have already been undertaking 
as part of its existing responsibilities. 

This amendment simply says we are 
not appropriating additional money. 
EPA can reprogram some of the $2 bil-
lion that it already has to develop 
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these studies and provide useful infor-
mation to the States and other agen-
cies. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 

opposition to the amendment. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Illinois is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, the Con-
gressional Budget Office identified an 
additional $2 million that will be need-
ed to conduct the duplicative study re-
quired by this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, that is the reason we 
are actually seeing this amendment. It 
is a Republican classic trick. It is a 
trick, Mr. Chairman. My colleague 
from Kentucky—who I respect and 
honor tremendously—knows that al-
though this bill will require additional 
resources to implement, this amend-
ment ensures that no new resources 
will be provided. It is a trick, Mr. 
Chairman. 

My Republican colleagues have voted 
time and time again to cut the EPA’s 
budget, but that just places greater 
burdens on States since about one- 
third of EPA’s budget is distributed to 
the States in grants and other types of 
assistance. They will say on the other 
side that the goal is efficiency and that 
EPA must learn to do more with less. 
But, Mr. Chairman—another part of 
the trick—their real goal is to have 
EPA do less, rather than more with 
less. They just want them to do even 
less. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, that just re-
moves the environmental cop from the 
beat. Polluters benefit, but our con-
stituents don’t benefit. And, ulti-
mately, Mr. Chairman, all of us Ameri-
cans will pay the enormous price. 

Much of the permitting and much of 
the preparation of implementation 
plans done under the Clean Air Act is 
done by the States. One of the com-
plaints that we have heard is that EPA 
is not providing sufficient guidance 
early enough in the process to assist 
States in meeting their obligations 
under the law, and that States want 
and need assistance. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, this amendment 
doesn’t do anything to address that 
concern. In fact, it will only make a 
dire situation even more dire. The pub-
lic expects EPA to protect their health 
and the environment. Resources, Mr. 
Chairman, are required to fulfill that 
expectation and that mandate. 

Public health is worth paying for. It 
is much more cost effective to prevent 
health problems than it is to cure 
those very same problems. And make 
no mistake, the Clean Air Act is, in-
deed, a public health law. We save bil-
lions and billions of dollars in medical 
expenses due to asthma-related emer-
gency room visits and other res-
piratory and cardiac illness. We save 
billions and billions in lost sick time 
at work, school, and other productive 
activities. And, most important, Mr. 
Chairman, let us not forget that the 
Clean Air Act saves lives. We enable 

people to be healthier and more pro-
ductive. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. OLSON). 

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Chairman, I support 
this amendment. It is real simple. This 
says to the EPA: Do your job. Do your 
job. 

EPA admits half of the ozone in 
America comes from ‘‘uncontrolled 
sources,’’ ‘‘uncontrolled sources.’’ That 
means sources we can’t control. 
Sources like ozone from China, like 
ozone in my home State from Mexico, 
like ozone coming from annual crop 
burnings, like ozone coming across the 
Atlantic from Sub-Saharan Africa 
sandstorms, like ozone coming from all 
over the world. 

This past Christmas, my wife and I 
went to the Grand Canyon—beautiful. 
It has an ozone problem. They have a 
sign there that says: 

Most of the Grand Canyon air pollutants 
come from distant sources ignoring human 
boundaries. 

All this amendment says is: EPA, do 
your job. Do the research to find out 
where this is coming from and don’t pe-
nalize Americans for something they 
can’t control. 

I support this amendment. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 

yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. WHIT-
FIELD). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chairman, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Kentucky will be 
postponed. 

b 1530 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. RUSH 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 2 printed in 
House Report 114–607. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 7, lines 24 and 25, strike ‘‘If the Ad-
ministrator fails’’ and insert the following: 

‘‘(A) STANDARD NOT APPLICABLE.—Except as 
provided in subparagraph (B), if the Adminis-
trator fails 

Page 8, after line 8, add the following: 
‘‘(B) STANDARD APPLICABLE.—Subparagraph 

(A) shall not apply with respect to review 
and disposition of a preconstruction permit 
application by a Federal, State, local, or 
tribal permitting authority if such authority 
determines that application of such subpara-
graph is likely to— 

‘‘(i) increase air pollution that harms 
human health and the environment; 

‘‘(ii) slow issuance of final preconstruction 
permits; 

‘‘(iii) increase regulatory uncertainty; 
‘‘(iv) foster additional litigation; 
‘‘(v) shift the burden of pollution control 

from new sources to existing sources of pol-
lution, including small businesses; or 

‘‘(vi) increase the overall cost of achieving 
the new or revised national ambient air qual-
ity standard in the applicable area. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 767, the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. RUSH) and a Member 
opposed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chair, my list of con-
cerns with H.R. 4775 are many, but one 
of the main issues I have with this leg-
islation is that it would permanently 
weaken the Clean Air Act as well as fu-
ture air pollution health standards for 
all criteria pollutants. 

In fact, Mr. Chair, in addition to de-
laying scientifically based health 
standards and harming the public in-
terest, this bill may also have unin-
tended consequences for the very in-
dustries that the majority is trying to 
help. If enacted, this bill may actually 
slow down the issuance of 
preconstruction permits, increase regu-
latory uncertainty, lead to additional 
lawsuits, and shift the burden of pollu-
tion control from new sources to exist-
ing ones, potentially hurting small 
businesses. 

Mr. Chair, section 3(d) requires the 
EPA to issue rules and guidance for im-
plementing new or revised National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards ‘‘con-
currently’’ when issuing the new stand-
ard. Otherwise, under this legislation, 
expanding facilities would only have to 
comply with the outdated standards, 
allowing some facilities to pollute 
more than their fair share. This bill, 
Mr. Chair, would also unfairly shift the 
burden and the cost of cleaning up pol-
lution to existing facilities, and it 
would only serve to slow down the 
preconstruction permitting process. 

My amendment, Mr. Chair, seeks to 
address many of the problems that may 
result from this bill, both intentionally 
and unintentionally. The Rush amend-
ment would strike the section that ex-
empts preconstruction permit applica-
tions from complying with new or re-
vised National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards if guidelines are not pub-
lished concurrently with those regula-
tions. 

Specifically, the amendment simply 
states that section 3(d) shall not apply 
with respect to the review and disposi-
tion of a preconstruction permit appli-
cation by a Federal, State, local, or 
tribal permitting authority if such au-
thority determines that the applica-
tion of such subparagraph is likely to 
increase air pollution that harms 
human health and the environment; to 
slow the issuance of final 
preconstruction permits; to increase 
regulatory uncertainty; to foster addi-
tional litigation; to shift the burden of 
pollution control from new sources to 
existing sources of pollution, including 
small businesses; or to increase the 
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overall cost of achieving the new or re-
vised National Ambient Air Quality 
Standard in the applicable area. 

Mr. Chair, the new standard that the 
EPA recently issued already represents 
a measured approach that seeks to bal-
ance both public health impacts as well 
as the rule’s overall cost benefit, even 
though this is not a requirement of the 
Clean Air Act. On the other hand, Mr. 
Chair, H.R. 4775 represents the exact 
opposite of a measured approach as it 
seeks to tip the scales in favor of in-
dustry over public health. 

Mr. Chair, this amendment will help 
to prevent some of the adverse con-
sequences of this bill from going into 
effect whether they be intended or un-
intended, and I urge all of my col-
leagues to support it. 

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Chair, I rise in oppo-
sition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Chair, the intent of 
this bill is to end the nightmare sce-
nario we are going through right now 
by which the EPA issues regulations 7 
years after it announces a new rule, 
and it piles on a new regulation 6 
months later. But don’t take my word 
with regard to the problems that it 
causes in America; listen to the States. 

Teresa Marks, Arkansas’ Department 
of Environmental Quality, July 31, 
2012: 

Five years may not allow enough time for 
new technology or science to be fully devel-
oped. With more time between review proc-
esses, the States could have adequate time 
to develop proper SIPs and meet Federal 
deadlines. 

Martha Rudolph, Colorado’s Depart-
ment of Public Health and Environ-
ment, July 23, 2012: 

This ambitious schedule for evaluating and 
promulgating NAAQS revisions every 5 years 
has created an inefficient planning process. 

I saved the best for last. 
Michael Krancer, Pennsylvania’s De-

partment of Environmental Protection, 
November 29, 2012: 

The development of the NAAQS on an in-
terval of 5 years, section 109(d)(1), has cre-
ated significant resource burdens for both 
the EPA and the States. Furthermore, the 
cascading standards can create confusion for 
the public actions because, as the State’s 
EPA continues to work on SIP revisions and 
the determination of attainment for one 
standard with the ozone, the air quality 
index is based on another. NAAQS review in-
tervals should be lengthened to 10 years. 

Section 3(d) of this bill provides that 
a new rule or a revised standard shall 
not apply to pending permit applica-
tions until the Agency has published 
regulations and guidance about how to 
implement the new standards in the 
permitting process. 

If a State, local, or tribal permitting 
authority wants to impose more strin-
gent standards with respect to a par-
ticular preconstruction permit applica-
tion, nothing in H.R. 4775 prevents it 
from doing so. This amendment allows 
the EPA to escape its responsibility for 

issuing timely guidance. We should en-
sure the EPA has to take timely ac-
tion. I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on this amend-
ment. 

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. RUSH). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Chair, I demand a re-
corded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. PALLONE 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 3 printed in 
House Report 114–607. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chair, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 6, strike lines 9 through 20, strike 
subsection (b) (relating to consideration of 
technological feasiblity) and redesignate the 
subsequent subsections accordingly. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 767, the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chair, my 
amendment is straightforward, and it 
fixes one of the most egregious provi-
sions in the bill: the consideration of 
technological feasibility in the 
NAAQS-setting process. The bill’s ap-
proach would make feasibility a factor 
in the scientific decision about how 
much pollution is safe for a child to 
breathe without experiencing an asth-
ma attack. 

Requiring the EPA to consider tech-
nological feasibility when setting an 
air quality standard is a dangerous 
precedent that ignores the history of 
the Clean Air Act. Frankly, it is not 
even necessary. Since 1970, the Clean 
Air Act has had several key features 
that have helped make it one of the 
most successful environmental laws in 
our country. The law’s science-based, 
health-protective standards keep our 
eye on the prize, which is healthy air 
for everyone. Cooperative federalism 
allows the EPA to set the clean air 
goals and States to then decide how 
best to achieve them. 

The Clean Air Act uses regulatory 
standards, like the National Ambient 
Air Quality Standards, to drive techno-
logical innovation in pollution con-
trols. The act recognizes that it is usu-
ally less costly to simply dump pollu-
tion rather than to clean it up, so busi-
nesses generally don’t control pollu-
tion absent regulatory requirements. 

We know from decades of experience 
that the Clean Air Act drives innova-

tions in pollution controls that then 
become the industry standard. Once an 
air pollution standard is in place, in-
dustry gets to work to meet it, and, 
along the way, we develop more effec-
tive and less expensive pollution con-
trol technologies. Not only is our air 
cleaner, but we also export tens of mil-
lions of dollars of pollution control 
equipment all over the world. We have 
seen that happen over and over again. 

Mr. Chair, section 3(b) ignores this 
fact and rejects an approach that has 
been successful for over four decades; 
so my amendment would restore cur-
rent law, preserving the NAAQS as 
purely health-based standards and 
leaving the consideration of costs and 
feasibility to the States. If you truly 
believe that this bill is not an attack 
on the Clean Air Act and its critical 
public health protection, then sup-
porting my amendment should not be a 
problem. 

In closing, almost every time the 
EPA proposes a significant new re-
quirement, opponents tell us it can’t be 
done, that it is going to cost too much, 
or that it will destroy our economy. 
The Republicans are once again raising 
the false specter of job losses and high 
economic costs to try to block the im-
plementation of stronger ozone stand-
ards. These doomsday claims about the 
costs of clean air are nothing new. The 
history of the Clean Air Act is a his-
tory of exaggerated claims by industry 
that have never come true. 

Section 3(b) is just the latest in a 
string of reckless legislative attacks 
on these purely health-based air qual-
ity standards, which could unravel the 
entire framework of the Clean Air Act. 
It ignores decades of experience in 
cleaning up air pollution, and it is an 
extreme and, in my opinion, irrespon-
sible proposal that would put the 
health of all Americans at risk. I urge 
the adoption of my amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. OLSON. Mr. Chair, I rise in oppo-

sition to the amendment. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. OLSON. Mr. Chair, for the Mem-

bers who are thinking about voting for 
this amendment, I will simply say: 
Read the bill. 

Section 3(b) states that, if the EPA 
Administrator, in consultation with 
the EPA’s independent scientific advi-
sory committee, finds a range of levels 
of air quality that protect public 
health with an adequate margin of 
safety, then—and only then—‘‘the Ad-
ministrator may consider as secondary 
consideration likely technological fea-
sibility in establishing and revising the 
national primary ambient air quality 
standard for this pollutant.’’ 

It reads ‘‘may,’’ not ‘‘must,’’ not 
‘‘shall’’—but ‘‘may.’’ 

H.R. 4775 does not change the Clean 
Air Act’s requirement that standards 
be based on public health. This is a 
clarification for future administrations 
that Congress considers technical feasi-
bility to be a reasonable part of the de-
cisionmaking process when policy 
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choices must be made among a range of 
scientifically valid options. 

I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on this amend-
ment. 

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chair, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

I have listened to what the gen-
tleman has said. It seems to me that he 
is essentially making an argument as 
to why we don’t need this change. If he 
is saying that the underlying bill—the 
current law, the current statute—al-
lows for the consideration of techno-
logical feasibility and if we know that 
the Clean Air Act has essentially 
worked in protecting the environment 
and in putting health as a priority with 
these other issues as simply being 
something that can be considered and, 
as I said, is considered when the States 
actually decide how to carry out the 
law, then I do not understand why he 
finds it necessary to change the law, 
say, with regard to this issue. 

b 1545 

It seems to me that the argument 
you are making, which is that this is 
already something that can be consid-
ered but is not a priority—health being 
the priority—would negate the very 
need for the legislation and support the 
amendment that I am putting forward. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PAL-
LONE). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chair, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 4 printed in 
House Report 114–607. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 13, line 1, after ‘‘rural areas,’’ insert 
‘‘including during wildfires,’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 767, the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to offer a commonsense amend-
ment that will ensure that the study 
on ozone formation in the underlying 
bill analyzes the relative contribution 
from wildfires. 

The National Interagency Coordina-
tion Center reported this year that we 
set a new record in terms of total acre-

age burned from wildfires with more 
than 10.1 million acres going up in 
smoke. This significant increase is not 
the result of more wildfires, as the non-
partisan Congressional Research Serv-
ice reported last month that ‘‘the num-
ber of wildfires has stayed about the 
same over the last 30 years, but the 
number of acres burned annually has 
increased by nearly double the acreage 
burned in the 1990s.’’ 

Timber removal is down 80 percent 
over the last 30 years and acreage has 
burned up. There is a direct correlation 
between thinning our forest and overall 
forest health. As a medical professional 
for over 25 years, I know firsthand that 
preventive care is a much cheaper and 
effective treatment as opposed to deal-
ing with an illness or disease after it 
has already been diagnosed. Let’s not 
forget the old adage that an ounce of 
prevention is worth a pound of cure. 

Unfortunately, the Federal Govern-
ment has failed to employ such a strat-
egy when it comes to our Nation’s for-
ests and continues to spend billions of 
dollars on the back end of suppression 
activities. 

The CRS reports that the top 5 years 
with the largest wildfire acreage 
burned since 1960 all occurred between 
2006 and 2015. In Arizona, we have seen 
the tragic results of this agency’s 
misprioritization firsthand, as the five 
largest fires in Arizona’s history oc-
curred between 2002 and 2011. 

Data released from NASA a few years 
ago concluded that one catastrophic 
wildfire can emit more carbon emis-
sions in a few days than total vehicle 
emissions in an entire State over the 
course of a year. 

My commonsense amendment simply 
seeks to determine the overall con-
tribution to ozone formation from 
wildfires. We should all want to have 
this information and know the extent 
to which ozone formation from wildfire 
emissions occurs. 

I am proud to be a cosponsor of the 
underlying bill and applaud Represent-
ative OLSON, Chairman UPTON, and my 
other colleagues who are actively in-
volved with moving this much-needed 
legislation forward. 

Most States are just beginning to 
adopt the 2008 ozone standards as the 
EPA didn’t announce the implementa-
tion guidance and a final rule until 
March 6, 2015. Rather than allowing 
time for those standards to be imple-
mented, the EPA moved the goalposts 
and is seeking to unilaterally imple-
ment a regulation that has been pro-
jected to be the most expensive man-
date in our Nation’s history. 

The Arizona Chamber of Commerce 
and Industry recently reported that 
‘‘the EPA’s new ozone standard of 70 
parts per billion will be virtually im-
possible for Arizona to meet due to Ari-
zona’s high levels of background, lim-
ited local sources, and unique geog-
raphy’’ and that ‘‘implementation of 
the current rule in Arizona is not rea-
sonable, based in sound science, or 
achievable.’’ 

Again, my amendment simply en-
sures that the study on ozone forma-
tion in the underlying bill analyzes the 
relative contribution from wildfires. 
Chairman UPTON supports my amend-
ment, and I wholeheartedly support the 
underlying bill. 

I ask my colleagues to do the same 
and support my amendment and H.R. 
4775. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chairman, I 

claim the time in opposition. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from New Jersey is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chairman, on its 
face, Mr. GOSAR’s amendment seems in-
nocuous enough, having EPA also con-
sider the contribution of wildfires in 
the bill’s required study on ozone for-
mation, wintertime ozone formation, 
and control strategies. But in reality, 
this study is a wolf in sheep’s clothing. 
So adding further criteria, as this 
amendment would do, only makes it 
worse. 

First, many of the aspects of this 
proposed study are already covered by 
EPA’s integrated science assessment. 
Integrated science assessments are re-
ports that represent concise evalua-
tions and synthesis of the most policy- 
relevant science for reviewing National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards. Essen-
tially, these assessments form the sci-
entific foundation for the review of the 
NAAQ Standards. All integrated 
science assessments are vetted through 
a rigorous peer-review process, includ-
ing review by the Clean Air Scientific 
Advisory Committee and public com-
ment periods. 

Furthermore, the EPA is already 
doing a comprehensive review of 
wildfires and ozone, so additional study 
of this issue is not necessary, in my 
opinion. 

But this study is more than a dupli-
cation of work already being done, Mr. 
Chairman. The bill would inject costs 
into this scientific review process by 
requiring the assessment of cost-effec-
tive control strategies to reduce ozone. 
While this is certainly worthy as an 
issue to review, EPA’s scientific assess-
ments are the wrong venue for such a 
discussion. 

Requiring EPA to do additional as-
sessments of cost-effective control 
strategies would, of course, pull the 
Agency’s limited staff and resources 
away from the public health priorities 
of implementing and reviewing the 
NAAQ Standards in a timely manner 
outlined in the Clean Air Act. When 
viewed in connection with the other 
provisions of this bill, like the require-
ment that implementing regulations 
and guidance must be issued concur-
rently with an air quality standard for 
preconstruction permits, expanding 
this study would only serve to further 
delay implementation of the 2015 ozone 
standard. 

The 2015 ozone NAAQS update is long 
overdue, and the bill before us doesn’t 
need any further procedural hoops for 
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EPA to jump through before a more 
protective ozone standard can be put 
into effect. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose this 
amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, once 

again, this three-word amendment sim-
ply ensures that the study on ozone 
formation in the underlying bill ana-
lyzes the relative contribution from 
wildfires. Just simply that. 

This is something that I would hope 
would be analyzed anyway under the 
language in the underlying bill, but I 
felt the need to clarify so as to ensure 
such analysis occurs. 

Data released from NASA a few years 
ago concluded that one catastrophic 
wildfire can emit more carbon emis-
sions in a few days than total vehicle 
emissions in an entire State over the 
course of a year. We should all want to 
have this information and know the ex-
tent to which ozone formation from 
wildfire emissions occurs. The science 
is science, the whole science, nothing 
less, nothing more. 

I ask everybody to vote for this 
amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chairman, I urge 

a ‘‘no’’ vote. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. POLIS 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 5 printed in 
House Report 114–607. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

After section 3, insert the following sec-
tions: 
SEC. 4. REPEAL OF EXEMPTION FOR AGGREGA-

TION OF EMISSIONS FROM OIL AND 
GAS SOURCES. 

Section 112(n) of the Clean Air Act (42 
U.S.C. 7412(n)) is amended by striking para-
graph (4). 
SEC. 5. HYDROGEN SULFIDE AS A HAZARDOUS 

AIR POLLUTANT. 
The Administrator shall— 
(1) not later than 180 days after the date of 

enactment of this Act, issue a final rule add-
ing hydrogen sulfide to the list of hazardous 
air pollutants under section 112(b) of the 
Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7412(b)); and 

(2) not later than 365 days after a final rule 
under paragraph (1) is issued, revise the list 
under section 112(c) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 
7412(c)) to include categories and subcat-
egories of major sources and area sources of 
hydrogen sulfide, including oil and gas wells. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 767, the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. POLIS) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Colorado. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Chairman, since this 
bill is supposed to be about making the 
Clean Air Act work better, I have of-

fered an amendment—that is identical 
to a bill with 64 cosponsors that I coau-
thored—to close a very glaring loop-
hole in the law that frankly harms the 
air in my State, across the Mountain 
West, and indeed across the country. 

My amendment, which is based off 
legislation I first introduced in 2011 
and have introduced three times, in-
cluding this Congress, is called the 
BREATHE Act. Essentially it is very 
simple. It would close the oil and gas 
industry’s loophole to the Clean Air 
Act’s aggregation requirement. Cur-
rently, oil and gas operators are ex-
empt from the aggregation require-
ments in the Clean Air Act. 

What the aggregation requirement 
does, it is small air pollution sources 
that cumulatively release as much air 
pollution as a major source, are sup-
posed to be required to curb pollution 
by installing the maximum achievable 
control technology. But oil and gas is 
exempt, not for any policy reason, but 
simply because oil and gas has a lot of 
influence here in Washington, D.C. 

This directly affects the air quality 
in my district. Take a county like Weld 
County, Colorado. There are over 20,000 
operating fracking wells. Any one of 
those has a very small emissions pro-
file. But in the aggregate, when you 
start talking about 1,000, 5,000, 10,000, it 
looks a lot more like multiple emis-
sions-spewing factories or other highly 
pollutive activity. And yet they are 
completely exempt from being aggre-
gated. 

So essentially, they are rounded to 
down to zero, each one of them, which 
is fine if there is one or three or five of 
them. But if you have 20,000 of them, it 
is a gross abuse of the intent of the 
Clean Air Act to round it down to zero. 

My amendment would also add hy-
drogen sulfide to the Clean Air Act’s 
Federal list of hazardous air pollut-
ants. It was originally on the list. Un-
fortunately, it was later removed. 

The Clean Air Act currently exempts 
hydrogen sulfide from the Federal list 
of hazardous air pollutants, even 
though it is well-documented that hy-
drogen sulfide has been associated with 
a wide range of health issues, such as 
nausea, vomiting, headaches, irritation 
of eyes, nose, throat, and asthma. 

Often, it is released from wellheads, 
pumps, and piping during the separa-
tion process, from storage tanks, and 
from flaring. In fact, 15 percent to 25 
percent of the natural gas wells in the 
U.S. emit hydrogen sulfide, even 
though, I would point out, control 
technologies are inexpensive and read-
ily available to curb hydrogen sulfide 
emissions. All we ask is that those are 
looked at as part of that. 

My amendment has broad support 
with 64 Members that have added their 
names as cosponsors. I am grateful this 
was allowed under the bill. 

My amendment will simply hold oil 
and gas operators accountable for their 
impact on our Nation’s air quality, as 
every industry should be. They 
shouldn’t play by special rules. They 

should play by the same rules under 
the Clean Air Act as every industry. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I 

rise in opposition to the amendment. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Kentucky is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. WHITFIELD. Mr. Chairman, we 
all have a great deal of respect for the 
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. POLIS) 
and know that he focuses on these par-
ticular issues and is quite familiar with 
them. 

The reason that we are opposing this 
amendment is that his amendment 
would make changes to section 112 of 
the Clean Air Act by adding, specifi-
cally, hydrogen sulfide as a hazardous 
air pollutant. 

Now, there is a well-established regu-
latory process for listing new haz-
ardous air pollutants set forth in the 
Clean Air Act, section 112. 

The underlying legislation, H.R. 4775, 
really is dealing only with sections 107 
to 110 and part C and D of title I of the 
Clean Air Act. And we are not doing 
anything with section 112, nor have we 
had any hearings in the Energy and 
Commerce Committee on adding hy-
drogen sulfide as a hazardous air pol-
lutant. On the other hand, we have had 
four hearings about ambient air qual-
ity standards. We have had four forums 
on the Clear Air Act relating to ambi-
ent air quality standards. 

So for that reason, the fact that 
there is an established way to add, we 
would respectfully oppose this amend-
ment and ask the other Members to op-
pose it at this time. We would welcome 
the opportunity to work with Mr. 
POLIS in letting the Energy and Com-
merce Committee do it in a regular 
manner. 

I oppose the amendment. 
I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 45 

seconds to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE). 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chairman, I urge 
support for the Polis amendment. It is 
common sense, and it certainly im-
proves the bill in the way that Mr. 
POLIS set forth. 

I would urge my colleagues to sup-
port the amendment. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

So again, with great respect to the 
gentleman from Kentucky, this is the 
first opportunity we have had since I 
first introduced the bill in 2011 where 
the Clean Air Act has been brought to 
the floor and opened and allowed to 
have this amendment and discussion. I 
personally would have been thrilled if 
we would have been able to have a 
hearing in the intervening years. Of 
course, should this not prevail, I would 
be happy to continue to work to pursue 
a hearing in this area. 

Because frankly, again, when you 
have 20,000 wells in a limited area, you 
can’t round each one down to zero. Sep-
arately, we have the issue of hydrogen 
sulfide. Both are very important issues. 
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Of course, we want to further the dis-
cussion. 

I personally am thrilled again on be-
half of the 64 Members that are already 
cosponsors of this bill that at least we 
have the time to debate this on the 
floor in a way that it is germane to a 
bill that we are considering in opening 
up the Clean Air Act. 

b 1600 

Certainly I am appreciative of the 
process the committee has in place. 
Again, should this not prevail, I would 
be happy to continue to work with the 
committee to help deal with these 
small-site aggregations in a way where 
they are no longer rounded down to 
zero if, in fact, they are found scientif-
ically to have a tangible cumulative ef-
fect, just like we have the aggregation 
of every other type of industrial activ-
ity except for those that are particular 
to oil and gas. 

I would encourage my colleagues to 
vote ‘‘yes’’ on the bill to simply make 
sure that oil and gas operators play by 
the same rules with regard to their im-
pact on air quality as any other indus-
try, as well as adding hydrogen sulfide 
to the list of hazardous air pollutants 
and listing, of course, oil and gas wells 
as one of the major sources of hydrogen 
sulfide, as they certainly are in my 
neck of the woods. 

I ask my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ on 
the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. POLIS). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Colorado will be 
postponed. 

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MS. NORTON 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 6 printed in 
House Report 114–607. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following 
new section: 
SEC. 5. LIMITATION. 

If the Administrator, in consultation with 
the Clean Air Scientific Advisory Com-
mittee, finds that application of any provi-
sion of this Act could harm human health or 
the environment, this Act and the amend-
ments made thereby shall cease to apply. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 767, the gentlewoman 
from the District of Columbia (Ms. 
NORTON) and a Member opposed each 
will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chair, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Chair, I rise to offer an amend-
ment to the Ozone Standards Imple-
mentation Act of 2016 that would en-
sure that the environment and human 
health aspects are protected. The 
amendment states that if the EPA Ad-
ministrator, in consultation with the 
Clean Air Scientific Advisory Com-
mittee, finds that application of any 
provision of this act could harm human 
health or the environment, the Ozone 
Standards Implementation Act shall 
cease to apply. 

The Ozone Standards Implementa-
tion Act puts our children, commu-
nities, and environment at extreme 
risk simply to benefit private corpora-
tions rather than to look at what the 
act could do to people. It weakens im-
plementation and enforcement of the 
Clean Air Act’s essential air pollution 
health standards, further delays reduc-
tions in smog pollution, and expands 
the very definition of ‘‘exceptional 
events’’ to include high pollution days 
when communities exclude certain ex-
treme events, like wildfires, in deter-
mining whether their air quality meets 
national standards. The bill also takes 
health and medical science out of the 
process. 

My amendment ensures that we will 
fulfill the purpose of the Clean Air Act 
and continue the progress we have 
made over the past 46 years. One fact 
pointed out by the Statement of Ad-
ministration Policy is that the ‘‘emis-
sions of key pollutants have decreased 
by nearly 70 percent while the economy 
has tripled in size.’’ This proves that 
we can both improve the environment 
and still grow our domestic economy. 

Right now, just to cite my own dis-
trict as an example, 17,000 children in 
the District of Columbia have pediatric 
asthma and over 115,000 children and 
teens in the District are at risk of 
health implications from smog. Our 
health and future depend on the Clean 
Air Act, but the Ozone Standards Im-
plementation Act will put us right 
back where we were before 1970. 

I urge the adoption of my amend-
ment. 

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Chairman, since 
1980, ozone levels have decreased by 33 
percent, and EPA projects air quality 
‘‘will continue to improve over the 
next decade as additional reductions in 
ozone precursors from power plants, 
motor vehicles, and other sources are 
realized.’’ 

Nothing in this bill changes any ex-
isting air quality standards or prevents 
these improvements to air quality from 
being realized. 

This amendment, however, would 
allow the EPA, in consultation with 
CASAC, the Clean Air Scientific Advi-
sory Committee, to invalidate the en-
tire bill. Why we would give CASAC 
this power is beyond me because they 
haven’t done a good job with ozone. 

Under the Clean Air Act, CASAC is 
required to provide advice to the Agen-
cy about the potential adverse effects 
of implementing new air quality stand-
ards. Section 109(d)(2)(C)(iv) expressly 
requires CASAC to ‘‘advise the Admin-
istrator of any adverse public health, 
welfare, social, economic, or energy ef-
fects which may result from various 
strategies for attainment and mainte-
nance of such national ambient air 
quality standards.’’ Despite this provi-
sion, CASAC has not provided that ad-
vice. 

In May of 2015, the Government Ac-
countability Office issued a report indi-
cating that CASAC has never provided 
that advice because EPA has never re-
quested that advice, and that EPA has 
no plans to ask CASAC to provide ad-
vice on potential adverse effects. In a 
recent survey, 80 percent of State air 
agencies said that such advice would be 
helpful to their agency. 

H.R. 4775 will ensure that such advice 
is provided and also ensure that States 
have the time and regulatory tools 
they need to comply with new ozone 
rules and other air quality standards. 

I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on this amend-
ment. 

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, part of 
the problem is, perhaps, that EPA has 
never requested this particular advice 
from CASAC. My amendment would 
make it clear that Congress wants the 
EPA to do so. Yes, I made clear that 
there had been improvements in air 
quality, despite the fact that our own 
industry, our own economic growth has 
tripled. Would anybody say that we are 
now where we want to be? 

We do not want, at this point of 
progress, to countermand the progress 
we have made. We should be building 
on that progress. No one, I think, in 
the world today—and certainly in the 
United States—would say we have fi-
nally reached where we want to be. The 
improvements are not nearly enough. 
We need to go much more rapidly. We 
certainly don’t need to be retrograde at 
this point in history when the whole 
world now is looking at this very issue 
and seeking to improve. 

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Chairman, I will 
offer a quote from the San Joaquin 
Valley Air Pollution Control District 
executive director. He said these words 
before our committee: ‘‘H.R. 4775, in 
my opinion, provides for much-needed 
streamlining of the implementation of 
the Clean Air Act. It does not roll back 
anything that is already in the Clean 
Air Act in the form of protections for 
public health, safeguarding public 
health, and it does nothing to roll back 
any of the progress that has been 
made, and it will not impede or slow 
down our progress as we move forward 
to reduce air pollution and improve 
public health.’’ 

This amendment trashes that state-
ment. 
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I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on 

this amendment. 
Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 

of my time. 
Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, we 

should all be grateful to the authors of 
the Clean Air Act for the progress we 
have achieved. The way to express our 
gratitude is to use an occasion like this 
to expand, not to retract, that act. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from the District of Colum-
bia (Ms. NORTON). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentlewoman from the District of 
Columbia will be postponed. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments 
printed in House Report 114–607 on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned, in the following order: 

Amendment No. 1 by Mr. WHITFIELD 
of Kentucky. 

Amendment No. 2 by Mr. RUSH of Illi-
nois. 

Amendment No. 3 by Mr. PALLONE of 
New Jersey. 

Amendment No. 5 by Mr. POLIS of 
Colorado. 

Amendment No. 6 by Ms. NORTON of 
the District of Columbia. 

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 
the minimum time for any electronic 
vote after the first vote in this series. 
AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. WHITFIELD 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. WHIT-
FIELD) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the ayes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 236, noes 170, 
not voting 27, as follows: 

[Roll No. 276] 

AYES—236 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 

Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Boustany 

Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 

Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 

Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 

Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOES—170 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clarke (NY) 

Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 

Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Johnson (GA) 

Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 

McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sarbanes 

Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—27 

Black 
Cárdenas 
Clark (MA) 
Duffy 
Ellmers (NC) 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Franks (AZ) 
Gosar 

Hahn 
Hardy 
Herrera Beutler 
Jeffries 
Lieu, Ted 
Nadler 
Payne 
Rice (NY) 
Roby 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Scott, David 
Sires 
Smith (NE) 
Takai 
Walters, Mimi 
Waters, Maxine 

b 1632 

Mr. LANGEVIN and Ms. JACKSON 
LEE changed their vote from ‘‘aye’’ to 
‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio changed his 
vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated for: 
Mrs. ROBY. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No. 276 I 

was unavoidably detained. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. RUSH 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. RUSH) on 
which further proceedings were post-
poned and on which the noes prevailed 
by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 171, noes 235, 
not voting 27, as follows: 

[Roll No. 277] 

AYES—171 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 

Bera 
Beyer 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 

Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
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Capuano 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Gibson 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hastings 

Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 

Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOES—235 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Crawford 

Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frelinghuysen 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 

Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 

McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 

Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 

Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOT VOTING—27 

Black 
Cárdenas 
Cramer 
Duffy 
Ellmers (NC) 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Franks (AZ) 
Hahn 

Hardy 
Herrera Beutler 
Hurt (VA) 
Jeffries 
Lieu, Ted 
Nadler 
Payne 
Roe (TN) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sires 
Stutzman 
Takai 
Tiberi 
Wagner 
Walters, Mimi 
Waters, Maxine 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1636 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated against: 
Mr. HURT of Virginia. Mr. Chair, I was not 

present for rollcall vote No. 277 on the Rush 
of Illinois Amendment No. 2 on H.R. 4775. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. PALLONE 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. PAL-
LONE) on which further proceedings 
were postponed and on which the noes 
prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 169, noes 242, 
not voting 22, as follows: 

[Roll No. 278] 

AYES—169 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Bass 
Beatty 

Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Blumenauer 

Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 

Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 

Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 

Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sherman 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOES—242 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 

Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 

Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
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Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peters 

Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 

Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOT VOTING—22 

Black 
Cárdenas 
Duffy 
Ellmers (NC) 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Franks (AZ) 

Hahn 
Hardy 
Herrera Beutler 
Jeffries 
Lieu, Ted 
Nadler 
Payne 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sires 
Takai 
Walters, Mimi 
Waters, Maxine 
Westmoreland 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1640 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. POLIS 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. POLIS) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 160, noes 251, 
not voting 22, as follows: 

[Roll No. 279] 

AYES—160 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 

Boyle, Brendan 
F. 

Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 

Carney 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 

Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Gutiérrez 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 

Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 

Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOES—251 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 

Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 

Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 

Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 

Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 

Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Veasey 
Vela 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOT VOTING—22 

Black 
Cárdenas 
Duffy 
Ellmers (NC) 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Franks (AZ) 

Grijalva 
Hahn 
Hardy 
Herrera Beutler 
Jeffries 
Lieu, Ted 
Nadler 
Payne 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sires 
Takai 
Walters, Mimi 
Waters, Maxine 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1644 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MS. NORTON 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentlewoman from the District of Co-
lumbia (Ms. NORTON) on which further 
proceedings were postponed and on 
which the noes prevailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote 
has been demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The Acting CHAIR. This will be a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 171, noes 239, 
not voting 23, as follows: 

[Roll No. 280] 

AYES—171 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 

Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 

Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
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Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 

Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree 
Pocan 

Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOES—239 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 

DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson, Sam 

Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 

Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 

Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 

Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOT VOTING—23 

Black 
Cárdenas 
Duffy 
Ellmers (NC) 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Franks (AZ) 

Hahn 
Hardy 
Herrera Beutler 
Jeffries 
Johnson (OH) 
Lieu, Ted 
Nadler 
Payne 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sires 
Takai 
Walters, Mimi 
Waters, Maxine 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 

There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1647 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, as amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIR. Under the rule, 

the Committee rises. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
WOMACK) having assumed the chair, 
Mr. HULTGREN, Acting Chair of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, reported that that 
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 4775) to facilitate 
efficient State implementation of 
ground-level ozone standards, and for 
other purposes, and, pursuant to House 
Resolution 767, he reported the bill 
back to the House with an amendment 
adopted in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment to the amendment re-
ported from the Committee of the 
Whole? 

If not, the question is on the com-
mittee amendment in the nature of a 
substitute, as amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 
Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, I have a mo-

tion to recommit at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. RUSH. I am opposed in its cur-
rent form. 

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, I reserve a 
point of order against the motion to re-
commit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A point 
of order is reserved. 

The Clerk will report the motion to 
recommit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Rush moves to recommit the bill H.R. 

4775 to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce with instructions to report the same 
back to the House forthwith, with the fol-
lowing amendment: 

Page 5, after line 11, insert the following: 
(c) LIMITATION.—If the Administrator, in 

consultation with the Clean Air Scientific 
Advisory Committee, finds that application 
of subsection (a) could increase the incidence 
of asthma attacks, respiratory disease, car-
diovascular disease, stroke, heart attacks, 
babies born with low birth weight and im-
paired fetal growth, neurological damage, 
premature mortality, or other serious harms 
to human health, especially for vulnerable 
populations such as pregnant women, chil-
dren, the elderly, outdoor workers, and low 
income communities, then this section shall 
cease to apply. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Illinois is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, this is the 
final amendment to the bill, which will 
not kill the bill or send it back to com-
mittee. If adopted, the bill will imme-
diately proceed to final passage, as 
amended. 

Mr. Speaker, it appears that the Re-
publican Party has truly fallen in line 
behind its standard-bearer, Donald 
Trump, and is content to put industry 
profits over the public interest. Mr. 
Speaker, the art of the deal should not 
mean putting corporate welfare over 
the public well-being. 

Mr. Speaker, our agreement is non-
negotiable. Protecting the public 
health is absolutely why we are here in 
this Congress today. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 4775 is a disastrous 
bill that will put our most vulnerable 
citizens, including the elderly, the 
young, pregnant women, and low-in-
come communities, at substantial risk. 

This bill unacceptably delays imple-
mentation of EPA’s 2015 ozone stand-
ards for another 8 years, while also de-
laying any new evidence regarding the 
health implications from ozone and 
other harmful pollutants for at least a 
decade, despite what the science may 
say in the interval. 

In fact, under this legislation, not 
only will States be exempt from com-
plying with the 2015 standards until 
2016, but parents—our parents—and our 
loved ones, Mr. Speaker, will not even 
be informed if their communities were 
in violation of clean air standards until 
the year 2025. 

Mr. Speaker, I can think of no ben-
efit to the public interest of denying 
citizens information directly tied to 
their health and to their well-being. 

The research, Mr. Speaker, informs 
us that breathing in dirty pollutants 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 03:45 Jun 09, 2016 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00031 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A08JN7.030 H08JNPT1em
cd

on
al

d 
on

 D
S

K
9F

6T
C

42
P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH3536 June 8, 2016 
such as ozone, carbon monoxide, lead, 
nitrogen, sulfur dioxide, and other 
dirty pollutants can lead to a host of 
problems, including asthma, inflamma-
tion of the lungs, respiratory disease, 
and even premature death. 

Yet, Mr. Speaker, despite all of the 
scientific research, this bill will stall 
the new ozone standards, permanently 
weaken the Clean Air Act, and ham-
string EPA’s ability to regulate these 
harmful contaminants, both now and 
in the future. 

Mr. Speaker, in order to address 
some of the deficiencies found in this 
bill, I am offering an amendment that 
would nullify sections from taking ef-
fect if they may result in adverse pub-
lic health impacts. 

This amendment simply states that 
section 2(a) would cease to apply if the 
EPA Administrator, in consultation 
with the Clean Air Scientific Advisory 
Committee, finds that it could increase 
health problems, including asthma at-
tacks, respiratory disease, cardio-
vascular disease, stroke, heart attacks, 
babies with low birth weight and im-
paired fetal growth, neurological dam-
age, premature mortality, or other se-
rious harms to human health, espe-
cially for America’s most vulnerable 
populations such as pregnant women, 
children, the elderly, outdoor workers, 
and low-income communities. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a commonsense 
and compassionate amendment that 
seeks to put the interests of the public 
health above the profits of industry, 
and I urge all my colleagues to support 
it. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw 
my reservation of a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
ervation of the point of order is with-
drawn. 

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, I claim the 
time in opposition to the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, I want 
healthy air. Everyone here in this 
Chamber wants healthy air. Every 
American wants healthy air. 

Where I live in the greater Houston 
area, we have struggled with air qual-
ity, but we are making great progress. 
In fact, communities all across Amer-
ica have cut ozone levels by one-third 
in the last few decades. That progress 
must continue, and that is why this 
bill is not about blocking the path for-
ward on clean air. 

As a top air official in California said 
about H.R. 4775: ‘‘It does not roll back 
anything that is already in the Clean 
Air Act in the form of protections for 
public health . . . it will not slow down 
our progress as we move forward to re-
duce air pollution and improve public 
health.’’ 

There has never been a regulator in 
this country who wants to drag their 
feet on clean air. Our States have said 
for years that they face real challenges 

under current law. Addressing those 
real challenges is what this bill is all 
about. 

b 1700 

That is why we need H.R. 4775. It 
gives our local officials the tools they 
need to make the Clean Air Act work. 
It tackles the challenges of States 
being asked to implement overlapping 
regulations. 

H.R. 4775 will let EPA consider 
whether its rules are achievable, but 
never putting cost ahead of public 
health when setting a new standard. 

H.R. 4775 will make sure that clean 
air rules are implemented fairly, and 
that communities like mine and yours 
aren’t penalized for emissions they 
can’t control. 

In 2008, the Bush administration put 
out lower ozone standards. In 2015, the 
Obama administration finally put out 
rules for 2008 standards. America lost 7 
years of cleaner air. And then, in late 
2015, the Obama administration put out 
even lower standards. 

Are we going to lose 7 more years of 
cleaner air? 

Albert Einstein said that the defini-
tion of insanity is doing the same thing 
over and over again and expecting dif-
ferent results. Let’s not repeat the last 
7 years of ozone insanity. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on 
the motion to recommit. Give our local 
communities the ozone sanity they 
crave and deserve. Vote ‘‘yes’’ for final 
passage. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 

objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 
recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 9 of rule XX, this 5- 
minute vote on the motion to recom-
mit will be followed by a 5-minute vote 
on the passage of the bill, if ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 173, noes 239, 
not voting 21, as follows: 

[Roll No. 281] 

AYES—173 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blum 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 

Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 

Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 

Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 

Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 

Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOES—239 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 

Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Keating 

Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 03:45 Jun 09, 2016 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00032 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K08JN7.071 H08JNPT1em
cd

on
al

d 
on

 D
S

K
9F

6T
C

42
P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H3537 June 8, 2016 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 

Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 

Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOT VOTING—21 

Black 
Cárdenas 
Duffy 
Ellmers (NC) 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Hahn 

Hardy 
Herrera Beutler 
Jeffries 
Lieu, Ted 
Nadler 
Payne 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sires 
Takai 
Walters, Mimi 
Waters, Maxine 
Woodall 

b 1707 

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 

5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 234, nays 
177, not voting 22, as follows: 

[Roll No. 282] 

YEAS—234 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 

Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Donovan 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 

Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 

Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 

Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 

Sewell (AL) 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NAYS—177 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 

Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Gibson 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 

Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pocan 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 

Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 

Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 

Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—22 

Black 
Cárdenas 
Duffy 
Ellmers (NC) 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Hahn 

Hardy 
Herrera Beutler 
Hultgren 
Jeffries 
Lieu, Ted 
Nadler 
Payne 
Pingree 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sires 
Takai 
Walters, Mimi 
Waters, Maxine 

b 1714 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, rollcall No. 273— 
I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ Rollcall No. 274— 
I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ Rollcall No. 275— 
I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ Rollcall No. 276— 
I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ Rollcall No. 277— 
I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ Rollcall No. 278—I 
would have voted ‘‘no.’’ Rollcall No. 279—I 
would have voted ‘‘no.’’ Rollcall No. 280—I 
would have voted ‘‘no.’’ Rollcall No. 281—I 
would have voted ‘‘no.’’ Rollcall No. 282—I 
would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

f 

MAKING IN ORDER CONSIDER-
ATION OF VETO MESSAGE ON 
H.J. RES. 88 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when a veto 
message on House Joint Resolution 88 
is laid before the House on this legisla-
tive day, then after the message is read 
and the objections of the President are 
spread at large upon the Journal, fur-
ther consideration of the veto message 
and the joint resolution shall be post-
poned until the legislative day of 
Wednesday, June 22, 2016; and that on 
that legislative day, the House shall 
proceed to the constitutional question 
of reconsideration and dispose of such 
question without intervening motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GRAVES of Louisiana). Is there objec-
tion to the request of the gentleman 
from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
f 

NULLIFY DEPARTMENT OF LA-
BOR’S FINAL CONFLICT OF IN-
TEREST RULE—VETO MESSAGE 
FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
UNITED STATES (H. DOC. NO. 114– 
140) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following veto mes-
sage from the President of the United 
States: 
To the House of Representatives: 

I am returning herewith without my 
approval H.J. Res. 88, a resolution that 
would nullify the Department of La-
bor’s final conflict of interest rule. 
This rule is critical to protecting 
Americans’ hard-earned savings and 
preserving their retirement security. 
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The outdated regulations in place be-

fore this rulemaking did not ensure 
that financial advisers act in their cli-
ents, best interests when giving retire-
ment investment advice. Instead, some 
firms have incentivized advisers to 
steer clients into products that have 
higher fees and lower returns—costing 
America’s families an estimated $17 
billion a year. 

The Department of Labor’s final rule 
will ensure that American workers and 
retirees receive retirement advice that 
is in their best interest, better ena-
bling them to protect and grow their 
savings. The final rule reflects exten-
sive feedback from industry, advocates, 
and Members of Congress, and has been 
streamlined to reduce the compliance 
burden and ensure continued access to 
advice, while maintaining an enforce-
able best interest standard that pro-
tects consumers. It is essential that 
these critical protections go into ef-
fect. Because this resolution seeks to 
block the progress represented by this 
rule and deny retirement savers invest-
ment advice in their best interest, I 
cannot support it. I am therefore 
vetoing this resolution. 

BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 8, 2016. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ob-
jections of the President will be spread 
at large upon the Journal, and the veto 
message and the joint resolution will 
be printed as a House document. 

Pursuant to the order of the House of 
today, further consideration of the 
veto message and the bill are post-
poned until the legislative day of 
Wednesday, June 22, 2016, and that on 
that legislative day, the House shall 
proceed to the constitutional question 
of reconsideration and dispose of such 
question without intervening motion. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on the motion to suspend the 
rules on which a recorded vote or the 
yeas and nays are ordered, or on which 
the vote incurs objection under clause 
6 of rule XX. 

Any record vote on the postponed 
question will be taken later. 

f 

SECURING AMERICA’S FUTURE EN-
ERGY: PROTECTING OUR INFRA-
STRUCTURE OF PIPELINES AND 
ENHANCING SAFETY ACT 

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(S. 2276) to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to provide enhanced safe-
ty in pipeline transportation, and for 
other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

S. 2276 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 

the ‘‘Protecting our Infrastructure of Pipe-
lines and Enhancing Safety Act of 2016’’ or 
the ‘‘PIPES Act of 2016’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Authorization of appropriations. 
Sec. 3. Regulatory updates. 
Sec. 4. Natural gas integrity management 

review. 
Sec. 5. Hazardous liquid integrity manage-

ment review. 
Sec. 6. Technical safety standards commit-

tees. 
Sec. 7. Inspection report information. 
Sec. 8. Improving damage prevention tech-

nology. 
Sec. 9. Workforce management. 
Sec. 10. Information-sharing system. 
Sec. 11. Nationwide integrated pipeline safe-

ty regulatory database. 
Sec. 12. Underground gas storage facilities. 
Sec. 13. Joint inspection and oversight. 
Sec. 14. Safety data sheets. 
Sec. 15. Hazardous materials identification 

numbers. 
Sec. 16. Emergency order authority. 
Sec. 17. State grant funds. 
Sec. 18. Response plans. 
Sec. 19. Unusually sensitive areas. 
Sec. 20. Pipeline safety technical assistance 

grants. 
Sec. 21. Study of materials and corrosion 

prevention in pipeline transpor-
tation. 

Sec. 22. Research and development. 
Sec. 23. Active and abandoned pipelines. 
Sec. 24. State pipeline safety agreements. 
Sec. 25. Requirements for certain hazardous 

liquid pipeline facilities. 
Sec. 26. Study on propane gas pipeline facili-

ties. 
Sec. 27. Standards for certain liquefied nat-

ural gas pipeline facilities. 
Sec. 28. Pipeline odorization study. 
Sec. 29. Report on natural gas leak report-

ing. 
Sec. 30. Review of State policies relating to 

natural gas leaks. 
Sec. 31. Aliso Canyon natural gas leak task 

force. 
SEC. 2. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) GAS AND HAZARDOUS LIQUID.—Section 
60125(a) of title 49, United States Code is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘there is 
authorized to be appropriated to the Depart-
ment of Transportation for each of fiscal 
years 2012 through 2015, from fees collected 
under section 60301, $90,679,000, of which 
$4,746,000 is for carrying out such section 12 
and $36,194,000 is for making grants.’’ and in-
serting the following: ‘‘there is authorized to 
be appropriated to the Department of Trans-
portation from fees collected under section 
60301— 

‘‘(A) $124,500,000 for fiscal year 2016, of 
which $9,000,000 shall be expended for car-
rying out such section 12 and $39,385,000 shall 
be expended for making grants; 

‘‘(B) $128,000,000 for fiscal year 2017 of 
which $9,000,000 shall be expended for car-
rying out such section 12 and $41,885,000 shall 
be expended for making grants; 

‘‘(C) $131,000,000 for fiscal year 2018, of 
which $9,000,000 shall be expended for car-
rying out such section 12 and $44,885,000 shall 
be expended for making grants; and 

‘‘(D) $134,000,000 for fiscal year 2019, of 
which $9,000,000 shall be expended for car-
rying out such section 12 and $47,885,000 shall 
be expended for making grants.’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2) by striking ‘‘there is 
authorized to be appropriated for each of fis-
cal years 2012 through 2015 from the Oil Spill 

Liability Trust Fund to carry out the provi-
sions of this chapter related to hazardous 
liquid and section 12 of the Pipeline Safety 
Improvement Act of 2002 (49 U.S.C. 60101 
note; Public Law 107–355), $18,573,000, of 
which $2,174,000 is for carrying out such sec-
tion 12 and $4,558,000 is for making grants.’’ 
and inserting the following: ‘‘there is author-
ized to be appropriated from the Oil Spill Li-
ability Trust Fund to carry out the provi-
sions of this chapter related to hazardous 
liquid and section 12 of the Pipeline Safety 
Improvement Act of 2002 (49 U.S.C. 60101 
note; Public Law 107–355)— 

‘‘(A) $22,123,000 for fiscal year 2016, of which 
$3,000,000 shall be expended for carrying out 
such section 12 and $8,067,000 shall be ex-
pended for making grants; 

‘‘(B) $22,123,000 for fiscal year 2017, of which 
$3,000,000 shall be expended for carrying out 
such section 12 and $8,067,000 shall be ex-
pended for making grants; 

‘‘(C) $23,000,000 for fiscal year 2018, of which 
$3,000,000 shall be expended for carrying out 
such section 12 and $8,067,000 shall be ex-
pended for making grants; and 

‘‘(D) $23,000,000 for fiscal year 2019, of which 
$3,000,000 shall be expended for carrying out 
such section 12 and $8,067,000 shall be ex-
pended for making grants.’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(3) UNDERGROUND NATURAL GAS STORAGE 

FACILITY SAFETY ACCOUNT.—To carry out sec-
tion 60141, there is authorized to be appro-
priated to the Department of Transportation 
from fees collected under section 60302 
$8,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2017 through 
2019.’’. 

(b) OPERATIONAL EXPENSES.—There are au-
thorized to be appropriated to the Secretary 
of Transportation for the necessary oper-
ational expenses of the Pipeline and Haz-
ardous Materials Safety Administration the 
following amounts: 

(1) $21,000,000 for fiscal year 2016. 
(2) $22,000,000 for fiscal year 2017. 
(3) $22,000,000 for fiscal year 2018. 
(4) $23,000,000 for fiscal year 2019. 
(c) ONE-CALL NOTIFICATION PROGRAMS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 6107 of title 49, 

United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 
‘‘§ 6107. Funding 

‘‘Of the amounts made available under sec-
tion 60125(a)(1), the Secretary shall expend 
$1,058,000 for each of fiscal years 2016 through 
2019 to carry out section 6106.’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis for 
chapter 61 of title 49, United States Code, is 
amended by striking the item relating to 
section 6107 and inserting the following: 
‘‘6107. Funding.’’. 

(d) PIPELINE SAFETY INFORMATION GRANTS 
TO COMMUNITIES.—The first sentence of sec-
tion 60130(c) of title 49, United States Code, 
is amended to read as follows: ‘‘Of the 
amounts made available under section 2(b) of 
the PIPES Act of 2016, the Secretary shall 
expend $1,500,000 for each of fiscal years 2016 
through 2019 to carry out this section.’’ 

(e) PIPELINE INTEGRITY PROGRAM.—Section 
12(f) of the Pipeline Safety Improvement Act 
of 2002 (49 U.S.C. 60101 note) is amended by 
striking ‘‘2012 through 2015’’ and inserting 
‘‘2016 through 2019’’. 
SEC. 3. REGULATORY UPDATES. 

(a) PUBLICATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Trans-

portation shall publish an update on a pub-
licly available Web site of the Department of 
Transportation regarding the status of a 
final rule for each outstanding regulation, 
and upon such publication notify the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure and the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce of the 
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House of Representatives that such publica-
tion has been made. 

(2) DEADLINES.—The Secretary shall pub-
lish an update under this subsection not 
later than 120 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, and every 90 days there-
after until a final rule has been published in 
the Federal Register for each outstanding 
regulation. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The Secretary shall include 
in each update published under subsection 
(a)— 

(1) a description of the work plan for each 
outstanding regulation; 

(2) an updated rulemaking timeline for 
each outstanding regulation; 

(3) current staff allocations with respect to 
each outstanding regulation; 

(4) any resource constraints affecting the 
rulemaking process for each outstanding reg-
ulation; 

(5) any other details associated with the 
development of each outstanding regulation 
that affect the progress of the rulemaking 
process; and 

(6) a description of all rulemakings regard-
ing gas or hazardous liquid pipeline facilities 
published in the Federal Register that are 
not identified under subsection (c). 

(c) OUTSTANDING REGULATION DEFINED.—In 
this section, the term ‘‘outstanding regula-
tion’’ means— 

(1) a final rule required under the Pipeline 
Safety, Regulatory Certainty, and Job Cre-
ation Act of 2011 (Public Law 112–90) that has 
not been published in the Federal Register; 
and 

(2) a final rule regarding gas or hazardous 
liquid pipeline facilities required under this 
Act or an Act enacted prior to the date of en-
actment of this Act (other than the Pipeline 
Safety, Regulatory Certainty, and Job Cre-
ation Act of 2011 (Public Law 112–90)) that 
has not been published in the Federal Reg-
ister. 
SEC. 4. NATURAL GAS INTEGRITY MANAGEMENT 

REVIEW. 
(a) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months 

after the date of publication in the Federal 
Register of a final rule regarding the safety 
of gas transmission pipelines related to the 
notice of proposed rulemaking issued on 
April 8, 2016, titled ‘‘Pipeline Safety: Safety 
of Gas Transmission and Gathering Pipe-
lines’’ (81 Fed. Reg. 20721), the Comptroller 
General of the United States shall submit to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure and the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation of the Senate a report 
regarding the integrity management pro-
grams for gas pipeline facilities required 
under section 60109(c) of title 49, United 
States Code. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The report required under 
subsection (a) shall include— 

(1) an analysis of stakeholder perspectives, 
taking into consideration technical, oper-
ational, and economic feasibility, regarding 
ways to enhance pipeline facility safety, pre-
vent inadvertent releases from pipeline fa-
cilities, and mitigate any adverse con-
sequences of such inadvertent releases, in-
cluding changes to the definition of high 
consequence area, or expanding integrity 
management beyond high consequence areas; 

(2) a review of the types of benefits, includ-
ing safety benefits, and estimated costs of 
the legacy class location regulations; 

(3) an analysis of the impact pipeline facil-
ity features, including the age, condition, 
materials, and construction of a pipeline fa-
cility, have on safety and risk analysis of a 
particular pipeline facility; 

(4) a description of any challenges affect-
ing Federal or State regulators in the over-
sight of gas transmission pipeline facilities 

and how the challenges are being addressed; 
and 

(5) a description of any challenges affect-
ing the natural gas industry in complying 
with the programs, and how the challenges 
are being addressed, including any chal-
lenges faced by publicly owned natural gas 
distribution systems. 

(c) DEFINITION OF HIGH CONSEQUENCE 
AREA.—In this section, the term ‘‘high con-
sequence area’’ has the meaning given the 
term in section 192.903 of title 49, Code of 
Federal Regulations. 
SEC. 5. HAZARDOUS LIQUID INTEGRITY MANAGE-

MENT REVIEW. 
(a) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months 

after the date of publication in the Federal 
Register of a final rule regarding the safety 
of hazardous liquid pipeline facilities related 
to the notice of proposed rulemaking issued 
on October 13, 2015, titled ‘‘Pipeline Safety: 
Safety of Hazardous Liquid Pipelines’’ (80 
Fed. Reg. 61610), the Comptroller General of 
the United States shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
and the Committee on Energy and Commerce 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate a report re-
garding the integrity management programs 
for hazardous liquid pipeline facilities, as 
regulated under sections 195.450 and 195.452 of 
title 49, Code of Federal Regulations. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The report required under 
subsection (a) shall include— 

(1) taking into consideration technical, 
operational, and economic feasibility, an 
analysis of stakeholder perspectives on— 

(A) ways to enhance hazardous liquid pipe-
line facility safety; 

(B) risk factors that may warrant more 
frequent inspections of hazardous liquid 
pipeline facilities; and 

(C) changes to the definition of high con-
sequence area; 

(2) an analysis of how surveying, assess-
ment, mitigation, and monitoring activities, 
including real-time hazardous liquid pipeline 
facility monitoring during significant flood 
events and information sharing with Federal 
agencies, are being used to address risks as-
sociated with rivers, flood plains, lakes, and 
coastal areas; 

(3) an analysis of the impact pipeline facil-
ity features, including the age, condition, 
materials, and construction of a pipeline fa-
cility, have on safety and risk analysis of a 
particular pipeline facility and what changes 
to the definition of high consequence area 
could be made to improve pipeline facility 
safety; and 

(4) a description of any challenges affect-
ing Federal or State regulators in the over-
sight of hazardous liquid pipeline facilities 
and how those challenges are being ad-
dressed. 

(c) DEFINITION OF HIGH CONSEQUENCE 
AREA.—In this section, the term ‘‘high con-
sequence area’’ has the meaning given the 
term in section 195.450 of title 49, Code of 
Federal Regulations. 
SEC. 6. TECHNICAL SAFETY STANDARDS COMMIT-

TEES. 
(a) APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS.—Section 

60115(b)(4)(A) of title 49, United States Code, 
is amended by striking ‘‘State commis-
sioners. The Secretary shall consult with the 
national organization of State commissions 
before selecting those 2 individuals.’’ and in-
serting ‘‘State officials. The Secretary shall 
consult with national organizations rep-
resenting State commissioners or utility 
regulators before making a selection under 
this subparagraph.’’. 

(b) VACANCIES.—Section 60115(b) of title 49, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(5) Within 90 days of the date of enact-
ment of the PIPES Act of 2016, the Secretary 
shall fill all vacancies on the Technical Pipe-
line Safety Standards Committee, the Tech-
nical Hazardous Liquid Pipeline Safety 
Standards Committee, and any other com-
mittee established pursuant to this section. 
After that period, the Secretary shall fill a 
vacancy on any such committee not later 
than 60 days after the vacancy occurs.’’. 
SEC. 7. INSPECTION REPORT INFORMATION. 

(a) INSPECTION AND MAINTENANCE.—Section 
60108 of title 49, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(e) IN GENERAL.—After the completion of 
a Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety 
Administration pipeline safety inspection, 
the Administrator of such Administration, 
or the State authority certified under sec-
tion 60105 of title 49, United States Code, to 
conduct such inspection, shall— 

‘‘(1) within 30 days, conduct a post-inspec-
tion briefing with the owner or operator of 
the gas or hazardous liquid pipeline facility 
inspected outlining any concerns; and 

‘‘(2) within 90 days, to the extent prac-
ticable, provide the owner or operator with 
written preliminary findings of the inspec-
tion.’’. 

(b) NOTIFICATION.—Not later than October 
1, 2017, and each fiscal year thereafter for 2 
years, the Administrator shall notify the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure and the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation of the Senate of— 

(1) the number of times a deadline under 
section 60108(e) of title 49, United States 
Code, was exceeded in the prior fiscal year; 
and 

(2) in each instance, the length of time by 
which the deadline was exceeded. 
SEC. 8. IMPROVING DAMAGE PREVENTION TECH-

NOLOGY. 
(a) STUDY.—The Secretary of Transpor-

tation, in consultation with stakeholders, 
shall conduct a study on improving existing 
damage prevention programs through tech-
nological improvements in location, map-
ping, excavation, and communications prac-
tices to prevent excavation damage to a pipe 
or its coating, including considerations of 
technical, operational, and economic feasi-
bility and existing damage prevention pro-
grams. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The study under subsection 
(a) shall include— 

(1) an identification of any methods to im-
prove existing damage prevention programs 
through location and mapping practices or 
technologies in an effort to reduce releases 
caused by excavation; 

(2) an analysis of how increased use of 
global positioning system digital mapping 
technologies, predictive analytic tools, pub-
lic awareness initiatives including one-call 
initiatives, the use of mobile devices, and 
other advanced technologies could supple-
ment existing one-call notification and dam-
age prevention programs to reduce the fre-
quency and severity of incidents caused by 
excavation damage; 

(3) an identification of any methods to im-
prove excavation practices or technologies in 
an effort to reduce pipeline damage; 

(4) an analysis of the feasibility of a na-
tional data repository for pipeline exca-
vation accident data that creates standard-
ized data models for storing and sharing 
pipeline accident information; and 

(5) an identification of opportunities for 
stakeholder engagement in preventing exca-
vation damage. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
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Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate and the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure and the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce of the House of 
Representatives a report containing the re-
sults of the study conducted under sub-
section (a), including recommendations, that 
include the consideration of technical, oper-
ational, and economic feasibility, on how to 
incorporate into existing damage prevention 
programs technological improvements and 
practices that help prevent excavation dam-
age. 
SEC. 9. WORKFORCE MANAGEMENT. 

(a) REVIEW.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the In-
spector General of the Department of Trans-
portation shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure and the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate, a review of Pipeline and Haz-
ardous Materials Safety Administration 
staff resource management, including— 

(1) geographic allocation plans, hiring and 
time-to-hire challenges, and expected retire-
ment rates and recruitment and retention 
strategies; 

(2) an identification and description of any 
previous periods of macroeconomic and pipe-
line industry conditions under which the 
Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Ad-
ministration has encountered difficulty in 
filling vacancies, and the degree to which 
special hiring authorities, including direct 
hiring authority authorized by the Office of 
Personnel Management, could have amelio-
rated such difficulty; and 

(3) recommendations to address hiring 
challenges, training needs, and any other 
identified staff resource challenges. 

(b) DIRECT HIRING.—Upon identification of 
a period described in subsection (a)(2), the 
Administrator of the Pipeline and Hazardous 
Materials Safety Administration may apply 
to the Office of Personnel Management for 
the authority to appoint qualified candidates 
to any position relating to pipeline safety, as 
determined by the Administrator, without 
regard to sections 3309 through 3319 of title 5, 
United States Code. 

(c) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sec-
tion shall preclude the Administrator of the 
Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Ad-
ministration from applying to the Office of 
Personnel Management for the authority de-
scribed in subsection (b) prior to the comple-
tion of the report required under subsection 
(a). 
SEC. 10. INFORMATION-SHARING SYSTEM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Transportation shall con-
vene a working group to consider the devel-
opment of a voluntary information-sharing 
system to encourage collaborative efforts to 
improve inspection information feedback 
and information sharing with the purpose of 
improving gas transmission and hazardous 
liquid pipeline facility integrity risk anal-
ysis. 

(b) MEMBERSHIP.—The working group con-
vened pursuant to subsection (a) shall in-
clude representatives from— 

(1) the Pipeline and Hazardous Materials 
Safety Administration; 

(2) industry stakeholders, including opera-
tors of pipeline facilities, inspection tech-
nology, coating, and cathodic protection 
vendors, and pipeline inspection organiza-
tions; 

(3) safety advocacy groups; 
(4) research institutions; 
(5) State public utility commissions or 

State officials responsible for pipeline safety 
oversight; 

(6) State pipeline safety inspectors; 
(7) labor representatives; and 
(8) other entities, as determined appro-

priate by the Secretary. 
(c) CONSIDERATIONS.—The working group 

convened pursuant to subsection (a) shall 
consider and provide recommendations to 
the Secretary on— 

(1) the need for, and the identification of, a 
system to ensure that dig verification data 
are shared with in-line inspection operators 
to the extent consistent with the need to 
maintain proprietary and security-sensitive 
data in a confidential manner to improve 
pipeline safety and inspection technology; 

(2) ways to encourage the exchange of pipe-
line inspection information and the develop-
ment of advanced pipeline inspection tech-
nologies and enhanced risk analysis; 

(3) opportunities to share data, including 
dig verification data between operators of 
pipeline facilities and in-line inspector ven-
dors to expand knowledge of the advantages 
and disadvantages of the different types of 
in-line inspection technology and meth-
odologies; 

(4) options to create a secure system that 
protects proprietary data while encouraging 
the exchange of pipeline inspection informa-
tion and the development of advanced pipe-
line inspection technologies and enhanced 
risk analysis; 

(5) means and best practices for the protec-
tion of safety- and security-sensitive infor-
mation and proprietary information; and 

(6) regulatory, funding, and legal barriers 
to sharing the information described in para-
graphs (1) through (4). 

(d) PUBLICATION.—The Secretary shall pub-
lish the recommendations provided under 
subsection (c) on a publicly available Web 
site of the Department of Transportation. 
SEC. 11. NATIONWIDE INTEGRATED PIPELINE 

SAFETY REGULATORY DATABASE. 
(a) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Transportation shall submit to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure and the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation of the Senate a report on 
the feasibility of establishing a national in-
tegrated pipeline safety regulatory inspec-
tion database to improve communication 
and collaboration between the Pipeline and 
Hazardous Materials Safety Administration 
and State pipeline regulators. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The report submitted under 
subsection (a) shall include— 

(1) a description of any efforts underway to 
test a secure information-sharing system for 
the purpose described in subsection (a); 

(2) a description of any progress in estab-
lishing common standards for maintaining, 
collecting, and presenting pipeline safety 
regulatory inspection data, and a method-
ology for sharing the data; 

(3) a description of any inadequacies or 
gaps in State and Federal inspection, en-
forcement, geospatial, or other pipeline safe-
ty regulatory inspection data; 

(4) a description of the potential safety 
benefits of a national integrated pipeline 
safety regulatory inspection database; and 

(5) recommendations, including those of 
stakeholders for how to implement a secure 
information-sharing system that protects 
proprietary and security sensitive informa-
tion and data for the purpose described in 
subsection (a). 

(c) CONSULTATION.—In implementing this 
section, the Secretary shall consult with 
stakeholders, including each State authority 
operating under a certification to regulate 
intrastate pipelines under section 60105 of 
title 49, United States Code. 

(d) ESTABLISHMENT OF DATABASE.—The 
Secretary may establish, if appropriate, a 

national integrated pipeline safety regu-
latory database— 

(1) after submission of the report required 
under subsection (a); or 

(2) upon notification to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure and the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate of the need to establish such 
database prior to the submission of the re-
port under subsection (a). 
SEC. 12. UNDERGROUND GAS STORAGE FACILI-

TIES. 
(a) DEFINED TERM.—Section 60101(a) of title 

49, United States Code, is amended— 
(1) in paragraph (21)(B) by striking the pe-

riod at the end and inserting a semicolon; 
(2) in paragraph (22)(B)(iii) by striking the 

period at the end and inserting a semicolon; 
(3) in paragraph (24) by striking ‘‘and’’ at 

the end; 
(4) in paragraph (25) by striking the period 

at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(5) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(26) ‘underground natural gas storage fa-

cility’ means a gas pipeline facility that 
stores natural gas in an underground facil-
ity, including— 

‘‘(A) a depleted hydrocarbon reservoir; 
‘‘(B) an aquifer reservoir; or 
‘‘(C) a solution-mined salt cavern res-

ervoir.’’. 
(b) STANDARDS FOR UNDERGROUND GAS 

STORAGE FACILITIES.—Chapter 601 of title 49, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘§ 60141. Standards for underground natural 

gas storage facilities 
‘‘(a) MINIMUM SAFETY STANDARDS.—Not 

later than 2 years after the date of enact-
ment of the PIPES Act of 2016, the Sec-
retary, in consultation with the heads of 
other relevant Federal agencies, shall issue 
minimum safety standards for underground 
natural gas storage facilities. 

‘‘(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—In developing the 
safety standards required under subsection 
(a), the Secretary shall, to the extent prac-
ticable— 

‘‘(1) consider consensus standards for the 
operation, environmental protection, and in-
tegrity management of underground natural 
gas storage facilities; 

‘‘(2) consider the economic impacts of the 
regulations on individual gas customers; 

‘‘(3) ensure that the regulations do not 
have a significant economic impact on end 
users; and 

‘‘(4) consider the recommendations of the 
Aliso Canyon natural gas leak task force es-
tablished under section 31 of the PIPES Act 
of 2016. 

‘‘(c) FEDERAL-STATE COOPERATION.—The 
Secretary may authorize a State authority 
(including a municipality) to participate in 
the oversight of underground natural gas 
storage facilities in the same manner as pro-
vided in sections 60105 and 60106. 

‘‘(d) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in this section 

may be construed to affect any Federal regu-
lation relating to gas pipeline facilities that 
is in effect on the day before the date of en-
actment of the PIPES Act of 2016. 

‘‘(2) LIMITATIONS.—Nothing in this section 
may be construed to authorize the Sec-
retary— 

‘‘(A) to prescribe the location of an under-
ground natural gas storage facility; or 

‘‘(B) to require the Secretary’s permission 
to construct a facility referred to in subpara-
graph (A). 

‘‘(e) PREEMPTION.—A State authority may 
adopt additional or more stringent safety 
standards for intrastate underground natural 
gas storage facilities if such standards are 
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compatible with the minimum standards 
prescribed under this section. 

‘‘(f) STATUTORY CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed to affect the 
Secretary’s authority under this title to reg-
ulate the underground storage of gas that is 
not natural gas.’’. 

(c) USER FEES.—Chapter 603 of title 49, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 60301 the following: 
‘‘§ 60302. User fees for underground natural 

gas storage facilities 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—A fee shall be imposed 

on an entity operating an underground nat-
ural gas storage facility subject to section 
60141. Any such fee imposed shall be col-
lected before the end of the fiscal year to 
which it applies. 

‘‘(b) MEANS OF COLLECTION.—The Secretary 
of Transportation shall prescribe procedures 
to collect fees under this section. The Sec-
retary may use a department, agency, or in-
strumentality of the United States Govern-
ment or of a State or local government to 
collect the fee and may reimburse the de-
partment, agency, or instrumentality a rea-
sonable amount for its services. 

‘‘(c) USE OF FEES.— 
‘‘(1) ACCOUNT.—There is established an Un-

derground Natural Gas Storage Facility 
Safety Account in the Pipeline Safety Fund 
established in the Treasury of the United 
States under section 60301. 

‘‘(2) USE OF FEES.—A fee collected under 
this section— 

‘‘(A) shall be deposited in the Underground 
Natural Gas Storage Facility Safety Ac-
count; and 

‘‘(B) if the fee is related to an underground 
natural gas storage facility subject to sec-
tion 60141, the amount of the fee may be used 
only for an activity related to underground 
natural gas storage facility safety. 

‘‘(3) LIMITATION.—No fee may be collected 
under this section, except to the extent that 
the expenditure of such fee to pay the costs 
of an activity related to underground nat-
ural gas storage facility safety for which 
such fee is imposed is provided in advance in 
an appropriations Act.’’. 

(d) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) CHAPTER 601.—The table of sections for 

chapter 601 of title 49, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘60141. Standards for underground natural 

gas storage facilities.’’. 
(2) CHAPTER 603.—The table of sections for 

chapter 603 of title 49, United States Code, is 
amended by inserting after the item relating 
to section 60301 the following: 
‘‘60302. User fees for underground natural gas 

storage facilities.’’. 
SEC. 13. JOINT INSPECTION AND OVERSIGHT. 

Section 60106 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(f) JOINT INSPECTORS.—At the request of a 
State authority, the Secretary shall allow 
for a certified State authority under section 
60105 to participate in the inspection of an 
interstate pipeline facility.’’. 
SEC. 14. SAFETY DATA SHEETS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Each owner or operator of 
a hazardous liquid pipeline facility, fol-
lowing an accident involving such pipeline 
facility that results in a hazardous liquid 
spill, shall provide safety data sheets on any 
spilled hazardous liquid to the designated 
Federal On-Scene Coordinator and appro-
priate State and local emergency responders 
within 6 hours of a telephonic or electronic 
notice of the accident to the National Re-
sponse Center. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) FEDERAL ON-SCENE COORDINATOR.—The 

term ‘‘Federal On-Scene Coordinator’’ has 

the meaning given such term in section 
311(a) of the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (33 U.S.C. 1321(a)). 

(2) NATIONAL RESPONSE CENTER.—The term 
‘‘National Response Center’’ means the cen-
ter described under section 300.125(a) of title 
40, Code of Federal Regulations. 

(3) SAFETY DATA SHEET.—The term ‘‘safety 
data sheet’’ means a safety data sheet re-
quired under section 1910.1200 of title 29, 
Code of Federal Regulations. 
SEC. 15. HAZARDOUS MATERIALS IDENTIFICA-

TION NUMBERS. 
Not later than 90 days after the date of en-

actment of this Act, the Secretary of Trans-
portation shall issue an advanced notice of 
proposed rulemaking to take public com-
ment on the petition for rulemaking dated 
October 28, 2015, titled ‘‘Corrections to Title 
49 C.F.R. §172.336 Identification numbers; 
special provisions’’ (P–1667). 
SEC. 16. EMERGENCY ORDER AUTHORITY. 

Section 60117 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(o) EMERGENCY ORDER AUTHORITY.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary deter-

mines that an unsafe condition or practice, 
or a combination of unsafe conditions and 
practices, constitutes or is causing an immi-
nent hazard, the Secretary may issue an 
emergency order described in paragraph (3) 
imposing emergency restrictions, prohibi-
tions, and safety measures on owners and op-
erators of gas or hazardous liquid pipeline fa-
cilities without prior notice or an oppor-
tunity for a hearing, but only to the extent 
necessary to abate the imminent hazard. 

‘‘(2) CONSIDERATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Before issuing an emer-

gency order under paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary shall consider, as appropriate, the fol-
lowing factors: 

‘‘(i) The impact of the emergency order on 
public health and safety. 

‘‘(ii) The impact, if any, of the emergency 
order on the national or regional economy or 
national security. 

‘‘(iii) The impact of the emergency order 
on the ability of owners and operators of 
pipeline facilities to maintain reliability and 
continuity of service to customers. 

‘‘(B) CONSULTATION.—In considering the 
factors under subparagraph (A), the Sec-
retary shall consult, as the Secretary deter-
mines appropriate, with appropriate Federal 
agencies, State agencies, and other entities 
knowledgeable in pipeline safety or oper-
ations. 

‘‘(3) WRITTEN ORDER.—An emergency order 
issued by the Secretary pursuant to para-
graph (1) with respect to an imminent hazard 
shall contain a written description of— 

‘‘(A) the violation, condition, or practice 
that constitutes or is causing the imminent 
hazard; 

‘‘(B) the entities subject to the order; 
‘‘(C) the restrictions, prohibitions, or safe-

ty measures imposed; 
‘‘(D) the standards and procedures for ob-

taining relief from the order; 
‘‘(E) how the order is tailored to abate the 

imminent hazard and the reasons the au-
thorities under section 60112 and 60117(l) are 
insufficient to do so; and 

‘‘(F) how the considerations were taken 
into account pursuant to paragraph (2). 

‘‘(4) OPPORTUNITY FOR REVIEW.—Upon re-
ceipt of a petition for review from an entity 
subject to, and aggrieved by, an emergency 
order issued under this subsection, the Sec-
retary shall provide an opportunity for a re-
view of the order under section 554 of title 5 
to determine whether the order should re-
main in effect, be modified, or be termi-
nated. 

‘‘(5) EXPIRATION OF EFFECTIVENESS ORDER.— 
If a petition for review of an emergency 

order is filed under paragraph (4) and an 
agency decision with respect to the petition 
is not issued on or before the last day of the 
30-day period beginning on the date on which 
the petition is filed, the order shall cease to 
be effective on such day, unless the Sec-
retary determines in writing on or before the 
last day of such period that the imminent 
hazard still exists. 

‘‘(6) JUDICIAL REVIEW OF ORDERS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—After completion of the 

review process described in paragraph (4), or 
the issuance of a written determination by 
the Secretary pursuant to paragraph (5), an 
entity subject to, and aggrieved by, an emer-
gency order issued under this subsection 
may seek judicial review of the order in a 
district court of the United States and shall 
be given expedited consideration. 

‘‘(B) LIMITATION.—The filing of a petition 
for review under subparagraph (A) shall not 
stay or modify the force and effect of the 
agency’s final decision under paragraph (4), 
or the written determination under para-
graph (5), unless stayed or modified by the 
Secretary. 

‘‘(7) REGULATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) TEMPORARY REGULATIONS.—Not later 

than 60 days after the date of enactment of 
the PIPES Act of 2016, the Secretary shall 
issue such temporary regulations as are nec-
essary to carry out this subsection. The tem-
porary regulations shall expire on the date of 
issuance of the final regulations required 
under subparagraph (B). 

‘‘(B) FINAL REGULATIONS.—Not later than 
270 days after such date of enactment, the 
Secretary shall issue such regulations as are 
necessary to carry out this subsection. Such 
regulations shall ensure that the review 
process described in paragraph (4) contains 
the same procedures as subsections (d) and 
(g) of section 109.19 of title 49, Code of Fed-
eral Regulations, and is otherwise consistent 
with the review process developed under such 
section, to the greatest extent practicable 
and not inconsistent with this section. 

‘‘(8) IMMINENT HAZARD DEFINED.—In this 
subsection, the term ‘imminent hazard’ 
means the existence of a condition relating 
to a gas or hazardous liquid pipeline facility 
that presents a substantial likelihood that 
death, serious illness, severe personal injury, 
or a substantial endangerment to health, 
property, or the environment may occur be-
fore the reasonably foreseeable completion 
date of a formal proceeding begun to lessen 
the risk of such death, illness, injury, or 
endangerment. 

‘‘(9) LIMITATION AND SAVINGS CLAUSE.—An 
emergency order issued under this sub-
section may not be construed to— 

‘‘(A) alter, amend, or limit the Secretary’s 
obligations under, or the applicability of, 
section 553 of title 5; or 

‘‘(B) provide the authority to amend the 
Code of Federal Regulations.’’. 
SEC. 17. STATE GRANT FUNDS. 

Section 60107 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (b) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(b) PAYMENTS.—After notifying and con-
sulting with a State authority, the Sec-
retary may withhold any part of a payment 
when the Secretary decides that the author-
ity is not carrying out satisfactorily a safety 
program or not acting satisfactorily as an 
agent. The Secretary may pay an authority 
under this section only when the authority 
ensures the Secretary that it will provide 
the remaining costs of a safety program, ex-
cept when the Secretary waives this require-
ment.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(e) REPURPOSING OF FUNDS.—If a State 

program’s certification is rejected under sec-
tion 60105(f) or such program is otherwise 
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suspended or interrupted, the Secretary may 
use any undistributed, deobligated, or recov-
ered funds authorized under this section to 
carry out pipeline safety activities for that 
State within the period of availability for 
such funds.’’. 
SEC. 18. RESPONSE PLANS. 

Each owner or operator of a hazardous liq-
uid pipeline facility required to prepare a re-
sponse plan pursuant to part 194 of title 49, 
Code of Federal Regulations, shall— 

(1) consider the impact of a discharge into 
or on navigable waters or adjoining shore-
lines, including those that may be covered in 
whole or in part by ice; and 

(2) include procedures and resources for re-
sponding to such discharge in the plan. 
SEC. 19. UNUSUALLY SENSITIVE AREAS. 

(a) AREAS TO BE INCLUDED AS UNUSUALLY 
SENSITIVE.—Section 60109(b)(2) of title 49, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
‘‘have been identified as’’ and inserting ‘‘are 
part of the Great Lakes or have been identi-
fied as coastal beaches, marine coastal 
waters,’’. 

(b) UNUSUALLY SENSITIVE AREAS (USA) EC-
OLOGICAL RESOURCES.—The Secretary of 
Transportation shall revise section 195.6(b) of 
title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, to ex-
plicitly state that the Great Lakes, coastal 
beaches, and marine coastal waters are USA 
ecological resources for purposes of deter-
mining whether a pipeline is in a high con-
sequence area (as defined in section 195.450 of 
such title). 
SEC. 20. PIPELINE SAFETY TECHNICAL ASSIST-

ANCE GRANTS. 
(a) PUBLIC PARTICIPATION LIMITATION.— 

Section 60130(a)(4) of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘on technical 
pipeline safety issues’’ after ‘‘public partici-
pation’’. 

(b) AUDIT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the In-
spector General of the Department of Trans-
portation shall submit to the Secretary of 
Transportation, the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure and the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce of the House of 
Representatives, and the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate a report evaluating the grant pro-
gram under section 60130 of title 49, United 
States Code. The report shall include— 

(1) a list of the recipients of all grant funds 
during fiscal years 2010 through 2015; 

(2) a description of how each grant was 
used; 

(3) an analysis of the compliance with the 
terms of grant agreements, including sub-
sections (a) and (b) of such section; 

(4) an evaluation of the competitive proc-
ess used to award the grant funds; and 

(5) an evaluation of— 
(A) the ability of the Pipeline and Haz-

ardous Materials Safety Administration to 
oversee grant funds and usage; and 

(B) the procedures used for such oversight. 
SEC. 21. STUDY OF MATERIALS AND CORROSION 

PREVENTION IN PIPELINE TRANS-
PORTATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure and the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate a study on materials, training, and 
corrosion prevention technologies for gas 
and hazardous liquid pipeline facilities. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—The study required 
under subsection (a) shall include— 

(1) an analysis of— 
(A) the range of piping materials, including 

plastic materials, used to transport haz-

ardous liquids and natural gas in the United 
States and in other developed countries 
around the world; 

(B) the types of technologies used for cor-
rosion prevention, including coatings and ca-
thodic protection; 

(C) common causes of corrosion, including 
interior and exterior moisture buildup and 
impacts of moisture buildup under insula-
tion; and 

(D) the training provided to personnel re-
sponsible for identifying and preventing cor-
rosion in pipelines, and for repairing such 
pipelines; 

(2) the extent to which best practices or 
guidance relating to pipeline facility design, 
installation, operation, and maintenance, in-
cluding training, are available to recognize 
or prevent corrosion; 

(3) an analysis of the estimated costs and 
anticipated benefits, including safety bene-
fits, associated with the use of such mate-
rials and technologies; and 

(4) stakeholder and expert perspectives on 
the effectiveness of corrosion control tech-
niques to reduce the incidence of corrosion- 
related pipeline failures. 
SEC. 22. RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Inspector General of the Department of 
Transportation shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture, the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate a report regarding the Pipeline and 
Hazardous Materials Safety Administra-
tion’s research and development program 
carried out under section 12 of the Pipeline 
Safety Improvement Act of 2002 (49 U.S.C. 
60101 note). The report shall include an eval-
uation of— 

(1) compliance with the consultation re-
quirement under subsection (d)(2) of such 
section; 

(2) the extent to which the Pipeline and 
Hazardous Materials Safety Administration 
enters into joint research ventures with Fed-
eral and non-Federal entities, and benefits 
thereof; 

(3) the policies and procedures the Pipeline 
and Hazardous Materials Safety Administra-
tion has put in place to ensure there are no 
conflicts of interest with administering 
grants pursuant to the program, and whether 
those policies and procedures are being fol-
lowed; and 

(4) an evaluation of the outcomes of re-
search conducted with Federal and non-Fed-
eral entities and the degree to which such 
outcomes have been adopted or utilized. 

(b) COLLABORATIVE SAFETY RESEARCH RE-
PORT.— 

(1) BIENNIAL REPORTS.—Section 60124(a)(6) 
of title 49, United States Code, is amended— 

(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C) a summary of each research and devel-

opment project carried out with Federal and 
non-Federal entities pursuant to section 12 
of the Pipeline Safety Improvement Act of 
2002 and a review of how the project affects 
safety.’’. 

(2) PIPELINE SAFETY IMPROVEMENT ACT.— 
Section 12 of the Pipeline Safety Improve-
ment Act of 2002 (49 U.S.C. 60101 note) is 
amended— 

(A) by striking subsection (d)(3)(C) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(C) FUNDING FROM NON-FEDERAL 
SOURCES.—The Secretary shall ensure that— 

‘‘(i) at least 30 percent of the costs of tech-
nology research and development activities 
may be carried out using non-Federal 
sources; 

‘‘(ii) at least 20 percent of the costs of basic 
research and development with universities 
may be carried out using non-Federal 
sources; and 

‘‘(iii) up to 100 percent of the costs of re-
search and development for purely govern-
mental purposes may be carried out using 
Federal funds.’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(h) INDEPENDENT EXPERTS.—Not later 

than 180 days after the date of enactment of 
the PIPES Act of 2016, the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(1) implement processes and procedures to 
ensure that activities listed under subsection 
(c), to the greatest extent practicable, 
produce results that are peer-reviewed by 
independent experts and not by persons or 
entities that have a financial interest in the 
pipeline, petroleum, or natural gas indus-
tries, or that would be directly impacted by 
the results of the projects; and 

‘‘(2) submit to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, and the Committee 
on Science, Space, and Technology of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate a report describing the proc-
esses and procedures implemented under 
paragraph (1). 

‘‘(i) CONFLICT OF INTEREST.—The Secretary 
shall take all practical steps to ensure that 
each recipient of an agreement under this 
section discloses in writing to the Secretary 
any conflict of interest on a research and de-
velopment project carried out under this sec-
tion, and includes any such disclosure as 
part of the final deliverable pursuant to such 
agreement. The Secretary may not make an 
award under this section directly to a pipe-
line owner or operator that is regulated by 
the Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety 
Administration or a State-certified regu-
latory authority if there is a conflict of in-
terest relating to such owner or operator.’’. 
SEC. 23. ACTIVE AND ABANDONED PIPELINES. 

Not later than 90 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary of Trans-
portation shall issue an advisory bulletin to 
owners and operators of gas or hazardous liq-
uid pipeline facilities and Federal and State 
pipeline safety personnel regarding proce-
dures of the Pipeline and Hazardous Mate-
rials Safety Administration required to 
change the status of a pipeline facility from 
active to abandoned, including specific guid-
ance on the terms recognized by the Sec-
retary for each pipeline status referred to in 
such advisory bulletin. 
SEC. 24. STATE PIPELINE SAFETY AGREEMENTS. 

(a) STUDY.—Not later than 2 years after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General of the United States shall 
complete a study on State pipeline safety 
agreements made pursuant to section 60106 
of title 49, United States Code. Such study 
shall consider the following: 

(1) The integration of Federal and State or 
local authorities in carrying out activities 
pursuant to an agreement under such sec-
tion. 

(2) The estimated staff and other resources 
used by Federal and State authorities in car-
rying out inspection activities pursuant to 
agreements under such section. 

(3) The estimated staff and other resources 
used by the Pipeline and Hazardous Mate-
rials Safety Administration in carrying out 
interstate inspections in areas where there is 
no interstate agreement with a State pursu-
ant to such section. 

(b) NOTICE REQUIREMENT FOR DENIAL.—Sec-
tion 60106(b) of title 49, United States Code, 
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is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(4) NOTICE UPON DENIAL.—If a State au-
thority requests an interstate agreement 
under this section and the Secretary denies 
such request, the Secretary shall provide 
written notification to the State authority 
of the denial that includes an explanation of 
the reasons for such denial.’’. 
SEC. 25. REQUIREMENTS FOR CERTAIN HAZ-

ARDOUS LIQUID PIPELINE FACILI-
TIES. 

Section 60109 of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(g) HAZARDOUS LIQUID PIPELINE FACILI-
TIES.— 

‘‘(1) INTEGRITY ASSESSMENTS.—Notwith-
standing any pipeline integrity management 
program or integrity assessment schedule 
otherwise required by the Secretary, each 
operator of a pipeline facility to which this 
subsection applies shall ensure that pipeline 
integrity assessments— 

‘‘(A) using internal inspection technology 
appropriate for the integrity threat are com-
pleted not less often than once every 12 
months; and 

‘‘(B) using pipeline route surveys, depth of 
cover surveys, pressure tests, external corro-
sion direct assessment, or other technology 
that the operator demonstrates can further 
the understanding of the condition of the 
pipeline facility are completed on a schedule 
based on the risk that the pipeline facility 
poses to the high consequence area in which 
the pipeline facility is located. 

‘‘(2) APPLICATION.—This subsection shall 
apply to any underwater hazardous liquid 
pipeline facility located in a high con-
sequence area— 

‘‘(A) that is not an offshore pipeline facil-
ity; and 

‘‘(B) any portion of which is located at 
depths greater than 150 feet under the sur-
face of the water. 

‘‘(3) HIGH CONSEQUENCE AREA DEFINED.—For 
purposes of this subsection, the term ‘high 
consequence area’ has the meaning given 
that term in section 195.450 of title 49, Code 
of Federal Regulations. 

‘‘(4) INSPECTION AND ENFORCEMENT.—The 
Secretary shall conduct inspections under 
section 60117(c) to determine whether each 
operator of a pipeline facility to which this 
subsection applies is complying with this 
section.’’. 
SEC. 26. STUDY ON PROPANE GAS PIPELINE FA-

CILITIES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Trans-

portation shall enter into an agreement with 
the Transportation Research Board of the 
National Academies to conduct a study ex-
amining the safety, regulatory requirements, 
techniques, and best practices applicable to 
pipeline facilities that transport or store 
only petroleum gas or mixtures of petroleum 
gas and air to 100 or fewer customers, in ac-
cordance with the requirements of this sec-
tion. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—In conducting the 
study pursuant to subsection (a), the Trans-
portation Research Board shall analyze— 

(1) Federal, State, and local regulatory re-
quirements applicable to pipeline facilities 
described in subsection (a); 

(2) techniques and best practices relating 
to the design, installation, operation, and 
maintenance of such pipeline facilities; and 

(3) the costs and benefits, including safety 
benefits, associated with such applicable reg-
ulatory requirements and the use of such 
techniques and best practices. 

(c) PARTICIPATION.—In conducting the 
study pursuant to subsection (a), the Trans-
portation Research Board shall consult with 
Federal, State, and local governments, pri-
vate sector entities, and consumer and pipe-
line safety advocates, as appropriate. 

(d) DEADLINE.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure and the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate the results of the study con-
ducted pursuant to subsection (a) and any 
recommendations for improving the safety of 
such pipeline facilities. 

(e) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘‘petroleum gas’’ has the meaning given that 
term in section 192.3 of title 49, Code of Fed-
eral Regulations, as in effect on the date of 
enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 27. STANDARDS FOR CERTAIN LIQUEFIED 

NATURAL GAS PIPELINE FACILITIES. 
(a) NATIONAL SECURITY.—Section 60103(a) of 

title 49, United States Code, is amended— 
(1) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘; and’’ and 

inserting a semicolon; 
(2) in paragraph (6), by striking the period 

and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(3) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(7) national security.’’. 
(b) UPDATE TO MINIMUM SAFETY STAND-

ARDS.—The Secretary of Transportation 
shall review and update the minimum safety 
standards prescribed pursuant to section 
60103 of title 49, United States Code, for per-
manent, small scale liquefied natural gas 
pipeline facilities. 

(c) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sec-
tion shall be construed to limit the Sec-
retary’s authority under chapter 601 of title 
49, United States Code, to regulate liquefied 
natural gas pipeline facilities. 
SEC. 28. PIPELINE ODORIZATION STUDY. 

Not later than 2 years after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States shall submit a re-
port to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure and the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce of the House of Representa-
tives that assesses— 

(1) the feasibility, costs, and benefits of 
odorizing all combustible gas in pipeline 
transportation; and 

(2) the affects of the odorization of all com-
bustible gas in pipeline transportation on— 

(A) manufacturers, agriculture, and other 
end users; and 

(B) public health and safety. 
SEC. 29. REPORT ON NATURAL GAS LEAK RE-

PORTING. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Administrator of the Pipeline and Haz-
ardous Materials Safety Administration 
shall submit to Congress a report on the 
metrics provided to the Pipeline and Haz-
ardous Materials Safety Administration and 
other Federal and State agencies related to 
lost and unaccounted for natural gas from 
distribution pipelines and systems. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required under 
subsection (a) shall include the following ele-
ments: 

(1) An examination of different reporting 
requirements or standards for lost and unac-
counted for natural gas to different agencies, 
the reasons for any such discrepancies, and 
recommendations for harmonizing and im-
proving the accuracy of reporting. 

(2) An analysis of whether separate or al-
ternative reporting could better measure the 
amounts and identify the location of lost and 
unaccounted for natural gas from natural 
gas distribution systems. 

(3) A description of potential safety issues 
associated with natural gas that is lost and 
unaccounted for from natural gas distribu-
tion systems. 

(4) An assessment of whether alternate re-
porting and measures will resolve any safety 
issues identified under paragraph (3), includ-
ing an analysis of the potential impact, in-
cluding potential savings, on rate payers and 
end users of natural gas products of such re-
porting and measures. 

(c) CONSIDERATION OF RECOMMENDATIONS.— 
If the Administrator determines that alter-
nate reporting structures or recommenda-
tions included in the report required under 
subsection (a) would significantly improve 
the reporting and measurement of lost and 
unaccounted for gas and safety of natural 
gas distribution systems, the Administrator 
shall, not later than 1 year after making 
such determination, issue regulations, as the 
Administrator determines appropriate, to 
implement the recommendations. 
SEC. 30. REVIEW OF STATE POLICIES RELATING 

TO NATURAL GAS LEAKS. 
(a) REVIEW.—The Administrator of the 

Pipeline and Hazardous Materials Safety Ad-
ministration shall conduct a State-by-State 
review of State-level policies that— 

(1) encourage the repair and replacement 
of leaking natural gas distribution pipelines 
or systems that pose a safety threat, such as 
timelines to repair leaks and limits on cost 
recovery from ratepayers; and 

(2) may create barriers for entities to con-
duct work to repair and replace leaking nat-
ural gas pipelines or distribution systems. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
and the Committee on Energy and Commerce 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate a report con-
taining the findings of the review conducted 
under subsection (a) and recommendations 
on Federal or State policies or best practices 
to improve safety by accelerating the repair 
and replacement of natural gas pipelines or 
systems that are leaking or releasing nat-
ural gas. The report shall consider the poten-
tial impact, including potential savings, of 
the implementation of such recommenda-
tions on ratepayers or end users of the nat-
ural gas pipeline system. 

(c) IMPLEMENTATION OF RECOMMENDA-
TIONS.—If the Administrator determines that 
the recommendations made under subsection 
(b) would significantly improve pipeline safe-
ty, the Administrator shall, not later than 1 
year after making such determination, and 
in coordination with the heads of other rel-
evant agencies as appropriate, issue regula-
tions, as the Administrator determines ap-
propriate, to implement the recommenda-
tions. 
SEC. 31. ALISO CANYON NATURAL GAS LEAK 

TASK FORCE. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF TASK FORCE.—Not 

later than 15 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Energy 
shall lead and establish an Aliso Canyon nat-
ural gas leak task force. 

(b) MEMBERSHIP OF TASK FORCE.—In addi-
tion to the Secretary, the task force estab-
lished under subsection (a) shall be composed 
of— 

(1) 1 representative from the Department 
of Transportation; 

(2) 1 representative from the Department 
of Health and Human Services; 

(3) 1 representative from the Environ-
mental Protection Agency; 

(4) 1 representative from the Department 
of the Interior; 

(5) 1 representative from the Department 
of Commerce; 

(6) 1 representative from the Federal En-
ergy Regulatory Commission; and 

(7) representatives of State and local gov-
ernments, as determined appropriate by the 
Secretary and the Administrator. 
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(c) REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
task force established under subsection (a) 
shall submit a final report that contains the 
information described in paragraph (2) to— 

(A) the Committee on Energy and Natural 
Resources of the Senate; 

(B) the Committee on Natural Resources of 
the House of Representatives; 

(C) the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate; 

(D) the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives; 

(E) the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation of the Senate; 

(F) the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce of the House of Representatives; 

(G) the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions of the Senate; 

(H) the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce of the House of Representatives; 

(I) the President; and 
(J) relevant Federal and State agencies. 
(2) INFORMATION INCLUDED.—The report 

submitted under paragraph (1) shall in-
clude— 

(A) an analysis and conclusion of the cause 
and contributing factors of the Aliso Canyon 
natural gas leak; 

(B) an analysis of measures taken to stop 
the natural gas leak, with an immediate 
focus on other, more effective measures that 
could be taken; 

(C) an assessment of the impact of the nat-
ural gas leak on— 

(i) health, safety, and the environment; 
(ii) wholesale and retail electricity prices; 

and 
(iii) the reliability of the bulk-power sys-

tem; 
(D) an analysis of how Federal, State, and 

local agencies responded to the natural gas 
leak; 

(E) in order to lessen the negative impacts 
of leaks from underground natural gas stor-
age facilities, recommendations on how to 
improve— 

(i) the response to a future leak; and 
(ii) coordination between all appropriate 

Federal, State, and local agencies in the re-
sponse to the Aliso Canyon natural gas leak 
and future natural gas leaks; 

(F) an analysis of the potential for a simi-
lar natural gas leak to occur at other under-
ground natural gas storage facilities in the 
United States; 

(G) recommendations on how to prevent 
any future natural gas leaks; 

(H) recommendations regarding Aliso Can-
yon and other underground natural gas stor-
age facilities located in close proximity to 
residential populations; 

(I) any recommendations on information 
that is not currently collected but that 
would be in the public interest to collect and 
distribute to agencies and institutions for 
the continued study and monitoring of nat-
ural gas storage infrastructure in the United 
States; and 

(J) any other recommendations, as appro-
priate. 

(3) PUBLICATION.—The final report under 
paragraph (1) shall be made available to the 
public in an electronically accessible format. 

(4) FINDINGS.—If, before the final report is 
submitted under paragraph (1), the task 
force established under subsection (a) finds 
methods to solve the natural gas leak at 
Aliso Canyon, finds methods to better pro-
tect the affected communities, or finds 
methods to help prevent other leaks, the 
task force shall immediately submit such 
findings to the entities described in subpara-
graphs (A) through (J) of paragraph (1). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. DENHAM) and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. CAPU-
ANO) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and to 
include extraneous material on S. 2276, 
as amended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
I thank the Chair for the time to ex-

press my support for the Protecting 
our Infrastructure of Pipelines and En-
hancing Safety Act of 2016. This is the 
PIPES Act of 2016. 

The United States has the largest 
network of energy pipelines in the 
world—over 2.6 million miles of pipe. 
Pipelines are a critical part of our en-
ergy infrastructure, with over 64 per-
cent of our energy being transported by 
our pipes within this country. The sus-
tained oversight of the Department of 
Transportation’s pipeline safety pro-
grams is critical for pipelines to con-
tinue to safely transport our energy 
products. 

This bill was developed in a bipar-
tisan manner over the past several 
years. My subcommittee held a number 
of hearings and roundtables to hear 
from stakeholders on the need for reau-
thorization. On April 20, the Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure Committee 
unanimously approved our bill. Simi-
larly, the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee, with which we share jurisdic-
tion, passed its version on April 27. 
Since then, both House committees 
have worked on a bipartisan basis to 
meld this version with the Senate’s 
version, which passed last December. 
This collaborative, constructive proc-
ess has resulted in the bill we are con-
sidering today, which we believe is a 
solid safety improvement. 

First, we require PHMSA to set min-
imum Federal standards for under-
ground natural gas storage facilities—a 
critical issue for my home State of 
California after the Aliso Canyon leak. 

We make sure PHMSA is focused on 
finishing outstanding issues from the 
last reauthorization by requiring 
PHMSA to update Congress every 90 
days on its progress. 

The bill also authorizes emergency 
order authority for the pipeline sector 
but with important preorder require-
ments to make sure, if the DOT uses 
such authority, it does it right. 

This legislation promotes the better 
use of data and technology to improve 
safety, including studying the latest 
innovations in pipeline materials and 
corrosion prevention. 

Ultimately, our goal is to make sure 
that we have the safest pipeline net-
work in the world. 

We have worked in a bipartisan, bi-
cameral manner to develop this bill. I 
believe that this bill will improve the 
safety of our pipeline infrastructure. 

I thank Messrs. CAPUANO, SHUSTER, 
and DEFAZIO for their work on this bill. 
I also thank Energy and Commerce 
Committee Chairman UPTON, who has 
worked tirelessly on this with Ranking 
Member PALLONE. Lastly, I thank the 
Senate Committee on Commerce, 
Science, & Transportation for its hard 
work. Together, we have made a great 
bill that will create a safer infrastruc-
ture for our pipelines. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
As you have just heard, this is a 

great piece of legislation. This is ex-
actly the way that Congress is sup-
posed to work. We had our differences, 
but we worked them out because every-
body gave a little bit to get to the mid-
dle—to get something good for Amer-
ica. This is the kind of bill that, on an 
average day, will not get any of us 
elected or unelected, but it is some-
thing that is good for the safety of 
America on pipelines and hazardous 
materials. 

I would like to point out just a few 
items that, I think, are particularly 
important: 

For the first time, we have added an 
emergency order authority so that our 
regulators, when there is a problem, 
can quickly address it as opposed to 
having to wait around and let it burn 
out on its own; 

We added some provisions in there to 
boost funding to the States and the lo-
calities so that they can train their 
own people on how to deal with these 
things, because they are, after all, the 
first responders; 

We added some information relative 
to oil spill response plans. For me, I 
thought it was very important that we 
added a section that makes sure that 
there are no conflicts of interest on the 
studies done by PHMSA, on which we 
rely. 

There are many other provisions in 
this bill that are deserving of our sup-
port—as always, like with any bill. 
Any one of us can point out things that 
we don’t like or that we wanted more 
on, but that is what compromise is all 
about. I am proud to be here again with 
another bill that comes out of the 
Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure and for the traditional 
way that we have worked for many, 
many years in a bipartisan way. 

I thank Messrs. DENHAM, SHUSTER, 
and DEFAZIO, all of the members of the 
Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee and the members of the En-
ergy and Commerce Committee. 

This particular bill is more difficult 
than usual because there were two 
committees involved. It makes four 
different sides and eight different sides 
on the House, plus the Senate; yet we 
did it in a reasonable fashion and in a 
relatively quick way. It proves the sys-
tem can work when you have people at 
the table who want it to work. 
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I thank everybody who has been in-

volved with this, and I look forward to 
the passage of the bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 

minutes to the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. WALDEN). 

Mr. WALDEN. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the opportunity to support this 
legislation today and to commend the 
committees for their work on pipeline 
safety and pipeline safety improve-
ment. I also have to take this oppor-
tunity, because the committee has 
done very good work on the FAST Act, 
to talk about rail safety. 

This rail accident occurred over the 
weekend just 7 miles from my home in 
the national scenic area of the Colum-
bia River Gorge. I was there not long 
after it happened. I met with the inci-
dent commanders. I met with the fire 
chief. I met with city officials and 
county officials. Let me just say that, 
while you are protecting pipelines—and 
that is really important—we need to 
continue to make progress on rail safe-
ty and to make sure that the new cars 
that were ordered by this Congress get 
put into service, especially in these 
critical waterway areas, as soon as pos-
sible. We need to make sure that track 
improvements are required—that new 
fasteners are used to deal with issues 
where, in this case, perhaps, it is a 
track separation issue. We need to 
make sure that our first responders get 
all of the training and that the Depart-
ment of Transportation finishes its 
work on its rule for spill response and 
for safety. 

This is a critically important issue 
for the people I represent on both the 
Oregon and Washington sides of the Co-
lumbia River because these trains are 
going through, and we are having these 
kinds of situations. We need to make 
sure we have the most up-to-date safe-
ty, the most up-to-date training, and 
the safest cars and tracks possible. We 
are going to stay on this until that 
happens. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE), the ranking 
member of the Energy and Commerce 
Committee. 

Mr. PALLONE. I thank my friend 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to echo what Mr. 
CAPUANO said about the bipartisan na-
ture of this bill and in our working to-
gether between the two committees to 
achieve success. 

The vast network of energy pipelines 
in this country is essentially out of 
sight, out of mind for most Americans, 
but when something goes wrong, these 
facilities can make themselves known 
in devastating and sometimes deadly 
ways. 

This is something that both Rep-
resentative CAPPS and Representative 
SHERMAN, unfortunately, have experi-
enced since the start of this Congress. 
My own district experienced the devas-
tation of a pipeline failure in 1994 when 
a pipeline exploded in Edison, New Jer-

sey, and destroyed about 300 homes. 
Ever since then, I have sought to make 
our Nation’s pipelines safer by making 
the law and its regulator stronger. 

The legislation before us, while not 
the bill that maybe we would have 
written, as Mr. CAPUANO said, is a good 
proposal that moves the ball forward 
on safety. It is the result of a number 
of weeks of bipartisan, bicameral nego-
tiations. While some compromises were 
made, this is a product that in many 
ways is greater than the sum of its 
parts. I am particularly pleased that it 
includes versions of important provi-
sions that were authored by a number 
of Energy and Power Subcommittee 
members, including Mrs. CAPPS, 
Messrs. GREEN, ENGEL, MCNERNEY, and 
WELCH, and Ranking Member BOBBY 
RUSH. 

In particular, the House amendment 
gives the Secretary of Transportation, 
for the first time ever, emergency 
order authority to address the threats 
to public health, safety, and the envi-
ronment that are posed by dangerous 
pipelines on a comprehensive, indus-
trywide basis. It also changes the exist-
ing pipeline safety information grant 
program, which helps ensure adequate 
funding of pipeline safety technical as-
sistance grants to communities and 
nonprofit organizations. I am pleased 
that the legislation improves the pro-
tection of coastal beaches and marine 
coastal waters—areas that are vital to 
my district and to the districts of 
many others—by explicitly designating 
them as areas that are unusually sen-
sitive to the environmental damage 
that is caused by pipeline failures. It 
also contains a provision that estab-
lishes a program for regulating under-
ground natural gas storage facilities. 

I urge the passage of the bill. 
Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 

minutes to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. UPTON), the full committee 
chair of the Energy and Commerce 
Committee. 

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, pipeline 
safety is especially personal for me. 
Back in 2010, we experienced a bad spill 
just outside of my district in southwest 
Michigan that impacted the Kalamazoo 
River. Ask anyone who was directly af-
fected. Seeing the aftermath firsthand 
smacks the senses and leaves a lasting 
impression. While a spill can happen in 
an instant, the damage can take dec-
ades and, in fact, more than $1 billion 
to fix. Underscoring the need for strong 
safety laws is what this bill does. 

Congress asked the Department of 
Transportation’s Pipeline and Haz-
ardous Materials Safety Administra-
tion—that is PHMSA for short—to de-
velop and enforce pipeline safety regu-
lations. PHMSA doesn’t do the job by 
itself. It relies heavily on partnerships 
with States and local governments to 
inspect the pipelines and, yes, to en-
force the law; but the reality is that 
more can be done to prevent accidents 
from occurring and to mitigate spills 
when the unthinkable happens. 

b 1730 
The amendment to the Senate bill 

before us today, this bill, incorporates 
texts from two House bills, which were 
both approved unanimously in com-
mittee: H.R. 5050, the Pipeline Safety 
Act, which passed the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce; and H.R. 4937, 
the PIPES Act of 2016, which passed 
the Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee. 

This important legislation will reau-
thorize PHMSA’s pipeline safety 
through 2019, press PHMSA to com-
plete overdue safety regs, and impose 
additional new safety requirements for 
pipeline operators. 

I have often said that pipelines 
should be subject to greater scrutiny 
and more frequent inspections, and 
those that cross the Straits of Mack-
inac are a perfect example. The Straits 
of Mackinac is a narrow waterway that 
separates Michigan’s two peninsulas. It 
connects Lake Michigan and Lake 
Huron. The exceptionally strong and 
complex currents hundreds of feet deep 
make this area tremendously sensitive. 
If a spill were to occur, the con-
sequences would be unthinkable. 

Our solution improves protections for 
the Great Lakes and other areas 
around the country where the threat of 
a spill poses the greatest risk to public 
safety and the environment. It also re-
quires pipeline operators to consider a 
worst-case discharge into icy waters 
and conduct more frequent and trans-
parent and, in some cases, annual in-
spections of deep underwater crossings. 
This bill does that. 

We also update and improve 
PHMSA’s pipeline safety program in a 
number of other ways by closing the 
gaps in Federal standards for under-
ground natural gas storage and lique-
fied natural gas facilities. It promotes 
better use of data and technology and 
improves communication with pipeline 
operators to incorporate the lessons 
learned from past incidents. 

We promised action, and today that 
is what this bill does. I am proud of the 
bipartisan agreement that will make a 
real difference. I am proud of the rela-
tionship that our committee has with 
Chairman SHUSTER and the House 
Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee and all the good work that 
everyone has done—Mr. PALLONE, Mr. 
RUSH, and our colleagues in the Senate. 
This is a bipartisan bill. Let’s get ’er 
done. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. DEFAZIO), the ranking member of 
the Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of the Protecting our Infra-
structure of Pipelines and Enhancing 
Safety Act, the PIPES bill. 

I thank the chairmen of the sub-
committee, the full committee, and 
also the members of the Energy and 
Commerce Committee, Representative 
MIKE CAPUANO, and members of the En-
ergy and Commerce Committee on our 
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side. This is a good bipartisan product, 
something that is pretty rare around 
here these days. 

It reauthorizes the Department of 
Transportation’s pipeline safety pro-
gram for 4 years and includes a number 
of important measures that will better 
protect our communities, ensuring 
that pipelines are a safe means to 
transport natural gas, hazardous liq-
uids, and crude oil. 

Most importantly, this bill gives the 
Secretary of Transportation new emer-
gency order authority to impose cer-
tain emergency restrictions and safety 
measures on pipeline operators to ad-
dress an imminent hazard resulting 
from an incident or an unsafe practice, 
which is authority that doesn’t cur-
rently exist. 

Here is a good example. Fairly re-
cently, we had a defective pipeline 
from China. We shouldn’t be buying 
pipeline from China. But anyway, we 
had some defective, junky Chinese 
product pipeline, and there was an inci-
dent. But the administrator of the 
Pipeline and Hazardous Safety Mate-
rials Agency does not have the author-
ity to order a nationwide inspection or 
removal of an imminent hazard, i.e., 
defective Chinese pipeline. All they 
could do was voluntary guidance. 

Now, we will have emergency order 
authority. Some were concerned that 
they would use this as a way to end-run 
the regulatory process on other mat-
ters that are not an imminent hazard 
to health and safety, and there are pro-
visions in the bill that would prevent 
that. 

We are also pushing them to com-
plete the mandates of the last bill, 2011, 
a bipartisan bill, where they have 16 
mandates that Congress required that 
we felt were needed and prudent. And 
they are not through the regulatory 
process as yet. So we are moving them 
forward on that, and hopefully, the 
trolls down at the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget who hold these things 
up—hello, do you live near a pipeline— 
that they will get the message and 
they will get these vital provisions 
that have been too long delayed. 

It gives Federal, State, and emer-
gency local responders MSDS sheets, 
safety sheets, so we know what the oil 
is. We have had past spills where we 
couldn’t figure out what they were 
dealing with for days, and that is not 
acceptable. 

It gives the agency the authority to 
have standards for underground nat-
ural gas storage facilities, but it allows 
States like Oregon, which has seven of 
these, to go above those standards so 
that the States can better protect their 
citizens. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
the gentleman from Oregon an addi-
tional 1 minute. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, it would 
put a small fee on operators of under-
ground storage tanks that would help 
to support the safety programs. 

I would say with respect to funding, 
the bill is funded at current baseline 
levels. We should have provided them 
additional funds to carry out their nu-
merous pipeline safety missions, but 
unfortunately, we couldn’t reach bipar-
tisan agreement on providing addi-
tional resources. 

This bill does, however, increase 
grants to States to help them carry out 
their intrastate pipeline safety pro-
grams. It reauthorizes funding for pipe-
line safety information grants to com-
munities, which are important to my 
constituents. 

There are pipelines in places that no 
one is aware. There is one that runs 
down the middle of the Willamette Val-
ley, all the way down, that supplies the 
Eugene Airport and a storage facility 
down in Eugene. A number of years 
ago, there was a news story, like: what 
pipeline? There are new developments 
going in. The signs are buried under 
blackberry bushes, and people aren’t 
aware of these things. So we have to 
make certain those pipelines are safe. 

The new provisions for coastal areas 
are absolutely critical to make sure 
those are maintained at the highest 
standard and built to the highest 
standard in other critical resource 
areas. 

All in all, I congratulate my col-
leagues and recommend this bill. 

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. SHUSTER), the chairman 
of the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of the PIPES Act. I 
want to commend Chairman DENHAM, 
Ranking Member CAPUANO, and Rank-
ing Member DEFAZIO for all the work 
they have put into this bill. I also want 
to thank Chairman FRED UPTON from 
the Energy and Commerce Committee 
for the great relationship we have been 
able to develop. In these bills, we share 
jurisdiction, so we have been able to 
work and incorporate provisions from 
both the committees. 

I also want to thank my colleagues 
on the Senate Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation Committee who have 
worked with us over the past month to 
produce the legislation we are consid-
ering today. 

Pipelines are vital for getting energy 
products to markets and users. It is 
one of the safest modes of transpor-
tation, if not the safest. I believe this 
bill will build on the safety advances 
that we have been making. 

Congress last authorized the pipeline 
safety bill in 2011, and that bipartisan 
act charged DOT with updating regula-
tions and procedures across a host of 
issues. But DOT needs to finish out 
those provisions, and this bill includes 
strong transparency and reporting re-
quirements to keep pressure to finish 
the 2011 work. 

Another major provision in this act 
provides PHMSA with emergency order 
authority for pipelines. Most other De-
partment of Transportation modal ad-

ministrations have EO authority, 
which allows regulators to act quickly 
when they identify an industrywide 
safety issue that poses an imminent 
hazard to the public. 

As we crafted this language, we took 
great care to balance a variety of con-
cerns. This bill maintains the Trans-
portation Committee language that re-
quires PHMSA to consult with indus-
try stakeholders and other regulators 
prior to issuing an EO so that PHMSA 
understands the potential impact on 
the economy, end users, and safety. 

We also included extensive due proc-
ess procedures on the back end so that 
if the agency makes a wrong call, af-
fected parties will have redress, both 
administratively and judicially. 

PHMSA is also required to issue reg-
ulations to carry out this authority, 
including requiring administrative law 
judge procedures that mirror similar 
requirements in the hazmat EO author-
ity. 

This is a good bill. It builds on the 
work that we did in 2011. It is devel-
oped in a bipartisan, bicameral man-
ner. 

Again, I thank Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. 
DENHAM, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. UPTON, Mr. 
PALLONE, and the Senate for their work 
and their leadership on this bill. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. RUSH), the ranking member of the 
Subcommittee on Energy and Power— 
which, of course, I love that name— 
from the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee. 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to acknowledge some of my colleagues 
who worked together diligently with 
my office to draft this bipartisan 
PIPES Act that will help to modernize 
and secure our Nation’s vast network 
of energy pipeline infrastructure. 

Specifically, Mr. Speaker, I recognize 
my colleagues from the Energy and 
Commerce Committee, including 
Chairman UPTON and Ranking Member 
PALLONE, as well as Energy and Power 
Subcommittee Chairman ED WHIT-
FIELD. 

Additionally, Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to acknowledge my colleagues 
from the Transportation and Infra-
structure Committee, including Chair-
man SHUSTER and Ranking Member 
DEFAZIO, as well as Railroads, Pipe-
lines, and Hazardous Materials Sub-
committee Chairman DENHAM and 
Ranking Member CAPUANO, the fine 
gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. Speaker, this bipartisan piece of 
legislation improves safety by closing 
gaps in Federal standards and improv-
ing protection of coastal areas, includ-
ing the Great Lakes. 

Additionally, this bill will enhance 
the quality and timeliness of Pipeline 
and Hazardous Material Safety Admin-
istration rulemakings, promote better 
use of data and technology to improve 
pipeline safety, and leverage Federal 
and State pipeline safety resources to 
assist State and local communities. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a fine piece of bi-
partisan legislation, and I am honored 
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and privileged to stand before the 
House and ask all of my colleagues to 
support this outstanding bipartisan 
piece of legislation. 

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER). 

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. I thank 
the chairman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I certainly rise in 
strong support of this legislation, 
which really includes some critical 
protections for one of our Nation’s 
most precious assets. And that, of 
course, is the Great Lakes, which has 
20 percent of our Nation’s freshwater 
drinking supply, as well as it provides 
hundreds of jobs and billions of dollars 
of economic activity. 

Today, there are millions of gallons 
per day of hazardous liquids which are 
transported through a number of lines 
in the Great Lakes. Mr. Speaker, we 
absolutely need energy in all trans-
parency. We need the energy, but we 
need to make sure that we are 
transiting in a very safe and environ-
mentally secure way because there is 
zero room for error in the Great Lakes. 

There is a 62-year-old pipeline that is 
called line 5 that runs under the 
Straits of Mackinac, which is right in 
between Lake Huron and Lake Michi-
gan. Any rupture there would be very, 
very difficult, if not impossible, to con-
tain. This bill has a number of provi-
sions in regards to line 5, for instance, 
that would conduct internal integrity 
assessments at least once a year. 

This bill also designates the Great 
Lakes as a USA ecological resource, 
which is very important. 

As well, it also makes sure that we 
have emergency spill response plans if, 
in the case of ice coverage, which real-
ly considers the unique environment of 
the Great Lakes. 

In regards to Enbridge, there is also 
a line 6B which runs under the Saint 
Clair River, which is in my district. A 
number of years ago—and Chairman 
UPTON was talking about this par-
ticular line that had a spill just outside 
of his district—but this part of 6B runs 
under something called the Saint Clair 
River, again, a very environmentally 
sensitive artery for the Great Lakes. 

We talked to Enbridge. And long 
story short, they came to the right 
conclusion there. They actually com-
pletely replaced almost 3,600 feet of 
this pipeline under the Saint Clair 
River. So they did the right thing 
there. They had been reluctant to ad-
dress that. 

Again, we need the energy, Mr. 
Speaker, but we need to make sure 
that we are transiting energy in a very 
safe way and in an environmentally 
sensitive way. I think this bill today 
goes a long way to address many of the 
concerns that we have had in the Great 
Lakes. 

I thank Chairman DENHAM again for 
yielding the time and for taking these 
issues into consideration. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 

(Mr. GENE GREEN), my friend who 
serves on the Energy and Commerce 
Committee. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank my colleagues from 
the Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee for letting us Energy and 
Commerce folks have some time. 

According to the Congressional Re-
search Service, the United States has 
more than 2.9 million miles of pipelines 
in our vast network. According to the 
Texas Pipeline Association, Texas has 
more than 320,000 miles of intrastate 
pipelines. 

b 1745 

As a lifelong Houstonian, there has 
never been a time in my life when I 
haven’t lived along a pipeline ease-
ment. Needless to say, in Texas, we 
know pipelines, but we also know 
about the importance of safety. 

Every day, industry moves millions 
of gallons or cubic feet of domestically 
produced and refined product without 
any problems. Since 2005, the United 
States has seen a general decline in the 
number of pipeline releases or acci-
dents that result in environmental 
damage or personal injury. 

We understand that the compounds 
moved via pipeline pose a risk, and we 
must effectively manage and mitigate 
that risk to protect our citizens and 
the environment. Today I think we are 
taking another step in the right direc-
tion. 

The bill before the House today is a 
good bill that attempts to lay down 
concrete rules of the road for the next 
5 years. For the sake of our constitu-
encies, we need to pass this bipartisan 
bill in a bipartisan way. I would like to 
voice my support for this bill and ask 
my colleagues on both sides of the aisle 
to do the same. 

Four years ago we gave PHMSA a job 
to do. While some of their work has 
been completed, there is still work to 
do. That is why this bill directs 
PHMSA to prioritize rulemaking and 
complete the work before them. We 
should not continue to add require-
ments on their plate. We should allow 
PHMSA the time and, most impor-
tantly, give them the resources re-
quired to finish this important job. I 
would like to express support for the 
PHMSA workforce management lan-
guage. 

We need inspectors in the field work-
ing closely with their industry part-
ners to avoid another emergency situa-
tion. In my opinion, robust inspection 
is the best option available for every-
one involved. If we reach the enforce-
ment stage, that means something has 
gone wrong and we are too late. Indus-
try, PHMSA, and the workers support 
this provision. 

The second provision I would like to 
support is the emergency authority for 
PHMSA. While this provision may not 
be perfect, it represents a strong bal-
ance between enforcement and review. 
It is important to keep in mind that 
this is emergency authority. Unfortu-

nately, when there is an incident in-
volving a pipeline, we need to act with 
speed, efficiency, and resolve. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
an additional 30 seconds to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I want our executive agencies 
on the scene ensuring we are pro-
tecting the people and the environ-
ment. We must ensure that people have 
confidence in the pipeline system, and 
effective crisis management will help 
build that belief. 

I appreciate the hard work that went 
into crafting this provision. Com-
promise is not easy, so I want to thank 
both sides for drafting these provisions. 
I know there is more work ahead, but I 
look forward to supporting the current 
bill. 

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. KNIGHT). 

Mr. KNIGHT. Mr. Speaker, on Octo-
ber 23, a gas leak was discovered at one 
of the 115 wells at the Aliso Canyon 
natural gas storage facility located in 
my district near Porter Ranch, Cali-
fornia. I want to thank Congressman 
BRAD SHERMAN, who lives in Porter 
Ranch and was a great partner in this 
terrible tragedy, making sure that peo-
ple were taken care of and we could 
move past this and move quickly to 
getting this taken care of. 

This leak persisted for 118 days and 
was recognized as one of the largest 
disasters of 2015. During this time, resi-
dents of the surrounding neighborhoods 
suffered. Some temporarily relocated 
their families. Two schools were per-
manently relocated, at least for that 
semester, and many businesses were 
put on hold. 

As the Representative for Porter 
Ranch, my immediate priority was to 
protect my constituents who live there 
and then ensure that this situation was 
resolved as quickly as possible. At the 
same time, I wanted to make sure that 
a crisis like this can never happen in 
our communities again. Today we take 
a giant step forward in doing just that. 

In February, I introduced the Nat-
ural Gas Leak Prevention Act, which 
would require the Secretary of Trans-
portation to issue adequate safety 
standards for natural gas storage fa-
cilities like Aliso Canyon in Porter 
Ranch and another very large facility, 
Honor Rancho in Valencia, which is 
also in my district. 

The SAFE PIPES Act contains the 
language from the Natural Gas Leak 
Prevention Act as well as provisions to 
create an Aliso Canyon task force that 
would investigate the causes of the 
leak and recommend further actions to 
prevent such disasters in the future. 

This is the type of swift and effective 
action that we need in order to prevent 
our communities and our families from 
tragedies like the Porter Ranch gas 
leak. 

I want to thank many people who 
were involved in this situation. A spe-
cial thanks to Paula Cracium and the 
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entire neighborhood council for pro-
viding support to the community in its 
time of need. I would also like to thank 
my colleague, Representative JEFF 
DENHAM, for his efforts to move this 
measure forward, including flying down 
to my district in March to tour the fa-
cility with the people involved. 

I would like to thank, as well, Sen-
ator DEB FISCHER and Chairman BILL 
SHUSTER for their immense support and 
the many staff members who worked 
tirelessly on this legislation. 

This terrible tragedy had real im-
pacts on the lives of thousands of peo-
ple I represent. We cannot undo the 
damage that was done in Porter Ranch, 
but we can and must make sure every 
effort to mitigate the impacts on their 
day-to-day lives and assist in the re-
covery process. 

It is time to move forward on com-
prehensive legislation to prevent an-
other incident from happening in our 
communities ever again. I would like 
to say that this would never, ever hap-
pen again; but without action, without 
us moving forward, without people 
working together and Congress work-
ing together, this can happen. So this 
type of legislation is needed, and the 
people who are affected appreciate this; 
and the people who have worked on 
this, I appreciate very much. 

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. SHERMAN). 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, as my 
colleague from California pointed out, 
we in Porter Ranch experienced the 
largest natural gas leak in history. 
Seven thousand families were evacu-
ated for months, and yet, as I speak, 
there are no Federal regulations for 
underground natural gas storage facili-
ties, and the State regulations are sur-
prisingly minimal, even in famously 
green California. Why? Because the 
natural gas industry and regulators be-
lieved that natural gas was only a 
problem if you were within a few hun-
dred feet. 

What we have experienced with this 
multibillion-cubic-foot leak is 7,000 
families evacuated from an area in a 5- 
mile radius because the volatile or-
ganic compounds and the mercaptan in 
that natural gas caused enormous 
health problems. That is why I went to 
the President of the United States and 
the Vice President at the caucus that 
we attended and got a public commit-
ment that we would get regulations 
probably this year. 

This legislation is important because 
it makes it clear that, while PHMSA 
has the regulatory authority to act, if 
they don’t act, they are required to act 
within 2 years under this legislation. 

I am pleased to say that the legisla-
tion includes a provision that I think is 
very important and which I have cham-
pioned from the beginning, and that is 
to clarify that a State can adopt 
tougher standards than whatever the 
Federal Government adopts. 

The legislation also officially estab-
lishes the Department of Energy’s 

Aliso Canyon natural gas task force. 
That task force is already up and run-
ning. We are working with it. It is the 
brainchild of Senators BOXER and FEIN-
STEIN, and I think formally estab-
lishing it in this regulation makes 
sense. 

We need to adopt tough natural gas 
storage safety regulations for this en-
tire country because Aliso Canyon, the 
storage facility next to Porter Ranch, 
was only the fifth largest natural gas 
storage field. There could be others. It 
could be in your district. That is why 
we need tough standards, and if we 
don’t get them from PHMSA this year, 
we will have legislation requiring them 
within 2 years after the enactment of 
this legislation. 

I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote. 
Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 

the balance of my time. 
Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself the balance of my time. 
I would just like to close out by sim-

ply repeating what I said earlier. I am 
very happy, very proud to have worked 
on this bill. I am very happy and very 
satisfied with the way we worked coop-
eratively. I want to thank the staff on 
our side who worked on it, Jennifer 
Esposito Homendy and Steve Carlson 
on my staff. I want to thank all the 
staff on the Republican side. 

I know that America has this view 
that we hate each other and we never 
talk to each other and we do nothing 
but call each other names. I have done 
that in private, of course, but the truth 
is this is exactly the way it is supposed 
to work. Absent not getting a few 
things I wanted, this was actually a 
pleasure to work on. I am very proud of 
the work product. I am very proud of 
the work environment that we have. I 
think this is a bill that the American 
people can be proud of. I think it is a 
bill that the Congress can be proud of. 

Again, I want to thank everyone who 
worked with us on this. I look forward 
to the President’s signature. 

Again, I want to thank the staff. 
Let’s be honest, we take all the credit. 
We do the big speeches and all that 
kind of stuff, but without the staff, we 
couldn’t get this done. I want to thank 
everybody involved with it for their 
professionalism, for their enthusiasm, 
for their long nights and difficult time. 
I look forward to doing this again in 4 
years. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

I thank the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts. Mr. CAPUANO has been a great 
partner in this. This has been going on 
for many years now, many months of 
roundtables, many months of hearings, 
and it has been a true pleasure working 
together in a bipartisan way to address 
our differences, but most importantly, 
to actually address the safety of the 
American public. 

This is a big bill: 2.6 million miles of 
pipeline, 64 percent of our Nation’s en-
ergy. We didn’t take it lightly. We 

wanted to hear from the public. We 
wanted to hear from stakeholders 
across the country, and we wanted to 
hear from Members across the country 
representing their districts. It was 
truly a bipartisan effort. 

We appreciate the support and work 
of the ranking member and full com-
mittee chairman of the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce as well as the 
ranking member and the committee 
chairman of the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure. 

Specifically, I want to thank Mr. 
KNIGHT for his leadership on this issue. 
You never expect to have an emergency 
in the middle of deliberating on a bill. 
In this case, we did. He showed real 
leadership in coming to the table and 
inviting us out to his district to see it 
firsthand so that we could actually ad-
dress safety concerns in this bill as 
well. It is a great bill to improve the 
safety of the country. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
join me in supporting the final passage 
of this bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support 

of the House Amendment to S. 2276. 
Millions of miles of natural gas and haz-

ardous liquid pipelines crisscross our country 
and touch countless communities. While these 
pipelines are an essential part of our nation’s 
energy infrastructure, we all know—many from 
first-hand experience—that our reliance on 
these pipelines is inherently risky. Too often 
we hear of a pipeline failure, just like the 
Plains pipeline spill in my congressional dis-
trict last year, which harms the health of local 
communities, the regional economy, and the 
environment. And we know that it really isn’t a 
question of if there will be another spill in an-
other community, but when. 

With that is mind it is clear that we must do 
all we can to prevent the next spill from occur-
ring and mitigate the damage when it does. 
We need to make the oil and gas industries 
that rely on these vulnerable methods of trans-
portation more transparent and safer. We 
need to ensure that the federal regulator, the 
Pipeline and Hazardous Material Safety Ad-
ministration (PHMSA), has the tools it needs 
to ensure the safe operation of natural gas 
and hazardous liquid pipelines under federal 
jurisdiction. And we owe it to the communities 
who are still picking up the pieces from these 
incidents to do all we can to learn from these 
tragedies to protect others in the future. 

The bill before us today is an important step 
to do just that. This bill would provide PHMSA 
with the emergency order authority to appro-
priately respond to systemic pipeline issues. 
And it would ensure that important, long over-
due rules are finalized and implemented, in-
cluding the rules for automatic shutoff valves 
and leak detection. This technology is critical 
to minimizing the damage when a spill does 
occur. 

This bill also includes specific provisions 
that apply the lessons learned from the Plains 
spill. Specifically, this legislation would man-
date a study on the causes of corrosion in-
cluding risks associated with insulated pipe-
lines—the underlying cause of the Plains fail-
ure—and the best methods to prevent corro-
sion from occurring in this infrastructure. This 
legislation would also improve protection of 
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coastal areas, including coastal beaches, ma-
rine coastal waters, and the Great Lakes, by 
explicitly designating them as ‘‘unusually sen-
sitive areas.’’ This will bring more stringent 
safety requirements to these particularly vul-
nerable areas like my community. Finally, this 
legislation would require a report examining 
ways to improve hazardous liquid pipeline 
safety through integrity management actions, 
including an analysis of risk factors that may 
warrant more frequent inspections. 

While nothing can take us back to prevent 
the Plains spill, this bill as a whole is an im-
portant, bipartisan effort to protect my and 
other communities going forward. And that is 
why I support it. We must embrace this oppor-
tunity for the sake of the health and safety of 
our constituents and the environment. 

I would like to thank Energy and Commerce 
Committee Chairman UPTON and Ranking 
Member PALLONE as well as subcommittee 
Ranking Member RUSH for working with me to 
craft a bill that addresses the failures that led 
to the Plains spill. I would also like to com-
mend staff from both the Energy and Com-
merce Committee and the Transportation and 
Infrastructure Committee for working in a bi-
partisan and bicameral way to get to this final 
product. 

Our constituents are relying on us. I urge 
my colleagues to support this important legis-
lation, and I hope we are able to send S. 2276 
to the President for his signature in the very 
near future. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
DENHAM) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, S. 2276, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

CONGRATULATIONS TO DUBOIS 
AREA MIDDLE SCHOOL ON BEING 
NAMED A ‘‘SCHOOL TO WATCH’’ 

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to congratu-
late the students and staff at the 
DuBois Area Middle School on being 
named a Pennsylvania Don Eichhorn 
School to Watch. This is the 12th con-
secutive year that the middle school 
has earned this distinction, one of only 
two middle schools in the State to do 
so. 

The Schools to Watch program was 
started in 1999 as a national program to 
identify exceptional middle schools 
across the country. As part of the pro-
gram, State teams observe classrooms; 
interview administrators, teachers, 
parents, and students; and look at 
achievement data, suspension rates, 
quality of lessons, and student work. 

DuBois Area Middle School will be 
formally recognized at an event com-
ing up on June 25 in Arlington at the 
national Schools to Watch Conference. 

Maintaining this level of excellence 
over more than a decade is hard work. 
I have the highest respect for the stu-
dents, the staff, and the administration 
at the DuBois Area Middle School. I 
wish them the best of success in the fu-
ture. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF 
MUHAMMAD ALI 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Ken-
tucky (Mr. YARMUTH) is recognized for 
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material on the subject of 
my Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, one of 

the great joys of representing Louis-
ville in the House of Representatives is 
that I get to constantly claim that I 
represent Muhammad Ali and the home 
of Muhammad Ali. It has always been a 
source of pride not just to me, but to 
all of my fellow Louisvillians that we 
could say that the Louisville Lip, the 
greatest of all time, called Louisville 
home. 

Now one of the brightest lights in the 
world has extinguished. Muhammad Ali 
passed away last Friday after a long 
and courageous battle with Parkin-
son’s disease, and the world has experi-
enced a collective grief period. The joy 
of his accomplishments, the recogni-
tion of his commitment to peace, to 
tolerance, to respect, to love, all of 
those things, have come from all over 
the world. 

b 1800 
So tonight, some of my colleagues 

and I have come to the floor to talk 
about Muhammad Ali, his life, his leg-
acy, personal stories, the impact that 
he has had on our lives and on this 
country’s life and on the world. He will 
be laid to rest this Friday in Louis-
ville. Former President Clinton will 
eulogize him, and many leaders from 
around the world will be there to pay 
their respects. 

But I go back many, many years. 
When I was 16 years old, living in Lou-
isville, having watched him—then, 
Cassius Clay, an 8-to-1 underdog—upset 
the great, terrifying Sonny Liston in 
Miami, and then going to the airport 
the next day to welcome him home. 

I stood outside the airport. There 
weren’t a lot of people there that day. 
And as Cassius Clay emerged from that 
terminal and looked around and drew 
himself up, I said I had never seen a 
more beautiful human specimen in my 
life. 

So when he called himself not just 
the greatest of all time, but the 

prettiest of all time, I was not going to 
argue with him. Of course, I wasn’t 
going to argue with him about much. 

That was my first personal exposure 
to Muhammad Ali. He was a man who 
gained fame in a violent game, but he 
earned his immortality as a kind, 
gentle, and caring soul. In the later 
years, when I got to know him better 
and spent more time around him, that 
is the one thing that always came 
through: his wonderful soul. 

I don’t know that I have ever known 
a person or seen a person who got more 
joy out of making a child smile as Mu-
hammad Ali. And there was never a 
time when he was in the presence of 
children where he didn’t make an effort 
to stop, joke with them, play with 
them. That was a source of incredible 
joy for him. 

So, as we remember Muhammad Ali 
tonight, we remember not just his box-
ing prowess. We remember the courage 
he showed outside the ring. 

He came to age in a very, very turbu-
lent period in American history: during 
the civil rights demonstrations, when 
America was experiencing a convulsion 
over how to deal with the issue of race. 
And then the Vietnam war—a war 
whose opposition Ali paid a dear price 
for in 1967—refusing to be drafted into 
the armed services, knowing that it 
would cost him his boxing career, un-
derstanding that he might well go to 
jail and never fight again, but willing 
to stand for principles. And in doing 
that, I think he turned the country 
around and made them view the Viet-
nam war in a different light. It 
wouldn’t have happened, but for Mu-
hammad Ali. He was not the only one, 
of course, but he was the most promi-
nent one. 

Later, who can forget lighting that 
torch in the Atlanta Olympics in 1996, 
shaking from the Parkinson’s disease 
that he had, but inspiring millions. 
And, again, making a statement about 
disabilities that meant so much to so 
many. 

So tonight, as we hear from various 
Members about Muhammad Ali, I think 
what will come through is not just, 
again, his skills as an athlete, but his 
contributions as a citizen of the world 
and someone who has left a lasting leg-
acy, not just on people’s lives individ-
ually, but on the civilization as a 
whole. 

I yield to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. COHEN). 

Mr. COHEN. I want to thank Mr. 
YARMUTH for putting together this 
hour. I think it is important that we 
recognize icons in our society and peo-
ple who have contributed so much, as 
you well expressed, to American cul-
ture and to the thinking in our country 
about war, about race, and about peo-
ple with disabilities. Those are three 
very, very major areas that Muham-
mad Ali had a great impact on. 

You related back to when you were 16 
years old. I was not quite 15 years old. 
At that time, my family had moved to 
Coral Gables, Florida. We lived there 
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from 1961 to 1964. During that period, 
Muhammad Ali’s second home was 
Miami Beach and the 5th Street Gym. 

During that period is when Ali, as 
Cassius Clay, had won the Olympic 
gold medal—and I remember him win-
ning the Olympic gold medal in 1960, in 
Rome—and when his professional ca-
reer started. He probably started in 
Louisville, but he was quickly in 
Miami Beach fighting. 

So he was on the news all the time in 
Miami Beach and on the sports shows 
and whatever else, but always on TV 
and a personality in Miami Beach. 

My granddad gave me $20, which was 
a lot of money, on February 25, 1964, if 
I remember—and I went to that fight. I 
was sitting probably in the highest 
seat in the Miami Beach Convention 
Center and watching that fighting by 
myself. My dad wasn’t so much into it, 
but my grandfather gave me that $20 
and I went to it. 

I have got my docket. It’s a great 
looking Clay-Liston ticket, in good 
shape, and a couple of programs from 
that event, which I am proud to have. 
I have been a fan of his, and I know 
how much of an impact he had on our 
world. 

I was also a boxing fan of Floyd Pat-
terson. Floyd Patterson was a previous 
champion. The first time that Floyd 
fought Muhammad Ali, I have to admit 
that I was cheering for Floyd. Floyd 
didn’t do too well. He hurt his back and 
was taunted by Ali. He wanted him to 
say his name. And he punished him 
pretty good through 12 rounds. 

But the second time they fought, 
which was in the early seventies, Pat-
terson did a lot better. They stopped 
the fight at the end of the sixth or the 
beginning of the seventh. And it was 
closer to even. After the fight, as I un-
derstand it, Ali told the referee not to 
stop the fight because Patterson is 
fighting so well and he should be able 
to continue fighting and it wasn’t fair 
to stop it. 

I saw an interview with then-Cassius 
Clay with Steve Allen from 1963 that is 
on the Internet. In that interview, they 
said something about Floyd Patterson. 
First, Clay made a joke and he said 
that Liston knocked him out twice in 
one round. And Floyd’s jaw was some-
what challenged. He said his leg should 
sue his body for lack of support. And 
then he kind of stopped and laughed 
and chuckled and said: I shouldn’t say 
that; I like Floyd. Of course, that was 
before. Floyd didn’t recognize his new 
name. 

Louisville was the home of Cassius 
Clay/Muhammad Ali. One of the great 
attractions in Louisville is the Muham-
mad Ali Center, which I have had the 
opportunity to visit and go through. 
You can sit and watch all of Ali’s 
fights, any one of them. Sit in a chair 
and push a button and there it is. And 
just watch any fight. I watched that 
second Patterson-Ali fight. Floyd was 
doing pretty good through those six 
rounds. 

It is more than for boxing. It is a cen-
ter. And it is about what he did for 

children and there are a lot of displays 
about what he did for children and 
what he did for peace and his efforts 
around the world. I think that is the 
great thing about Muhammad Ali. 
They didn’t build a boxing museum. 
They built a center about all of his de-
sires for freedom and for helping people 
around the globe and showing we are 
all one. 

As he said back in I think January of 
this year, his religion of Islam was not 
about San Bernardino and Brussels or 
Paris or any other place there have 
been attacks. Islam was a religion of 
love, and it should be that way. And it 
was not the religion he knew. Anybody 
who thought it was that way and want-
ed to discriminate against people based 
on their religion were wrong, because 
it wasn’t that type of religion. 

So he was still, up until this year, 
taking positions of conscience to try to 
steer people in the right direction. 

I keep under my glass on my office 
desk a quote from Muhammad Ali. It is 
on a postcard that I got at the Muham-
mad Ali Center. It shows Muhammad 
Ali in the ring kind of dancing around. 
And it says: ‘‘The fight is won or lost 
away from witnesses—behind the lines, 
in the gym, and out there on the road, 
long before I dance under those lights.’’ 

And it made me think about what we 
do in politics. Our elections are gen-
erally not won—if you are serious 
about your job and your constituents— 
right before elections. It is done during 
your term of office and what you do for 
your constituents and how you vote 
and what you do for folks, which is the 
same thing as a fighter being out there 
in the gym and on the road doing road-
work, hitting the bag, and training. 

So Ali is what I look at when I sit 
down. It is right underneath my desk. 
And I see that and he kind of guides 
me—and he guides everybody—in that 
way, if you think about that. That is 
what life is about: preparation and hav-
ing a plan and taking action to imple-
ment the plan. 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from Connecticut 
(Mr. LARSON). 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. I thank 
the gentleman from Louisville for or-
ganizing this Special Order this 
evening. 

I can’t think of an athlete who more 
impacted my life and certainly the 
lives of people in our generation. 

The gentleman from Louisville start-
ed in 1960—or maybe it started when 
you were 16—but watching then- 
Cassius Marcellus Clay in the 1960 
Olympics in Rome—a legendary Olym-
pics that produced so many highlights 
of American athleticism, from Bob 
Hayes to Rafer Johnson and, of course, 
this young, boyish-looking, but elo-
quent and masterful heavy-weight that 
moved like nothing else I had ever seen 
or would ever see since. 

My father worked three jobs. About 
the only time he was home on a Friday 
night, we would watch the Gillette 
Sports Hour, which was the boxing 
matches that would occur. 

My dad loved to follow boxing. He 
was a big Joe Louis and Rocky 
Marciano fan. Of course, my dad’s gen-
eration, when Cassius Marcellus Clay 
came along, were not happy with his 
poetry and braggadocio manner. As a 
kid, we thought it was the coolest 
thing. And I would always remind my 
dad that he never made a boast that 
his fists couldn’t back up. 

And the poetry. He was ahead of his 
time in terms of rap, but he also was 
ahead of his time in terms of what he 
brought to the sport. 

As the distinguished gentleman from 
Louisville pointed out, when he stepped 
into the ring with Sonny Liston, we all 
feared for his life. But as it turned out, 
he had that speed and that endurance 
and his incredible skills. He did every-
thing that a boxer shouldn’t do, but he 
was able to do it because of the excep-
tional ability. 

How do I know this? We are fortunate 
to have in this Chamber somebody who 
was in the ring with Muhammad Ali. 
He was in the ring with him, Sonny 
Liston, and Joe Frazier. BOB BRADY of 
Philadelphia was a sparring partner 
and used in the ring. 

As you all know, BOB BRADY is a 
pretty big guy. And he also can move. 
He maybe doesn’t look so nowadays, 
but he still looks pretty fierce. I 
wouldn’t want to get in the ring with 
BOB BRADY. 

But I asked him once to explain what 
that might have been like. And he was 
dear friends with Joe Frazier. He said: 
But you wouldn’t get in a ring with 
Sonny Liston unless you had a lot of 
people around you. He said he was the 
meanest person he ever met or got in 
the ring with in his life. 

And I said: What about Muhammad 
Ali? He said: There is nothing like him. 
He said he was a freak. I said: What do 
you mean, a freak? He said: A freak of 
nature, because of what he was able to 
do with his speed, with his grace, and 
the simplistic thing of just being able 
to move away, from skills that, when 
you watch these films today, you are in 
awe of them. 

I can remember coming in and talk-
ing about the Ali shuffle when we saw 
him do that against Cooper in England. 
No one had ever seen anything like 
that. And when he came back and he 
got in the ring and he would dance, you 
just knew that he was going to win— 
the confidence that he always exuded. 

b 1815 

Then, as JOHN YARMUTH pointed out, 
he became so much bigger than the 
sport itself because of his conviction, 
and he did it during a tumultuous 
time. 

The sixties will probably go down and 
forever be remembered as a great cru-
cible for the history of this country 
when, converging at the same time 
were the civil rights movement, an 
education movement that was spawned 
by the launching of Sputnik, the civil 
rights movement that also spawned the 
antiwar movement, that spawned the 
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woman’s movement, that spawned the 
ecological movement—all came about 
during this tumultuous time. 

And who was one of the leaders? One 
of the most recognized faces in Amer-
ica, beyond perhaps John F. Kennedy 
and Martin Luther King, was Muham-
mad Ali, and he brought so much more 
because of his conviction. 

I remember my experience of meet-
ing him for the first time in East Hart-
ford, Connecticut, working at Wood-
land Auto Body, putting tire black on 
cars. If you ever had this luxurious 
duty, you would not appreciate it. 

All of a sudden, this gold Toronado 
pulled into Woodland Auto Body. Now, 
most of the people who worked at 
Woodland Auto Body were of African 
American lineage. I saw this Toronado 
pull in—and if you know anything 
about a Toronado, it has one long win-
dow—and when they rolled down the 
window, there was Bundini Brown. He 
said: Do you know how to get to WINF 
radio station? 

I said: Well, yes, sir. It’s just up the 
street here. 

I looked in the back, and there was 
Muhammad Ali, and I said: The champ. 

I said: Wait right here. And I went in-
side because I knew my coworkers, who 
certainly enjoyed seeing me have to 
put tire black on cars—I came running 
in and I said: Muhammad Ali is out 
here. The champ is here. 

And they looked at me and said: 
Yeah, right, and Santa Claus is coming 
also. 

But they came out. And emerging 
from this gold Toronado was this unbe-
lievably gracious human being, of 
course, at 6 foot 3, certainly towering 
above me, and even among some of the 
brothers who were out there talking. 
But we couldn’t believe that he was ac-
tually there in our midst. 

If you believe there is a certain aura 
that people have around them, he had 
it. He was given a gift, and he used it. 

That picture that appeared in The 
New York Times, with so many ath-
letes of the period, the legendary Jim 
Brown and Bill Russell all sitting at 
that table, understanding what this 
youthful but spiritual individual had 
done not just for Black America, but 
what he did for the world in terms of 
speaking truth to power. 

I will always remember that grace 
and elegance and rooting for him, and 
even being scared to death, in the 
Rumble in the Jungle, that George 
Foreman might do him harm, and said, 
‘‘Oh, my God. What is he doing, hang-
ing on the ropes?’’ which later became 
famous for rope-a-dope. 

But he was the most unique athlete 
that I have ever observed in my life. 
And beyond that unique talent that he 
brought to the ring, and those skills 
that he brought to bear with unprece-
dented grace and ability, he also made 
the world a better place, as the gen-
tleman from Louisville pointed out, 
and distinguished himself far beyond 
what he accomplished in the ring by 
his simple pleas to America. 

I was so happy to see him, in his later 
years, atone for some of the cruel 
things he had said during his life to Joe 
Frazier and to other people and some of 
the taunts that he did. It just showed 
the depth and the character of someone 
we so admired. 

I thank the gentleman so much for 
allowing me the opportunity to share 
that reminiscence about The Greatest. 

Mr. YARMUTH. I thank the gen-
tleman, and since he referenced the po-
etry and the facts that Muhammad Ali 
is sometimes actually considered the 
godfather of rap, I would like to read 
one thing that he wrote. This is right 
after the Olympics in 1960: 
To make America the greatest is my goal, 
So I beat the Russian and I beat the Pole, 
And for the USA won the medal of gold, 
Italians said, you’re greater than the Cassius 

of old. 
We like your name, we like your game, 
So make Rome your home if you will. 
I said, I appreciate the hospitality, 
But the USA is my country still, 
Because they’re waiting to welcome me in 

Louisville. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Mrs. BEATTY). 

Mrs. BEATTY. I thank my colleague, 
Congressman YARMUTH. 

Mr. Speaker, to the rest of my col-
leagues, it is indeed an honor for me to 
come tonight to share in the life and 
the legacy of The Greatest, of the 
champ, of Muhammad Ali. 

Like my colleagues, I followed his ca-
reer and was mesmerized by his wit, his 
poetry, and, more specifically, his box-
ing skill. 

But for me tonight, it was a special 
honor when I became a Member of this 
United States Congress. It was during 
the 113th Congress and the 44th Con-
gressional Black Caucus Foundation’s 
Annual Legislative Conference. During 
that conference, each member of the 
Congressional Black Caucus can sub-
mit the name of someone they think 
has made a difference in the lives of 
others, whether it was for health care, 
whether it was for civil rights, or mak-
ing a difference through philanthropy. 

As I thought about all of the individ-
uals that I could submit, I was very 
proud that I submitted the name Mu-
hammad Ali. It was even a greater 
honor when he received the most votes 
from my colleagues, and he received 
one of our Phoenix Awards, named 
after Ralph Metcalfe. 

So when I stood on that stage before 
thousands and thousands of individ-
uals, including the President of these 
United States, President Barack 
Obama, and watched the video that his 
family sent because he wasn’t able to 
attend that dinner, I sat there, honored 
and proud because this Black man 
made a difference in the lives of so 
many young children, so many adults. 
And today, we come here and we salute 
and we honor a great legacy. 

So I want to thank you, Congressman 
YARMUTH, for letting me make this 
small contribution. 

Mr. YARMUTH. I thank the gentle-
woman. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. MEEKS). 

Mr. MEEKS. I thank the gentleman 
from Louisville. 

Mr. Speaker, when I heard of the 
greatest of all time’s passing, my heart 
was filled and heavy because he was 
very significant in my life. When you 
just think of him—and I got to meet 
him first as a young boy. I was about 10 
years old. 

My dad was a professional boxer. He 
is one of 49, one of 49 individuals to get 
knocked out by Rocky Marciano. But 
that also brought him into the area 
where he got to know many of the box-
ers in training, et cetera. He would 
train in the same gym in New York 
where Sugar Ray Robinson was, and 
where Bundini and Youngblood were, 
who were always in Ali’s corner. So I 
got to see Ali, this Cassius Clay train 
at an early age, and fell in love with 
him immediately. 

Number one what you could do when 
you saw Muhammad Ali, at that time 
you saw a young man who was con-
fident. And yes, as I hear my col-
leagues talking about his athletic abil-
ity and skills, he had all of that. 

But what I would like to talk about 
briefly tonight, what was the highest 
of esteem for Muhammad Ali was his 
brain. There is nothing that Ali did 
that he didn’t think about. Everything 
that he did, there was a reason for it. 

When he first saw this wrestler and 
how people hated him, this George guy, 
but he saw how all the people were 
coming to watch and paying all of their 
money because they were talking, he 
was talking. He said here’s a good way 
to promote myself and to make sure 
that he could make some money, and 
so he did that. 

Then he thought about calling and 
naming the round that he was calling 
people in and all of that. And so he did 
all of those things, but there was a rea-
son for it. He was a promoter. He knew 
what it took. People at that time, 
many of them wanted to go see the 
Louisville Lip shut up, but each time 
he would win. 

What I just want to say about Ali, 
though, his brain and his heart, his 
brain and his heart. Because through-
out my lifetime, I had several times to 
be with him and to get to know him a 
little bit. I will just, for brevity of 
time, talk about one real quick. 

I can recall I used to drive him at 
times when he was in New York. So I 
would get in the car, and he would get 
in the car. Of course, he is the funniest 
guy in the world. He would be telling 
jokes and doing everything else. So we 
were driving down the street in Brook-
lyn, New York. I remember it like it 
was yesterday. I stopped at a light. All 
of a sudden, Muhammad is looking 
around, and he jumps out of the car. He 
jumps. There were some kids on the 
corner. He jumps out, and he goes and 
starts shadowboxing with them. The 
kids are saying: Oh, the champ, the 
champ is here, the champ is here. 

He would just talk to them. He was 
encouraging them to go to school and 
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encouraging them to do good things. I 
know because when you listened to all 
of the stories afterwards, individuals 
were giving personal stories. Never 
would you see an individual as popular 
and well known as Ali where an indi-
vidual could actually talk about a per-
sonal story, because Ali wasn’t one 
that was hidden behind bodyguards or 
this one or that one. He was one that 
always wanted to be the man on the 
street involved with people to make a 
difference in their life. He set an exam-
ple for individuals. 

So I think of the example, too, be-
cause of the size of Ali, I heard some-
body talking about the rumble in the 
jungle. I used to go up to the camp and 
watch them train in Deer Lake. I was 
there when he was training for George 
Foreman. I was there, stayed up there 
for about a week. There, again, talk 
about consciousness, he had these huge 
rocks, talking about all of the great 
African American fighters before him 
because he never forgot who he was or 
where he came from, but he had these 
rocks there, and he was in the gym 
training. 

I can remember he would get up on 
the ropes. He put his hands up, and An-
gelo Dundee would say: Get off the 
ropes, champ. Get off the ropes. Get off 
the ropes, champ. You are going to get 
killed on those ropes. 

About the second round of training, 
he went over, and he said to Angelo: 
Shut up. I know what I am doing. 

Nobody knew what he was doing, but 
he knew what he was doing. He always 
outthought everyone. He outthought 
them. That was the key to this thing, 
the greatest of all time. 

So, Ali, I say this—I say this because 
I remember you saying this one time to 
someone: 
If you want some gin, I’ll get you in 10. 
If you like wine, it will be round number 

nine. 
If you think you’re great, you’ll fall in eight. 
If you want to go to heaven, it will be round 

number seven. 
But if you want to mix, I’ll get you in six. 
Talk that jive, you’ll fall in five. 
If you want to go like old Moore, I’ll get you 

in four. 
Mess with me, I’ll reduce you to three. 
If that won’t do, you’ll fall in two. 
If the crowd wants some fun, you’ll fall in 

one. 
Why? 
Because I float like a butterfly, and I sting 

like a bee. That’s why nobody mess 
with Muhammad Ali. 

Ali, we love you. We thank you for 
your contribution not only to Louis-
ville, not only to the United States of 
America, not only to African Ameri-
cans and to Africa, but to everyplace 
on this planet. You are, indeed, God’s 
gift to this great planet. We thank God 
for your life and times. You will live on 
forever as the greatest of all time—and 
the prettiest. 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from North Carolina (Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD). 

Mr. BUTTERFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Kentucky 

(Mr. YARMUTH) for yielding this 
evening. 

I am absolutely embarrassed to come 
after my friend, Congressman GREG 
MEEKS. 

Why in the world would the gen-
tleman put me on the schedule to come 
to the podium at this very moment? 

But I thank the gentleman, in any 
event, for his friendship, and I thank 
the gentleman for his extraordinary 
leadership. I was in the gentleman’s 
hometown of Louisville, Kentucky, a 
few weeks ago and absolutely enjoyed 
going to church with him and meeting 
many of his friends there in Louisville. 
The gentleman is a great Member of 
this body, and I thank the gentleman 
so very much. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I stand with Con-
gressman MEEKS and Congressman 
COHEN and all of my colleagues today 
to recognize and to remember a great 
American, a true American hero. We 
honor and we remember this extraor-
dinary life and the accomplishments 
and the countless contributions of Mu-
hammad Ali. 

Born just 5 years before me in 1942 in 
Louisville, Kentucky, Cassius 
Marcellus Clay, Jr., was born to 
Cassius Marcellus Clay and Mrs. Odessa 
Lee Grady Clay. Those were his par-
ents. On March 6, 1964, when I was a 
junior in high school, after joining the 
Nation of Islam, Cassius Clay became 
known as Muhammad Ali. 

b 1830 

Mr. COHEN, I remember it like it was 
yesterday. 

His interest in boxing began at the 
age of 12 after he reported a stolen bi-
cycle to a local police officer named 
Joe Martin, who was also a boxing 
trainer. In 1959, Muhammad Ali was 
the National Golden Gloves Light 
Heavyweight Champion and National 
Amateur Athletic Union champion. 
After winning his first 19 fights—and 
that was absolutely incredible, winning 
his first 19 fights—including 15 knock-
outs, Muhammad Ali defeated Sonny 
Liston on February 25, 1964, to become 
the World Heavyweight Champion. 

Muhammad Ali would then become 
the World Heavyweight Champion in 
1964, 1974, and 1978, making him the 
first fighter to capture the heavy-
weight title on three separate occa-
sions. In 1981, Muhammad Ali retired 
from professional boxing and dedicated 
his life to promoting world peace, 
fighting for civil rights, hunger relief, 
and just basic human values. 

His humanitarian work included 
helping secure the release of 15 U.S. 
hostages. Many of my colleagues may 
have forgotten about that, but Muham-
mad Ali helped to release 15 U.S. hos-
tages held in Iraq during the first Gulf 
War, four hostages held in Lebanon, 
and conducted goodwill missions to Af-
ghanistan and to Cuba. Muhammad Ali 
even had the distinct honor of trav-
eling to South Africa to meet Nelson 
Mandela following President Mandela’s 
release from prison. 

Ali received numerous awards in his 
life following his boxing career, includ-
ing being inducted into the Inter-
national Boxing Hall of Fame, receiv-
ing the Arthur Ashe Courage Award by 
ESPN, the Essence Living Legend 
Award, the Presidential Medal of Free-
dom in 2005 by then-President George 
W. Bush. The footage of that ceremony 
has been all over the news for the last 
few days, and I would encourage all of 
my colleagues to look at it if you 
haven’t. He was given the Presidential 
Medal of Freedom in 2005 by President 
George W. Bush and the Otto Hahn 
Peace Medal for his work with the U.S. 
civil rights movement and the United 
Nations. 

Mr. Speaker, I have used enough time 
this evening. I will simply close. I can-
not close like my friend, Congressman 
GREG MEEKS, did a moment ago. That 
was a masterpiece, and I cannot wait 
to see the video of his closing on an-
other day. It was extraordinary. 

But I will conclude by saying that 
Muhammad Ali, the greatest of all 
time, was not only a champion in the 
boxing ring, but a champion of human 
rights and civil rights, who, during a 
difficult time in our Nation’s history, 
stood on principle to end racism and 
bigotry in this country. 

Muhammad Ali, we love you. May 
God bless you, and may God bless your 
family. 

To the fans of Muhammad Ali all 
across the world, I thank you for sup-
porting this great American, and I 
thank you for allowing us to come into 
your homes and be a part of this trib-
ute this evening. 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. BUTTERFIELD). 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. RUSH). 

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank both of my colleagues for allow-
ing me to come before this body to 
speak on behalf of the people of the 
city of Chicago, the people of the First 
Congressional District. 

Mr. Speaker, I must say that al-
though Muhammad Ali was and is a na-
tive of Louisville—that is his birth-
place—I must also claim that Chicago 
is his adoptive city. He spent many, 
many years in Chicago. He bought a 
home on South Kenwood Avenue in my 
district. 

Mr. Speaker, as a young man, a 
young civil rights activist myself, I 
can’t even express the pride that I had 
when I would travel down the street 
and point out to my young sons and 
anybody else who was with me that 
that is where Muhammad Ali lives. He 
was a man of the neighborhoods in Chi-
cago. He touched many people—young 
people, old people, and people who 
didn’t necessarily share his same polit-
ical or religious ideas, but he touched 
them anyhow. 

Mr. Speaker, Muhammad Ali was a 
man for all seasons. Yes, he achieved 
prominence in the boxing arena, in the 
sweet science of boxing, but he 
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achieved greatness because of the life 
that he led both inside of boxing and 
outside of boxing. 

Mr. Speaker, on Saturday afternoons, 
many of us who had few heroes would 
gather around television sets and 
watch Muhammad Ali fight in the 
heavyweight division against other 
fighters and other boxers. One of his 
predictions came true when he defeated 
and knocked out his opposition in the 
time that he said he would, and there 
was a collective cheer that you could 
hear throughout the neighborhoods of 
Chicago. 

He meant something to me. He 
meant something to others. Muham-
mad Ali not only achieved, worked 
hard, and sacrificed for excellence, but 
he also inspired excellence in others. 

Muhammad Ali would walk down 
some of the main thoroughfares in Chi-
cago: 47th Street, 79th Street, and 
Madison Avenue. He would walk down 
those streets, and the crowds would 
just gather around him and follow him. 
His beam in his eyes, the halo and the 
charisma that he had just made for an 
exciting time, a grand time for all of 
us. 

Mr. Speaker, Muhammad Ali not 
only was a great boxer, but he was in-
deed a man for all times. Look at his 
following not just in Louisville, not 
just on the south and west sides of Chi-
cago, but all across the Nation, all 
across the world, foreign countries, Af-
rican countries specifically. The same 
kind of enthusiasm that he inspired, 
the same kind of reverence that he in-
spired to the young men and young 
women in Chicago, you could see the 
same kind of inspiration ran up in the 
Congo, in Nigeria, in Zaire, and in 
other places all across the world. 

Mr. Speaker, when he retired, I re-
member as a freshman here in Congress 
when we had a session and we honored 
the 50 greatest athletes of the century. 
Here were some great athletes, but the 
one who I wanted to be with, the one 
who I was most excited about, the one 
who I wanted to be photographed with 
was only Muhammad Ali. Bart Starr, 
Kareem Abdul-Jabbar, and many, 
many others were here; but Muham-
mad Ali was here, and he kind of 
sucked the air out of the room. 

Later, Mr. Speaker, when I chaired 
the Annual Legislative Conference, for 
the dinner, the gala—I chaired the 
gala—I was so honored that he came to 
me to accept an award from the Con-
gressional Black Caucus with his love-
ly wife, Lonnie; another great time, an-
other great memory. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the greatest honor, 
the greatest moment of inspiration, my 
most profound memory of Muhammad 
Ali was when he refused to go to fight 
in the Vietnam war. I think, in my 
humble opinion, had he just been a 
great champion—we have had other 
great champions who are African 
American: Jack Johnson, Sugar Ray 
Robinson, and many others, many, 
many others who are great champions. 
But Muhammad Ali wasn’t just a 

boxer. He didn’t just inspire others to 
take up boxing. 

I was a political activist in the six-
ties, and Muhammad Ali spoke to the 
quintessential aspect of all my activ-
ism when he said: Hell no, I won’t go. 
Hell no, I won’t go. No Vietnamese 
have ever called me the N word. 

And he said it. I don’t want to say it 
on the floor, but he said it. 

b 1845 
Mr. Speaker, from that moment on, 

he solidified his appeal, his essence, his 
relationships; he solidified himself 
with all of the struggling people of the 
Nation, of the world. 

Let me just say this: I thought about 
Muhammad Ali when I heard of his 
death, and I thought of trying to recap-
ture some of my memories of him—how 
he walked, his gait, how he talked. I re-
member his size. I remember the face 
that was also a beautiful face. He was 
proud of how he looked. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I guess what in-
spired me most about Muhammad Ali 
was how he did not surrender his faith, 
surrender his belief, surrender his core 
values to the U.S. Selective Service 
which drafted him. 

Mr. Speaker, I don’t remember the 
names of the men who were on that Se-
lective Service committee. I don’t re-
member anything about them. They 
thought that they were destroying The 
People’s Champion, but they could not 
destroy The People’s Champion. He 
rose even above all of those people who 
were officially appointed to bring him 
down. Nobody could knock out Muham-
mad Ali, in a real sense. 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. 
JACKSON LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Kentucky 
for yielding, and I thank all of my 
friends. 

We are friends when we come to cele-
brate someone as potent and powerful 
and, certainly, symbolic. But we should 
really recognize that The Greatest, 
Muhammad Ali, who had many 
homes—many of us can claim having 
had the privilege of him walking 
through many of our streets—was a 
husband, father, grandfather, and son 
to all of his family members that loved 
him. 

Today I offer my deepest sympathy 
to his beautiful wife who worked so 
hard to create the Muhammad Ali Cen-
ter, all of his children who gained his 
magnificent talents in many different 
forms and capacities, to be able to now 
not only suffer this loss, but mourn 
someone who probably in their life cre-
ated such a space for so many years. 

I rise today to join in celebrating— 
for that is what I would like to do—The 
People’s Champion. He was truly the 
voice of a generation, advocating for 
the ending of inequality regarding Afri-
can Americans, but as well, I believe he 
stood for opposing injustices all around 
the world. 

The three-time world heavyweight 
boxing champion helped define the tur-

bulent times in which he reigned as the 
most charismatic and controversial 
sports figure of the 20th century. We 
all know that he was born Cassius 
Marcellus Clay, Jr. 

Over the past 30 years, he had his 
own boxing battle. I believe that time 
after time he knocked out Parkinson’s 
disease because he lived with it, he let 
others know that they could live with 
it, and he worked every day to support 
the advocacy groups who were trying 
to battle Parkinson’s. 

I am reminded of a gold medal at the 
1960 Olympic Games in Rome and being 
crowned the World Heavyweight Cham-
pion so many times. As I had watched 
him over these past years, the admira-
tion and affection and respect grew 
much more looking at him as the 
iconic figure, the real spirit of can-do, 
the best of America, a man whose faith 
was very special to him, so much so 
that he was a conscience objective 
which was not understood. That Selec-
tive Service committee was right in 
Houston, Texas. He walked those 
streets, his case was tried there, and 
victory came because he refused to 
yield on his principles. 

As one of his noteworthy opponents, 
Floyd Patterson, told author David 
Remnick some years ago: ‘‘I came to 
see that I was a fighter and he was his-
tory.’’ 

Ali traded banter with United States 
presidents and world leaders alike, ver-
bally sparring with musical greats— 
The Beatles—and shaking hands with 
Mother Teresa. 

His greatest triumph lies in his leg-
acy as a champion, leader, social activ-
ist, and humanitarian, but also a men-
tor by distance of so many boys and 
girls, particularly our young men. 

In my own hometown, a young boxer 
by the name of Eric Carr, first met him 
with one of our great sports figures, 
Lloyd Wells, down at the Hyatt Re-
gency. He said that when the champ 
met him, the champ treated him like a 
longtime friend. He played around with 
him, maybe boxed with him. I may be 
adding something to it. But Eric Carr, 
as the day went on—it was in the box-
ing beginnings of his life—told him he 
wanted to be a champ just like him. 
Eric Carr went on to win boxing cham-
pionships, but he will always remember 
how real Muhammad Ali was. 

Let me say that as he fought for the 
future, he envisioned that we all would 
enjoy. I love to hear the bantering be-
cause it was wisdom of a philosopher. 

His greatest triumph, as I indicated, 
was a humanitarian. At the apex of his 
career, lauded for his unparalleled phy-
sique and mesmerizing moves—I wish I 
could do a few of those right now—but 
he is more than a sum total of his ath-
letic gifts. 

His agile mind, buoyant personality, 
brash self-confidence, wouldn’t you 
love him? 

I often remember some of those 
words that he said: 
Float like a butterfly, sting like a bee. His 

hands can’t hit what his eyes can’t see. 
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Now you see, now you don’t. George 
thinks he will, but I know he won’t. 

Don’t count the days; make the days count. 
I’m young; I’m handsome; I’m fast. I can’t 

possibly be beat. 

But then he said: 
Service to others is the rent you pay for 

your room here on Earth. 

And so his inspiration continues. 
I would often say that as he lived his 

life, we took joy. 
As I close, Mr. Speaker, let me offer 

you these words, and let me thank him 
for the life that he has lived. Let me 
borrow from Shakespeare and say of 
Muhammad Ali: 

He was a man. Take him for all in all. We 
shall not look upon his like again. 

May The Greatest rest in peace. 
Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleague 

for yielding to me. I still see that 
‘‘float like a butterfly, sting like a 
bee.’’ 

Muhammad Ali, again, rest in peace. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to commemorate 

the life of boxing legend and social activist Mr. 
Muhammad Ali, whose words floated like a 
butterfly and punches stung like a bee, who 
died Friday at the age of 74. 

The people’s champion, was truly the voice 
of a generation, advocating for the African 
Americans battling racial inequality. 

The three-time world heavyweight boxing 
champion helped define the turbulent times in 
which he reigned as the most charismatic and 
controversial sports figure of the 20th century. 

The man who would come to be known as 
the ‘‘Greatest of All Time,’’ was born Cassius 
Marcellus Clay Jr. on Jan. 17, 1942 in Louis-
ville, Kentucky. 

Despite baffling Parkinson’s disease for 30 
years Muhammad Ali would live a full and 
consequential life, winning the Gold Medal at 
the 1960 Olympic Games in Rome and being 
crowned the world Heavyweight champion an 
unsurpassed three times. 

As one of his noteworthy opponents, Floyd 
Patterson, told author David Remnick some 
years ago, ‘‘I came to see that I was a fighter, 
while he was history.’’ 

Ali traded banter with United States presi-
dents and world leaders alike, verbally spar-
ring with musical greats the Beatles, shaking 
hands with Mother Teresa. 

His greatest triumph lies in his legacy as a 
champion, leader, social activist and humani-
tarian. 

At the apex of his career, lauded for his un-
paralleled physique and mesmerizing moves. 

He carried into the ring a physically lyrical, 
unorthodox boxing style fusing speed, agility 
and power more seamlessly than any boxer 
before him or since. 

But, he was more than the sum total of his 
athletic gifts; he was a man of uncompro-
mising principles. 

His agile mind, buoyant personality, brash 
self-confidence and evolving set of personal 
convictions fostered a magnetism that the ring 
alone could not contain. 

A masterful entertainer, Ali captivated audi-
ences as much with his mouth as with his 
fists, narrating his life with a patter of inventive 
doggerel. 

He was targeted by his country when, in 
1966, he exercised his First Amendment right 
voicing political dissension and concern for hu-
manitarian observation. 

Ali was a purposeful fighter, and even more 
so, a principled human being, once reminding 
us all that he would, ‘‘Fight for the prestige, 
not for [himself], but to uplift [his] little brothers 
who are sleeping on concrete floors today in 
America . . . living on welfare, . . . who can’t 
eat, . . . who don’t [have] knowledge of them-
selves, . . . [and cannot see a] future.’’ 

Ali fought for the future he envisioned and 
that we all enjoy today. 

As a conscientious objector to the Vietnam 
War, he refused to be inducted into drafting 
leading him to be banned from the sport he 
loved at the height of his career. 

His inspiring courage and anti-war stance 
helped spearhead the growing anti-war move-
ment of the 1960s. 

The press called him the Louisville Lip. He 
called himself the Greatest. 

Ali was the most important political-cultural 
figure to survive the deadly tumult of the 
1960s and flourish during the 1970s. 

Ali reawakened the American conscious-
ness stating, ‘‘Champions are made from 
something they have deep inside them—a de-
sire, a dream, a vision.’’ 

He eventually retired for good in 1981 and 
after being diagnosed with Parkinson’s dis-
ease in 1984 as the only fighter to be heavy-
weight champion three times. 

In 2005 Muhammad Ali was presented with 
the Presidential Medal of Freedom by Presi-
dent George W. Bush. 

Ali received the President’s Award from the 
NAACP soon after Obama’s inauguration in 
2009. 

In 1996, he was trembling and nearly mute 
as he lit the Olympic caldron in Atlanta, but his 
smile induced a thunderous roar in what was 
one of the most celebrated Olympics moments 
ever. 

His post-boxing humanitarian endeavors in-
clude putting his name to many initiatives for 
peace and humanitarian aid as well as anony-
mous donations of millions of dollars to a vari-
ety of individuals and organizations surpassing 
race and class barriers. 

Despite battling with Parkinson’s disease for 
three decades, he has inspired millions of 
people. 

His work as a humanitarian has been im-
mortalized in the Muhammad Ali Centre. 

Explaining his resolve later in life, Ali said 
that, ‘‘All my life, growing up as a little boy, I 
always said that if I got famous I’d do things 
for my people that other people wouldn’t do.’’ 

‘‘I am an ordinary man who worked hard to 
develop the talent I was given,’’ he said. 

He was truly a legend—a statesman of the 
people. 

Muhammad Ali was a product of America 
but a citizen of the world, at first hated and 
misunderstood but eventually beloved for the 
way he carried himself in dignified decline. 

He will remain one of the most well-known 
and respected sports figures of all time—may 
his legacy be revered. 

In closing, Mr. Speaker, let me borrow from 
Shakespeare and say of the Muhammad Ali: 

‘‘He was a man. 
Take him for all in all. 
We shall not look upon his like again.’’ 
May the ‘‘The Greatest’’ rest in peace. 

THE SAYINGS OF MUHAMMAD ALI—THE 
GREATEST OF ALL TIME 

Muhammad Ali, considered to be the great-
est heavyweight boxer, died June 3, 2016 in a 
Phoenix-area hospital. 

He was 74 years old. 
Here is a list of some of his best quotes (in 

no particular order): 
1. ‘‘Float like a butterfly, sting like a bee. 

His hands can’t hit what his eyes can’t see. 
Now you see me, now you don’t. George 
thinks he will, but I know he won’t.’’ 

2. ‘‘Service to others is the rent you pay 
for your room here on earth.’’ 

3. ‘‘I’m young; I’m handsome; I’m fast. I 
can’t possibly be beat.’’ 

4. ‘‘Don’t count the days; make the days 
count.’’ 

5. ‘‘If my mind can conceive it, and my 
heart can believe it—then I can achieve it.’’ 
Jesse Jackson said this as early as 1983, ac-
cording to the Associated Press, and Ali used 
it in his 2004 book. 

6. ‘‘It’s hard to be humble when you’re as 
great as I am.’’ 

7. ‘‘It isn’t the mountains ahead to climb 
that wear you out; it’s the pebble in your 
shoe.’’ 

8. ‘‘If you even dream of beating me you’d 
better wake up and apologize.’’ 

9. ‘‘Braggin’ is when a person says some-
thing and can’t do it. I do what I say.’’ 

10. ‘‘I am the greatest, I said that even be-
fore I knew I was.’’ 

11. ‘‘Only a man who knows what it is like 
to be defeated can reach down to the bottom 
of his soul and come up with the extra ounce 
of power it takes to win when the match is 
even.’’ 

12. ‘‘I’m so mean, I make medicine sick.’’ 
13. ‘‘I should be a postage stamp. That’s 

the only way I’ll ever get licked.’’ 
14.‘‘Impossible is just a big word thrown 

around by small men who find it easier to 
live in the world they’ve been given than to 
explore the power they have to change it. 
Impossible is not a fact. It’s an opinion. Im-
possible is not a declaration. It’s a dare. Im-
possible is potential. Impossible is tem-
porary. Impossible is nothing.’’ 

15. ‘‘He who is not courageous enough to 
take risks will accomplish nothing in life.’’ 

16. ‘‘A man who views the world the same 
at 50 as he did at 20 has wasted 30 years of his 
life.’’ 

17. ‘‘If they can make penicillin out of 
moldy bread, they can sure make something 
out of you.’’ 

18. ‘‘I shook up the world. Me! Whee!’’ 
19. ‘‘I hated every minute of training, but 

I said, ‘Don’t quit. Suffer now and live the 
rest of your life as a champion.’ ’’ 

20. ‘‘At home I am a nice guy: but I don’t 
want the world to know. Humble people, I’ve 
found, don’t get very far.’’ 

21. ‘‘A man who has no imagination has no 
wings.’’ 

22. ‘‘He’s (Sonny Liston) too ugly to be the 
world champ. The world champ should be 
pretty like me!’’ 

23. ‘‘I am the astronaut of boxing. Joe 
Louis and Dempsey were just jet pilots. I’m 
in a world of my own.’’ 

24. ‘‘I’ve wrestled with alligators. I’ve tus-
sled with a whale. I done handcuffed light-
ning. And throw thunder in jail.’’ 

25. ‘‘Hating people because of their color is 
wrong. And it doesn’t matter which color 
does the hating. It’s just plain wrong.’’ 

26. ‘‘It’s not bragging if you can back it 
up.’’ 

27. ‘‘I’m the most recognized and loved 
man that ever lived cuz there weren’t no sat-
ellites when Jesus and Moses were around, so 
people far away in the villages didn’t know 
about them.’’ 

28. ‘‘It’s just a job. Grass grows, birds fly, 
waves pound the sand. I beat people up.’’ 

29. ‘‘I’m not the greatest, I’m the double 
greatest.’’ 

30. ‘‘Live everyday as if it were your last 
because someday you’re going to be right.’’ 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman. 

I yield once again to the gentleman 
from Tennessee (Mr. COHEN). 
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Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, there is so 

much that has been said appropriately 
about Muhammad Ali that people in 
this era might not realize that when he 
was fighting, all of America really 
looked forward to his fights and 
watched them. The eyes of the Nation 
were glued to the television to see him 
fight and to see afterwards Howard 
Cosell speaking the sports talk to him 
and reviewing those fights. 

He was a lot about Louisville. There 
is a street in Louisville named after 
him, Muhammad Ali Boulevard, and 
the Muhammad Ali Center. 

Nobody carries on and will carry on 
Muhammad Ali’s love of Louisville 
more than you, Mr. YARMUTH. I appre-
ciate you having this hour. He was to 
Louisville in such a great way, and he 
was a great man to America. I thank 
you for putting this hour together. 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. MAXINE 
WATERS). 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I thank Mr. YARMUTH for 
hosting this hour. 

Muhammad Ali was a good friend. He 
was someone that I had known that I 
had worked on some projects with. But 
more than that, my husband was one of 
those athletes. My husband was then 
the linebacker for the Cleveland 
Browns when Bill Russell and my hus-
band, Sidney Williams, and Jim Brown 
all got together to support Muhammad 
Ali when, of course, he was not allowed 
to be a conscientious objector and was 
threatened with prison. 

I got to know him sometime after 
that. We used his home for a very spe-
cial event. I got to know his former 
wife, Veronica, and his children. One of 
his children worked in one of my pro-
grams. 

This comes at a very difficult time 
for all of us. I loved him because he had 
courage. He had the courage to give up 
his career, had the courage to threaten 
to be imprisoned, and had the courage 
to fight. The Nation of Islam stood 
with him, and these athletes all stood 
with him. He was a great man. When he 
said he was The Greatest, he really 
was, because he was an unusual 
extraordinaire. 

I will be at the funeral on Friday. I 
will be there with the family and the 
rest of the athletes that are still living 
that are going to be there to honor 
him. 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman. 

I yield again to the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) for a 
quick comment. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, let 
me thank Mr. YARMUTH and say that I 
couldn’t leave the mic without ac-
knowledging that George Foreman is 
in Houston, and Evander Holyfield, 
only to say that the people that he 
fought became his dear friends. I know 
they would want me to say that. 

Thank you so very much for allowing 
us to pay tribute to The Greatest. 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, as we 
wrap up this tribute to the life of Mu-
hammad Ali, I just want to express 
what I know all of my colleagues would 
feel, and that is our outpouring of love 
and support for Lonnie, his wife of 25 
years, his many children, and his ex-
tended family. Lonnie’s love and dedi-
cation inspired and energized Ali, even 
when his body was failing him. I know 
that the hearts of this body as well as 
the world go out to her and the rest of 
Muhammad Ali’s family. 

May he rest in peace. I thank him on 
behalf of everyone for his great con-
tributions to humanity. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 

honor of a man who was a three-time heavy-
weight champion of the world, a victor at the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and one 
of the most remarkable men of the 20th Cen-
tury—a man who truly earned his title: The 
Greatest. 

Muhammad Ali was born Cassius Marcellus 
Clay Jr. in Louisville, Kentucky on January, 
17, 1942. By age 18, he was the Light Heavy-
weight Gold Medalist at the 1960 Olympics. In 
1964, he won the heavyweight world title. He 
would go on to hold that title—off-and-on—for 
another 15 years. 

But Muhammad Ali was not merely one of 
the greatest fighters in history—he was also a 
champion of justice in a country struggling to 
find its way. Like Detroit’s own great cham-
pion, Joe Louis, he was a lightning rod for 
controversy. His success angered those who 
disagreed with the simple principle that a per-
son’s worth was never lessened by the color 
of their skin. He showed courage when he 
stood up for civil rights at a time when it was 
dangerous to do so. He never backed down, 
never allowed his voice to be silenced be-
cause of his faith or his race. He was an ex-
ample for countless men, women, and children 
who needed one. 

Beyond his work in the ring and as part of 
the civil rights movement, Muhammad Ali was 
also an advocate for peace. He grew into his 
faith in a way that shows that Islam is a reli-
gion of peace and America is a place of toler-
ance when—at great personal cost—he spoke 
out against the Vietnam War. As a conscien-
tious objector, he was stripped of his title and 
unable to fight for three years during his 
prime. 

Convicted of refusing to report for military 
service, he appealed to the United States Su-
preme Court, where he won a unanimous (8– 
0) opinion reversing his conviction. 

A champion boxer, a champion for civil 
rights, and a champion of peace—it is not 
possible to overstate Muhammad Ali’s 
achievements. He was quite simply, The 
Greatest. 

We will mourn his memory going forward, 
and we will remember him for his work. Most 
of all, we will continue to draw strength and in-
spiration from a man who knew the true 
meaning of being a Champion. 

f 

STOP THE FRANK 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COS-
TELLO of Pennsylvania). Under the 
Speaker’s announced policy of January 
6, 2015, the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. WOODALL) is recognized for 60 min-

utes as the designee of the majority 
leader. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I am 
slow to come to the floor because you 
can’t compete with a Muhammad Ali 
commemorative Special Order. That is 
too much passion to follow. I just have 
little old legislative business on my 
mind. I am not talking about changing 
the world. I am just talking about 
changing our little part of the world. 

I don’t know if you remember, Mr. 
Speaker, when you first got here, you 
had to go downstairs and sign your 
name so that we could use that instead 
of a postage stamp on every piece of 
mail that you sent out the door. It is 
called the franking privilege. 

I have a bill—it is H.R. 1873—that 
TAMMY DUCKWORTH and I introduced 
together to abolish that franking privi-
lege. It is not going to take a lot to get 
that done. It is something that is with-
in the complete control of us here in 
this institution, but it has been a chal-
lenge that is hundreds of years in the 
making. 

I put mine on here, Mr. Speaker. This 
is my signature there on the front of 
every envelope I send out. If you want 
to know how to forge a check in my 
name, all you need to do is look at any 
envelope I send out the door. 

Back in the day, had we been here in 
1817, it might have been hard to find a 
postage stamp. In the name of getting 
congressional business done, the law of 
the land, carried over from England, 
was that you could sign your name on 
all of your government documents in 
order to get that important govern-
ment business done. You couldn’t just 
walk down to the local grocery store 
and buy stamps. You had to have a 
mechanism for getting your constitu-
tional responsibilities accomplished. 

b 1900 

We do that still here today. In these 
cynical times, Mr. Speaker, I would 
tell you that I hear most often from 
folks that they think one of two things 
is going on with the franking privilege: 
one, that we are involved in some sort 
of incumbent protection plan—self-pro-
motion here in this institution, self- 
glorification—by sending our names 
out on the front of all of the mail that 
goes out the door. If not that, I hear 
the second criticism, which is, ROB, 
why do Members of Congress get free 
mail? The Postal Service is in dire 
straits—free mail for all Members of 
Congress. 

It is not free mail. For every letter 
that goes out the door that reads ‘‘ROB 
WOODALL’’ up at the top, I get a bill. I 
get a bill from the United States Post-
al Service for what a stamp would have 
cost had I put it on that letter. For 
every piece of mail that goes out the 
door with ‘‘ROB WOODALL’’ written up 
at the top, I get a bill from the Postal 
Service for whatever the bulk rate 
would have been for the large amounts 
of mail that I send out the door. It is 
not free mail for Members of Congress. 
I want to dispel that myth. 
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I get all of the emails that I know so 

many of my colleagues do, which read: 
‘‘Go and serve one term in Congress, 
and get your pension for life.’’ Non-
sense. Not true. I do get the emails 
that come in and that talk about the 
special health care privileges that Con-
gress has and that nobody else can 
have access to. Come on down, and join 
the ObamaCare exchange. You can 
have the same health care privileges 
that I have. Of all of the myths that go 
on out there, the myth of free mail 
continues still today. It is not free 
mail. We just don’t put a stamp on it. 
Why don’t we end this confusion once 
and for all? 

I would like to tell you that this was 
my brilliant idea—a small idea but my 
brilliant idea. Not true. We, actually, 
went down this road in the 1800s. I hold 
here—Mr. Speaker, you can’t read it— 
an article from The New York Times 
on March 3, 1875. 

It reads: 
By a vote of 113–65, the House has con-

curred in the Senate amendment to the post-
al appropriations bill partially restoring the 
franking privilege. The precise extent of this 
restoration is an allowance of free trans-
mission through the mail on a Congressional 
frank of the Congressional Record, agricul-
tural reports and seeds, and all public docu-
ments now printed or authorized to be print-
ed. 

The New York Times, as it is still 
known for today, goes on to edito-
rialize just a bit: 

So far, as our observation goes, there has 
never been any demand for the restoration of 
the franking nuisance except on the part of 
Congressmen. The new men, especially, long 
for a taste of the sweets of privilege. 

This the New York Times in 1875. The 
‘‘sweets of privilege’’ is how they de-
scribed the signing of one’s name to a 
constituent’s response so you can tell 
your constituents how it is that you 
feel about the war in Iraq, so you can 
tell folks how you feel about the FCC’s 
new regulations, so that you can re-
spond to that young Eagle Scout appli-
cant who wants to get the Citizenship 
in the Nation merit badge. 

We knew in the 1800s that something 
just didn’t seem right about not using 
stamps like everybody else did. We 
knew that something didn’t feel quite 
right. For several years, we abolished 
the franking privilege, and then we 
brought it back. 

I don’t have any problem finding 
stamps, Mr. Speaker. If anybody in this 
institution has problems finding 
stamps, I have several local locations 
that are here by the Capitol. You can 
send a staffer down to pick up stamps 
in bulk. For me, I am in the Longworth 
House Office Building, up on the sev-
enth floor, so I have got to go all the 
way down to the basement in order to 
buy my stamps. It is about seven floors 
away. 

They don’t do that anywhere else in 
Washington, D.C. They don’t do that. If 
you are at the IRS and if you need to 
send out a tax form, you don’t sign 
your name at the top of the letter. If 
you work over at the Department of 

Agriculture and if you need to send out 
a newsletter, you don’t sign your name 
at the top, because everybody else in 
government uses what is called ‘‘pen-
alty mail.’’ It is the same stamp up at 
the top of a corner that any business-
person would use, that any bulk mail 
house would use. It is section 3202. It is 
called ‘‘penalty mail.’’ 

It reads: 
Subject to limitations imposed by sections 

3204 and 3207 of this title, there may be 
transmitted as penalty mail official mail of 
officers of the Government of the United 
States, the Smithsonian Institution, the 
Pan-American Union, the Pan-American 
Sanitary Bureau, the United States Employ-
ment Service, and the system of employment 
offices operated by it in conformity with the 
provisions of section 4949(c). 

Understand that we have a special 
section in the United States Code that 
deals with how mail gets out the door, 
because it is very difficult. We have 
only been doing it for a couple of hun-
dred years. It requires some special at-
tention from the United States Code, 
so we have a special section of the Code 
that allows officers of the Government 
of the United States, of the Smithso-
nian Institution, of the Pan-American 
Union, of the Pan-American Sanitary 
Bureau, and of the United States Em-
ployment Service some special dis-
pensation so they can get mail out the 
door. 

But was that good enough for Con-
gress? The answer is ‘‘no.’’ Congress 
has yet another special exception be-
yond the special exception, as is high-
lighted in section A, ‘‘officers of the 
Government of the United States other 
than Members of Congress,’’ because 
what we have is our special signature 
program. 

Mr. Speaker, we have got big things 
we have got to solve in this country— 
big things we have got to solve. You 
can’t solve those big things when folks 
believe that you are not telling them 
the truth about the little things. You 
have got to build trust with one an-
other. You have got to build trust with 
one another not just here in this insti-
tution but with our constituencies 
back home; but when people see what 
they think is free mail that is going 
out the door, it undermines that trust. 

I refer now to the House Manual, Mr. 
Speaker: 

Postal expenses incurred only when the 
frank is insufficient, such as certified, reg-
istered, insured, express, foreign mail, and 
stamped, self-addressed envelopes related to 
the recovery of official items, are reimburs-
able. Postage may not be used in lieu of the 
frank. 

I got to Capitol Hill, Mr. Speaker, 
and I thought: Do you know what? I 
know what it is like not to be on Cap-
itol Hill. I am going to go get a bulk 
mail permit. 

They said, No, ROB. You can’t get a 
bulk mail permit to send out mail on 
Capitol Hill. 

I said, Most of what I do isn’t bulk 
mail. I will go buy stamps to send that 
out. 

They said, No, ROB. You can’t buy 
stamps to send out mail. You have to 

sign your card. You have to put your 
signature on it. We have to have a spe-
cial congressional mail privilege for 
you. 

TAMMY DUCKWORTH and I—one Re-
publican, one Democrat—say we can do 
better than that. It is an election year. 
Do you know what happens in an elec-
tion year? The law of the land is: you 
can’t send out mail anymore. If I have 
a town hall meeting that is going on 
next week, I couldn’t have sent out an 
invitation last month to have invited 
you to come meet your Congressman. I 
couldn’t have sent out a newsletter 
last month to have told you what we 
were doing with the National Defense 
Authorization Act. I couldn’t have sent 
out a newsletter last month to have 
told you about an employment and jobs 
fair program that was going on, be-
cause the law of the land so recognizes 
this privilege as something that incum-
bents use to boost their election pros-
pects that it is banned in the 90 days 
before any election. 

So I ask you: If this practice is so of-
fensive that we ban it within 90 days 
before any election, why don’t we just 
do away with it altogether? If it is so 
offensive that it must be banned for 180 
days out of the year, why don’t we do 
away with it for the other 180 days, 
too? 

I don’t need my name on the front of 
every letter that goes out the door, and 
I don’t need someone to protect me 
from the challenges of buying stamps; 
but I have rules in place that prevent 
postage from being used in lieu of the 
frank. 

I serve on the Budget Committee, Mr. 
Speaker. I want to balance the Federal 
budget. We are not going to do it with 
this bill. I am the lead sponsor of the 
FairTax. It is the most fundamental re-
construction of our Tax Code that has 
happened since the income tax came 
into being in the early 1900s. It is the 
most prominently cosponsored piece of 
fundamental tax reform legislation in 
this body. Those are serious pieces of 
legislation. This is something minor— 
this is around the edges—but the Na-
tional Taxpayers Union has seen fit to 
say that repealing the so-called ‘‘frank-
ing privilege’’ is a simple reform to in-
troduce pay-as-you-go budgeting. It is 
absolutely right. Public Citizen hardly 
supports the Woodall-Duckworth legis-
lation to rein in the abuse of taxpayer- 
funded franked mail. 

I want to do the big things together, 
and I want to do the things that matter 
together. When silly things like this 
undermine the sacred trust that we 
have with our constituents, they need 
to go. Our colleagues who served in 
this body in the 1870s knew it. They 
abolished it, but they just couldn’t let 
it go, and they brought it back. Even 
The New York Times asked: Where was 
the outcry for free congressional mail? 
Why was it brought back yet again? 

I tried to get this done on my own. I 
say to my colleagues that I didn’t want 
to waste your time in this way. I tried 
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to go to the Chief Administrative Of-
fice to see if I could just get an excep-
tion so I didn’t have to send out this 
mail. I tried to go through the House 
Administration Committee to see if 
there was some sort of dispensation so 
that I could opt out of this system. I 
tried to go through the Office of the 
Speaker to see if my MRA could be 
spent in a different way so I didn’t 
have to perpetuate this. Again, it is a 
practice that is, apparently, so hideous 
it is outlawed for 180 days out of the 
year; but I couldn’t get any of those 
things done. 

Now it has come down to us to pass 
that simple line of code. It is a bipar-
tisan bill—ROB WOODALL, TAMMY 
DUCKWORTH, a host of other cosponsors. 
I invite you to join me to abolish the 
franking privilege. You are welcome to 
use our hashtag of ‘‘Stop the Frank’’ 
any time you feel like you can move 
that forward. We are not going to rees-
tablish trust overnight, but with one 
little accountability action at a time, 
we can do it. Let’s do this little one 
today. Let’s show up again and do an-
other one and tomorrow and do an-
other one and the next day and do an-
other one and the next day and do an-
other one. Then we are going to wake 
up a year from now or a month from 
now or a week from now, and we are 
going to find out that we have really 
made a difference together. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from North Carolina (Ms. 
FOXX), my friend from the Rules Com-
mittee. 

SKILLS GAP 
Ms. FOXX. I thank my colleague 

from Georgia. 
Mr. Speaker, I frequently hear from 

employers who are struggling to find 
employees with the right experience 
and technical skills to meet workforce 
needs. 

The passage of the bipartisan Work-
force Innovation and Opportunity Act 
was an important step for the millions 
of Americans who are looking for work 
and for the employers who have 5 mil-
lion-plus job opportunities that remain 
unfilled due to the skills gap. However, 
great jobs are still going unfilled. 
Americans are still missing out on re-
warding careers, and many businesses 
are still suffering. 

For example, in the AED Founda-
tion’s 2016 Workforce Survey Report, 
more than 50 percent of equipment dis-
tributors indicated that the skills gap 
hindered company growth and in-
creased costs and inefficiencies while 
nearly 75 percent said the lack of 
skilled technicians made it difficult to 
meet customer demand. 

It is imperative that the Department 
of Labor finalizes regulations for WIOA 
and that Congress strengthens the Carl 
D. Perkins Career and Technical Edu-
cation Act. 

I appreciate very much my friend 
from Georgia and my colleague on the 
Rules Committee for yielding to me in 
order to discuss this important issue to 
so many of us. 

Mr. WOODALL. If my colleagues 
don’t know, one is used to seeing the 
gentlewoman from North Carolina 
leading on the Education and the 
Workforce Committee. All day today, 
she has been leading on the Rules Com-
mittee—chairing those actions that are 
going on up there. I hoped she was here 
to file a rule to tell us that that proc-
ess had been moved right along, but we 
will have to wait for that. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 
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FLOODING IN THE STATE OF 
TEXAS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. AL GREEN) 
for 30 minutes. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rials on the subject of my Special 
Order. That subject, Mr. Speaker, will 
be flooding in the State of Texas. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-

er, I and a good many of my colleagues 
will speak tonight about circumstances 
that are occurring in Texas more often 
than we would care to see. In a sense, 
Mr. Speaker, this is a continuation of a 
mission of mercy that we embarked 
upon earlier this year when we were 
having flooding in Houston, Texas. 

These floods that we are having 
across the length and breadth of our 
State are causing great property dam-
age, and that is worthy of a lot of con-
sideration and it is worthy of being ad-
dressed on the floor of the House of 
Representatives. But we also have a 
good many lives that have been lost 
across the length and breadth of our 
State, and these, of course, are of para-
mount importance to us. So while we 
may make some references to the prop-
erty damages and there will be some 
things said about possible solutions, I 
believe that we will say a good deal 
about the lives that have been lost. 

At this time, Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Texas’ 27th Con-
gressional District (Mr. FARENTHOLD) 
to give his comments. 

Mr. FARENTHOLD has experienced 
some flooding, and I am honored to 
have him appear and tell us about what 
is happening to his constituents in the 
27th Congressional District. 

Mr. FARENTHOLD. Mr. Speaker, it 
is an honor and a privilege to be here. 

A little over a year ago, there were 
some horrible floods just outside the 
district I represent in Wimberley, 
Texas, that took the lives of several 
constituents vacationing there in Cor-

pus Christi, Texas. In fact, some of the 
bodies of the young children who per-
ished in that horrible flood have yet to 
be recovered. My family’s prayers and 
the prayers of the Nation go to those 
grieving families and the survivors and 
for the repose of the souls of those who 
passed. 

There has been a lot of flooding in 
Texas over the past year or so, just as 
recently as last week. I represent 
Wharton, Texas. The river in Wharton 
rose just as it had gotten repairs from 
the previous flood a few months ear-
lier. All the Sheetrock was newly in-
stalled and ready to go; and sure 
enough, another flood comes and the 
damage to the property continues. 

Unfortunately, the floods of last 
week and the previous weeks did not 
result in loss of life in the district that 
I represent. Thank the Lord for that. 

I tell you, in the past 14 months, an-
other county I represent, Bastrop, has 
experienced the worst flooding it has 
seen in 35 years. It is currently dealing 
with $2.5 million in damaged infra-
structure, and 20 roads still remain 
closed today. Of the 100-plus homes 
damaged in the past 14 months, more 
than half were determined to be 
unlivable, and four families still re-
main in temporary housing. 

Earlier, in Wharton County, more 
than 1,000 people were evacuated and 
150 homes flooded. It has really been 
tough. 

I was driving through and visited 
with the emergency management folks 
in Wharton. You look at the fields of 
green. I posted on Instagram the pic-
ture of a milo field. It said, ‘‘Amber 
waves of flooded grain.’’ Cotton fields 
are under water as well. 

In addition to the property damage, I 
think our farmers in Texas may suffer 
from an overabundance of water. As I 
grew up in a farming family, our com-
plaint was it either rained too much, 
too little, or at the wrong time. I will 
tell you that these floods have just 
been horrible in Texas. 

I do want to thank the folks from 
FEMA, the Federal Emergency Man-
agement Agency, for their quick re-
sponse. 

What it has told us is that we are 
taking way too much time for projects 
to stem the flooding, levees and the 
like, to get approved by the Army 
Corps of Engineers and the other Fed-
eral agencies. The funding for it is dif-
ficult to come by. 

We end up spending all this money 
with FEMA. If some of that money 
were redirected to preventive mainte-
nance or preventing these floods, we 
might save lives and certainly save 
property as well. I think it is some-
thing that this Congress should look 
at: preventing problems rather than 
just reacting to them. 

I also want to commend the first re-
sponders and the emergency manage-
ment personnel throughout Texas who 
have done so much. I also want to offer 
my thoughts and prayers to those 
brave servicemen who perished in 
Texas in the training exercises as well. 
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It has been a tough few months here 

back in Texas. But you know what? We 
are Texans, and we will survive. We 
will mourn those we have lost, and we 
will rebuild, and we will continue to re-
flect that which is the greatest of the 
American spirit: perseverance through 
adversity. 

I thank Mr. AL GREEN for the oppor-
tunity to speak. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. FARENTHOLD) for the unity that is 
engendered by his being here tonight. 

It is important for people to know 
that this is not a time for Democrats 
or a time for Republicans. This is a 
time for Texans to come together and 
to talk about some of the concerns 
that we have and to remember those 
who have lost their lives in these 
floods. 

At this time, I am honored to yield 
to a neighbor who is from the 22nd Con-
gressional District of Texas. He is 
south of me. Of course, I speak of the 
Honorable PETE OLSON. We are honored 
to have him with us tonight, and we 
welcome your commentary about some 
of the concerns in your district and, in-
deed, across the State. 

I yield to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. OLSON). 

Mr. OLSON. Mr. Speaker, I thank my 
friend and neighbor to the east, Mr. AL 
GREEN, for holding this very Special 
Order about floods we have had in 
Texas. 

It has been a rough year in Texas’ 
22nd Congressional District. Last Me-
morial Day, we had the 100-year flood 
and lost one life, one who drove into a 
flooded small creek and died in their 
vehicle. 

Tax day 2016, there was lots of street 
flooding. I had to move my pickup 
truck off my street before it was taken 
over by the water. 

The worst came 2 weeks ago, the 500- 
year flood. The Brazos River came out 
of its banks like never before. That 
river cuts through the heart of my dis-
trict. It first hit Simonton, a small 
town in the northwest part of Fort 
Bend County. They had a mandatory 
evacuation on May 29. Every home, ex-
cept for 12, left. Almost all the homes 
have been flooded. 

Next, was Richmond and Rosenberg. 
Two days after Simonton, they, too, 
had mandatory evacuations and had 
homes north of the railroad track 
flooded. 

Next came my hometown of Sugar 
Land. We had to cancel our Memorial 
Day celebration because our park was 
flooded. 

Next came Missouri City, Sienna 
Plantation, floods there. It crossed 
over Brazoria County and went down to 
Rosharon, and that place was flooded 
out as well. Luckily, God willing, we 
lost no lives these past couple of 
weeks. 

I saw the greatest in Texans this past 
week. I put 500 miles on my pickup 
truck in 8 days. At our Fort Bend 
emergency command operations cen-

ter, people from all over the region had 
taken pizza, Chick-fil-A, coffee, Ship-
ley Do-Nuts, kolaches, making sure 
these people who were working 24/7 are 
fed. 

I saw an old-fashioned cattle drive. 
Sheriff Troy Nehls led other sheriffs on 
a cattle drive, moving some cattle 
down flooded 90, away from the threat 
of floods. 

But the best, my friend, was 2 days 
ago. My wife, Nancy, and I drove over 
the river and went down to Rosenberg, 
Texas, to be with B.F. Terry High 
School. There was a recovery center 
giving out goods to people in need. This 
effort was started by what is called The 
Church, Second Mile Ministry, and 
Lamar Consolidated Independent 
School District, who opened up B.F. 
Terry High School. Every single day 
they said, ‘‘We need more rooms. We 
have to have more space,’’ and they got 
it. 

Nancy and I were assigned to stuffing 
small bags with one roll of toilet paper, 
a toothbrush, some toothpaste, some 
shampoo, some soap, and a razor. We 
were supervised by three young ladies: 
Rachel, Isabella, and Layla. They were 
a true team of Texans, my friend. I 
called Rachel ‘‘the skipper’’ because, 
man, she was in charge. I called Isa-
bella ‘‘the executive officer’’ because 
she was number two in making sure ev-
erything worked well. And Layla was 
‘‘the weapons officer.’’ Don’t mess with 
Layla. I failed my inspection the first 
two times. I could not get the bag 
closed. They got on my back and made 
sure that I closed that bag so people 
could have all they needed in times of 
crisis. 

That is what makes Texas so great, 
my friend: not waiting for D.C., but 
neighbors helping neighbors in need. 
Those ladies know what the Bible says: 
love thy neighbor more than thyself. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman for not only 
what he has said tonight, but for what 
he has been doing in his district to help 
persons in times of need. It is greatly 
appreciated by his constituents, and I 
greatly appreciate you coming to the 
floor tonight to let people know that 
we in Texas are standing together, and 
we are going to work together and we 
will get through this, but it won’t hurt 
if we can get a little bit of help. 

I am honored to have another col-
league, who has a district that is in 
Houston. Of course, he has been in Con-
gress for many years, and I consider 
him a very dear friend, the Honorable 
GENE GREEN, from the 29th Congres-
sional District in Houston, Texas. 

I yield to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GENE GREEN). 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank my colleague and 
namesake from Houston, Congressman 
AL GREEN. I appreciate his effort, both 
on the legislation that we are cospon-
sors of, but also setting up these Spe-
cial Orders. It is great to have bipar-
tisan support. 

As we found out in Houston, it 
doesn’t matter if you are a Democrat 

or a Republican. If your house gets 
flooded, your cars get flooded, in some 
cases, the lives of your family and your 
neighbors are in jeopardy, as Texans, 
we work together. 

I have watched this over the years 
because we have had some terrible 
floods over the years, whether it be 
Tropical Storm Allison in 2001, Hurri-
cane Ike in 2008, or what we are seeing 
now in May of 2015, which we called the 
Memorial Day flooding that was dev-
astating and included more than 11 
inches of rain and $3 billion in damage. 
But in April of 2016, this year, Houston 
and areas experienced what we call the 
devastating tax day flooding on April 
18 that claimed lives and caused hun-
dreds of millions of dollars in damage. 

In the last 3 weeks, just before Me-
morial Day, we also have seen historic 
rainfalls and subsequent flooding. The 
rain in the Houston area has ceased, 
but downstream in Brazoria County is 
my colleague from Fort Bend, just 
southwest of Houston, the flooding has 
continued. An estimated 200,000 resi-
dents, nearly two-thirds of the popu-
lation of Brazoria County, have been 
affected by the flooding. Once again, I 
stand before this body while southeast 
Texas is under water. 

Once again, I stand with my Houston 
colleagues and ask the House of Rep-
resentatives to give our constituents 
the resources we need to protect lives 
and property in the future. 

I have worked with my colleague, AL 
GREEN, on H.R. 5025, to appropriate $311 
million to complete our bayou system. 
These projects are not imaginary. They 
are ideas that would help, and these 
projects during the process would save 
lives. These are projects that the Corps 
of Engineers have said that they have 
approved. We just don’t have the 
money to complete them. 

In the Houston area, we have a num-
ber of bayou systems that actually 
start in Congressman OLSON’s, Con-
gressman AL GREEN’s, Congressman 
CULBERSON’s, and Congressman 
MCCAUL’s districts. But it runs through 
my area because I have the eastern side 
of Harris County, where Buffalo Bayou 
and the Houston Ship Channel are lo-
cated. We are downstream from those, 
and we see that flooding ourselves. I 
ask the House to bring our bill to the 
floor and to help mitigate the suffering 
of these thousands of Texans. 

Earlier this month, our office re-
ceived early notification that the 
United States is entering hurricane 
season as of June 1. Once again, the 
problem could be expanded. Like I said 
earlier, in 2001, Tropical Storm Allison 
hit the Texas Gulf Coast and dev-
astated my area of east and north 
Houston. In 2008, Hurricane Ike caused 
citywide flooding and hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars in damage. Again, it 
came over our district in east Harris 
County. 

Now we face another hurricane sea-
son with the possibility of extended 
damage and no protection for our vul-
nerable citizens. Houstonians continue 
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to suffer the effects of Mother Nature, 
and we have the ability to help them. 
The President has declared Houston a 
disaster area a number of times. 

Again, with hurricane season upon 
us, we would like to see that Congress 
responds and acts on H.R. 5025 as the 
best option now. 

b 1930 

Again, these are flood control 
projects that have been approved. We 
just don’t have the money. Of course, 
in Houston, Harris County, we have a 
flood control district that we pay our 
property tax to. They have to come up 
with a match for the Federal funding, 
so it is not all Federal funding taking 
care of our problems. It is actually 
local folks also paying up to be able to 
keep our houses and homes from flood-
ing and our families and neighbors 
from drowning. 

Again, I ask my colleagues to sup-
port H.R. 5025. I want to thank my col-
league, AL GREEN, for his leadership on 
this. We will continue to ask our col-
leagues to help even through this hur-
ricane season. It doesn’t end until typi-
cally the end of October. Again, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding to 
me. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. I thank my 
colleague for coming to the floor. I 
know a good many of his constitu-
ents—he and I are often in each other’s 
districts. I know that they are exceed-
ingly pleased that he has taken up this 
cause. My hope is that he and I will 
continue with this mission of mercy, if 
you will, such that we will bring to fru-
ition some solutions for the problems 
that we encounter not only in Houston, 
but also across the length and breadth 
of our State. 

I am honored to yield, Mr. Speaker, 
to the gentleman from the 20th Con-
gressional District of Texas (Mr. CAS-
TRO), who is in Congress not as a neo-
phyte. I believe he has been here now 
into his second term. He has done an 
outstanding job since he arrived in 
Congress. We are honored to hear from 
him about some of his concerns and his 
constituents. 

Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank Congressman GREEN for yielding 
me this time and for organizing to-
night’s discussion on the devastation 
our State has seen in recent weeks and 
months. I know that his city of Hous-
ton has experienced truly horrific 
flooding and destruction, and I offer 
my condolences to him and to the en-
tire Houston community. 

These storms have been severe and 
deadly. We all mourn the loss of nine 
soldiers training at Fort Hood whose 
lives were taken way too soon in flood-
waters last week. Six other people 
across Texas have also died as a result 
of the storms as well. My prayers are 
with the families and loved ones of all 
those whose lives were claimed by this 
terrible flooding. 

Some of the most destructive weath-
er that my hometown, San Antonio, 
experienced was back in April when 

three hailstorms struck our city. The 
Insurance Council of Texas estimates 
that those storms caused more than $2 
billion in damage, and the Council 
projects $1.93 billion in losses from 
auto and homeowner claims. 

It is not unusual for San Antonio to 
get a foot of rain by early June each 
year, but rainfall totals are already 
double that amount so far in 2016. All 
of this precipitation is a major eco-
nomic hit to our city, and it poses a 
real threat to people’s well-being. 

I urge folks in San Antonio and 
across Texas to educate themselves on 
storm and flood safety. I also encour-
age Texans who have questions about 
what help the Federal Government can 
provide during this trying time to 
reach out to their Members of Con-
gress. You see a number of us here on 
the House floor tonight drawing atten-
tion to this issue, specifically the issue 
of flooding in Texas. We are deeply 
concerned, and we are here to offer any 
assistance that we can. 

I would also say to Congressman 
GREEN that in addition to what has 
been the tragic loss of life and the obvi-
ous property destruction wrought by 
these floods, there is also an untold 
cost in the flooding. I grew up in a few 
neighborhoods in San Antonio where 
we didn’t have sidewalks, for example. 

Often in lower income areas or even 
in middle-income areas, older parts of 
the city that don’t have sidewalks and 
don’t have the proper infrastructure to 
deal with even mid-level flooding. Peo-
ple’s basements or garages will flood, 
ruining a lot of property. These are 
folks who oftentimes are renters or 
don’t have insurance, and so there is 
really no recourse for them. They end 
up just paying the price. 

It really speaks to the importance of 
the work that we do, the States do, and 
the local governments do in making 
sure that infrastructure is properly 
built, that it is built across cities and 
counties, and that flooding is pre-
vented everywhere it can be. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I greatly appreciate the gentleman 
sharing time with us on the floor to-
night. He has spoken very eloquently 
about some of the concerns that go be-
yond the visible property damages. 

Ostensibly things happen, but there 
are some other things that are hap-
pening that we don’t always uncover. 
When these things happen to poor peo-
ple, the damages can exceed far more 
than the eye can see. I am grateful 
that he has called some of these things 
to our attention. Thank you very 
much. 

At this time, I am going to call upon 
another colleague. All of these are dear 
friends. These are persons who have 
come to the floor tonight, quite frank-
ly, not in a bipartisan effort, but more 
in a nonpartisan effort. There is no 
partisanship associated with what we 
do. We work together on these issues. 

I am honored to yield to the gen-
tleman from the 14th Congressional 
District, the Honorable RANDY WEBER. 

He is one of my neighbors as well. I 
welcome you, and I yield to him, my 
dear friend. 

Mr. WEBER of Texas. I thank my 
good friend, Congressman GREEN from 
Houston, for yielding to me. I appre-
ciate that. He is the consummate gen-
tleman. I appreciate him lining this up 
and helping us to draw attention to it. 

Mr. Speaker, all the recent rains in 
Texas have devastated parts of up to 31 
counties in our beloved State. Gov-
ernor Greg Abbott has declared them a 
disaster area. I happen to represent the 
lower half of Brazoria County, from the 
south side of Alvin going south, and it 
has been the recipient of a lot of flood-
ing. 

On Monday, I toured the Emergency 
Management Office Command Center 
in Angleton, Texas, which is the coun-
ty seat for Brazoria County. I was priv-
ileged to meet with County Judge Matt 
Sebesta and others as I was introduced 
to the Brazoria County first responders 
working night and day to take care of 
our citizens, our citizens’ animals and 
their livestock, and their property as 
much as we could. 

I was also privileged, Mr. Speaker, to 
go up in a Texas DPS helicopter with 
two of our great Department of Public 
Safety pilots. Wow. What devastation, 
Congressman GREEN, in Brazoria Coun-
ty. I have pictures on my iPhone. I 
mean, it is just unbelievable the flood-
ed areas. The devastation and destruc-
tion is astounding. Waters from the 
Brazos River, the San Bernard, and 
other creeks and bayous are out of 
their banks and wreaking havoc in our 
area. 

Mr. Speaker, I want my constituents 
to know that our office is already on 
the ground in the area, already work-
ing to ensure that FEMA is in gear, 
and that our constituents are taken 
care of. I would like to give a shout out 
to my great staff, Ms. Dodie Arm-
strong, Ms. Carmen Galvan, and Jed 
Webb, who have been on the ground 
there at the Emergency Management 
Center monitoring this almost night 
and day and interfacing with the coun-
ty to provide them any assistance 
needed. We have assured Brazoria 
County that anything we can do, as my 
good friend JOAQUIN CASTRO was say-
ing, from our end to assist, we would be 
glad to do that. 

Let me just add that we, too, mourn 
the loss of the Fort Hood soldiers. Our 
thoughts and prayers go out to them 
and their families. 

Mr. Speaker, we will bounce back 
from this. Our great Brazoria County 
first responders are on top of the situa-
tion, and our great Brazoria County 
folks are resilient. I have to say that 
about Congressman GREEN’s Houston 
constituents as well, our Texas people. 

I have lived on the Gulf Coast of 
Texas almost 63 years. In fact, it will 
be 63 years this July 2nd coming up. I 
have seen nothing quite of this mag-
nitude in flooding in our area, but I 
have seen a lot of hurricanes, a lot of 
disasters. Texans are a resilient people. 
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They are going to need our help. They 
are going to need our prayers. They are 
going to need some time to heal and 
get back to business as usual. 

I want to say, again, thank you to 
my good friend, AL GREEN from Hous-
ton, for setting this up in a very bipar-
tisan way. We just appreciate that. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the Honorable RANDY 
WEBER. I especially thank him for sign-
ing on early to the legislation that 
Congressman GENE GREEN called to our 
attention. I appreciate it greatly. We 
look forward to working with the gen-
tleman. I thank him for the out-
standing effort. 

Mr. Speaker, you heard one of our 
Members mention that we were having 
100-year and 500-year floods. This is de-
batable, I suppose, whether they are 
100-year floods or 500-year floods, but 
there is one fact that is beyond dis-
pute. It is beyond reproach. The fact is 
this: We are having billion dollar 
floods. Billion dollar floods, Mr. Speak-
er, in Houston, Texas. 

Within the last year, a little more 
than a year now, but within a 12-month 
period of time, Houston, Texas, has 
been declared a disaster area twice. 
Twice. Over the last 20 years, billions 
of dollars spent, and we have had 4 to 
5 days of flooding each year over the 
last 20 years. 

This flooding is causing great harm 
to property. There are people who have 
just moved back into their homes, Mr. 
Speaker, and they find themselves now 
being evicted by floodwaters again, 
waters that they cannot extricate 
themselves from. Their homes are sta-
tionary and fixed. They have to cope 
with these floods. They have to cope 
with their life after the floods. We are 
here tonight to let the country know 
that we in Houston, Texas, are tough. 
We are Texas tough. But there is some-
thing that we can do to help the people 
in Houston, Texas. 

I don’t want to talk about that right 
now, to be quite candid with you. After 
losing the lives of our military persons 
in Fort Hood, Texas, I believe it is very 
important for us to make some special 
reference to them. These are people 
who have served this country, who 
were prepared to live and die for the 
country. They are persons who were in 
training, and they were among the fin-
est that we have. I regret that we have 
lost them. 

All lives are precious. All lives are 
special. I came to the floor earlier, and 
I recited the names of persons who had 
lost their lives, some 16 persons in the 
Memorial Day flood and the tax day 
flood. At this time, I believe it nec-
essary and appropriate to mention the 
persons who lost their lives in Fort 
Hood, nine soldiers. 

Mr. Speaker, we had a staff sergeant 
lose his life, Staff Sergeant Miguel 
Angel Colonvazquez, 38 years of age. 
Mr. Speaker, he served with honor. He 
received five Army Commendation 
Medals and Army Achievement Medals, 
three Army Good Conduct Medals, two 

Korea Defense Service Medals, the 
Army Service Ribbon, the North Atlan-
tic Treaty Organization Medal, and 
other honors as well. 

Specialist Yingming Sun, age 25, 
from California. He received the Na-
tional Defense Service Medal, the Glob-
al War on Terrorism Medal, the Korea 
Defense Service Medal, the Army Serv-
ice Ribbon, the Overseas Service Rib-
bon. 

Specialist Christine Faith Arm-
strong, age 27, from California. She re-
ceived the National Defense Service 
Medal, Global War on Terrorism Medal, 
Korea Defense Service Medal, Army 
Service Ribbon, and the Overseas Serv-
ice Ribbon. 

Private First Class Brandon Austin 
Banner, 22 years of age. He received the 
National Defense Service Medal, Global 
War on Terrorism Medal, Korea De-
fense Service Medal, Army Service Rib-
bon, Overseas Service Ribbon, Marks-
manship Qualification Badge. 

Private First Class Zachery Nathan-
iel Fuller, age 23, Floridian. He re-
ceived the National Defense Service 
Medal, Global War on Terrorism Medal, 
Army Service Ribbon. 

Private Isaac Lee Deleon, age 19. He 
received the National Defense Service 
Medal, Global War on Terrorism Medal, 
Army Service Ribbon. 

Private Eddy Gates, age 20, North 
Carolina. She received the National 
Defense Service Medal, Global War on 
Terrorism Medal, Army Service Rib-
bon. 

Private Tysheena James, age 21. She 
received the National Defense Service 
Medal, Global War on Terrorism Medal, 
Army Service Ribbon. 

Finally, Cadet Mitchell Alexander 
Winey, age 21. He was majoring in En-
gineering Management at West Point. 

Mr. Speaker, I am grateful for the 
time, and I would like to close with 
this, if you will allow. All of these peo-
ple were meeting the measure of life 
that Ruth Smeltzer called to our atten-
tion: Some measure their lives by days 
and years, others by heartthrobs, pas-
sions and tears; but the surest measure 
under God’s sun is what for others in 
your lifetime have you done. 

b 1945 

These were persons who were com-
mitted to doing for others in this great 
country; and they were committed to 
doing it to the extent that, unfortu-
nately, with all of their honors, they 
lost their lives in circumstances from 
which they could not extricate them-
selves under adverse weather condi-
tions. 

I believe that they are worthy of a 
moment of a silence. They are worthy 
of much more, to be quite candid with 
you, but I believe that tonight this 
House should recognize all of them and 
all of those who have lost their lives 
with a moment of silence. And I shall 
ask that we engage in such at this 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, I would have the fami-
lies of all of them note that they may 

be gone physically, but they will never 
be forgotten. We want the record to 
show that they served their country 
with distinction and with honor. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in recognition of the ongo-
ing flooding in my home state of Texas. Texas 
has experienced numerous incidences of 
heavy rain and extreme weather events since 
last summer, which have resulted in extensive 
flooding, property damage, and tragic loss of 
life. 

Flooding and heavy rain has affected much 
of our vast state this spring. Flood warnings 
continue throughout Dallas County along the 
Trinity River this week, while my district has 
been the focus of flash flooding and severe 
weather for the better part of this year. Further 
throughout Texas, rain gauges at the Austin- 
Bergstrom International Airport, College Sta-
tion-Bryan, and San Angelo have recorded the 
wettest spring seasons on record for these 
areas. 

Recent flooding in Texas has so far claimed 
the lives of 16 individuals and has resulted in 
significant costs associated with property dam-
age. Even more alarming is the fact that these 
catastrophic floods seem to be occurring with 
greater severity and frequency over time. 
More than ever, we need to recognize the ef-
fects of climate change on our normal weather 
systems. Before we can begin to seriously ad-
dress these severe acts of nature, we must 
trace these events back to their root cause. 
Climate change is undeniably a significant 
contributing factor of the increase in frequency 
and severity of these storms. 

The State of Texas has fostered a strong 
relationship with our federal partners, such as 
the Department of Homeland Security, to de-
liver critical funding and emergency response 
for rescue and clean-up efforts. As long as 
these floods continue, we need to continue to 
build on our cooperation and work over the 
past year by not only improving our response 
to current events, but also by taking deliberate 
steps to mitigate future risks. 

Mr. Speaker, the extreme weather events 
that we are experiencing in Texas are em-
blematic of the potentially devastating con-
sequences of climate change—and this is only 
the beginning. As we continue our efforts to 
assist the people of Texas, I urge for more 
federal assistance in our fight to address the 
recent rain and flooding while also mitigating 
future flooding concerns throughout the state. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, on April 
17–18, 2016 Houston experienced a historic 
flood event that claimed the lives of eight peo-
ple; damaged over 1,150 households; dis-
rupted hundreds of businesses; closed com-
munity centers, schools, and places of worship 
due to flood waters. 

On Monday, April 25, I led a tour and held 
a press conference with the Army Corps of 
Engineers, local and state elected officials to 
focus on the damaged caused by the flood 
and to refocus our efforts on reducing the 
damage and frequency of flooding in the 
Houston area. 

On April 25, President Obama granted the 
request for federal Individual Assistance for 
Harris County residences and business own-
ers who were affected by severe weather and 
flooding. I would like to thank all the local, 
state and federal officials who helped in mak-
ing this possible. 
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On May 3, 2016, I held a town hall for the 

residents of Houston, which includes my con-
stituents in the 18th Congressional District so 
that they could learn from FEMA what re-
sources were available to assist them with re-
covery. 

Unfortunately, that was not the end of the 
story of flooding in Houston for 2016—in early 
June another record setting rainfall led to cata-
strophic flooding throughout the Houston area. 

At the beginning of this month Houston 
once again was flooded and another Disaster 
Assistance request was submitted to the 
White House. 

I am grateful to the President and the great 
work of those at the Department of Homeland 
Security who worked tirelessly to help people 
after both events. 

I spoke on the House Floor several times 
over the last six weeks about the floods and 
the suffering caused by the waters that came 
through our communities—damaging homes, 
our schools, places of business, and our 
places of worship. 

I am gratified that the House approved my 
amendments to The Energy and Water Appro-
priations Act which will help facilitate the $3 
million needed to fund the Army Corps of En-
gineers’ Houston Regional Watershed Assess-
ment flood risk management feasibility study. 

The Energy and Water Appropriations Act 
for Fiscal Year 2017 (H.R. 5055) provides that 
the Secretary of the Army may initiate up to 
six new study starts during fiscal year 2017, 
and that five of those studies are to consist of 
studies where the majority of the benefits are 
derived from flood and storm damage reduc-
tion or from navigation transportation savings. 

My discussion on the House floor about 
Jackson Lee Amendment with Chairman SIMP-
SON and Ranking Member KAPTUR of the En-
ergy and Water Appropriations Subcommittee 
made a compelling case and legislative record 
that the Houston Regional Watershed Assess-
ment Flood Risk Management Feasibility study 
is most deserving to be selected by the Sec-
retary of the Army as one of the new study 
starts. 

The Energy and Water Appropriations Act is 
still under consideration in the House, and I 
continue to work with my colleagues in moving 
this important effort forward. 

The Houston Regional Watershed Assess-
ment study is critically needed given the fre-
quency and severity of historic-level flood 
events in recent years in and around the 
Houston metropolitan area. 

The purpose of the Houston Regional Wa-
tershed Assessment is to identify risk reduc-
tion measures and optimize performance from 
a multi-objective systems performance per-
spective of the regional network of nested and 
intermingled watersheds, reservoir dams, flood 
flow conveyance channels, storm water deten-
tion basins, and related Flood Risk Manage-
ment (FRM) infrastructure. 

Special emphasis of the study, which covers 
22 primary watersheds within Harris County’s 
1,756 square miles, will be placed on extreme 
flood events that exceed the system capacity 
resulting in impacts to asset conditions/func-
tions and loss of life. 

The Federal government should not run 
every aspect of our lives—but it is an umbrella 

on a rainy day—it is a shelter in a powerful 
storm. 

The Federal government is help when no 
other source of help can meet the challenges 
we may be facing is sufficient. 

It takes all sectors of a community to effec-
tively prepare for, protect against, respond to, 
recover from, and mitigate against any dis-
aster. 

We come together as community—we come 
together as Houstonians—we come together 
as Texans and yes—we come together as 
Americans to provide support, help and assist-
ance to each other during difficult times. 

This is a difficult time for many in our city of 
Houston. 

Some of those who were hit hard by the 
flood are here tonight, but there are many oth-
ers who suffered losses who were not able to 
be here. 

I ask that you take material with you to 
share with your neighbors, friends, family, and 
co-workers who had flood damage or eco-
nomic impacts due to the flood, but were not 
able to join us tonight so that they can get the 
help they may need to recover from the his-
toric flooding. 

You may qualify for FEMA Individual Assist-
ance grants of up to $33,000 from the federal 
government, and low-interest disaster loans 
from the U.S. Small Business Administration. 

An estimated 240 billion gallons of water fell 
in the Houston area over a 12 hour period, 
which resulted in several areas exceeding the 
100 to 500 year flood event record. 

The records on floods are based upon the 
time period of rain fall, the location of the rain 
fall, and the duration of the event over a wa-
tershed. 

The areas that experienced these historic 
rain falls in April were west of 1–45, north of 
I–10, and Greens Bayou. 

An estimated 140 billion gallons of water fell 
over the Cypress Creek, Spring Creek, and 
Addicks watershed in just 14 hours. 

The flooding problems in the Houston area 
are frequent, widespread, and severe, with 
projects to reduce flood risks in place that are 
valued at several billion dollars. 

Recent historical flooding in the region was 
documented in 1979, 1980, 1983, 1989, 1993, 
1994, 1997, 2001 (Tropical Storm Allison), 
2006, 2007, and 2008 (Hurricane Ike). 

In 2015, the Houston and surrounding area 
experienced widespread historic flooding; and 
again two weeks ago we saw significant flood-
ing damage and loss of life during the 12 hour 
flood event from April 17–18, 2016. 

On June 6, 2016, I held a tour of the flood 
damage in Houston, Texas with the President 
and CEO of The American Red Cross Gail 
McGovern: 

Following the flooding in April I worked with 
FEMA and the city of Houston to provide 
housing to those left homeless by the flooding 
in April. 

Organized a Houston area delegation letter 
to appropriators to fund a study. 

Sent letters to appropriators on the impact 
of flooding on the region and requested that a 
similar effort to deal with storm surge be un-
dertaken for the upper Texas Gulf Coast. 

On March 10, 2016, I held what is likely one 
of the first Congressional events to raise pub-

lic awareness regarding Zika Virus and to as-
certain the needs of local and state agencies 
who would be responsible for responding to 
the threat. 

On June 1, 2016, CDC reports are there are 
1,732 confirmed Zika cases in the continental 
United States and U.S. Territories. 

Cases of the Zika Virus have been reported 
in every state in the United States except 
Alaska; Idaho; North Dakota; South Dakota; 
and Wisconsin. 

At that meeting I called for the following di-
rectives to happen: 

1. Establish a national task force to discuss 
the Zika virus; 

The First meeting of the Task Force oc-
curred on Tuesday, June 7, 2016. 

Other objectives that I outlined included: 
2. Creation of public service messages ex-

plaining what the word DEET means and why 
it is important to protect yourself with insect 
repellant; 

3. We must make sure that untreated mos-
quito bed netting is available to women and 
girls in high risk areas; 

4. Post posters in all public hospitals high-
lighting the dangers of the Zika virus and how 
one can protect themselves from the Zika 
virus; 

5. Hold a MAJOR briefing in Houston with 
officials from the CDC regarding the Zika 
virus; 

6. Conduct a Houston/Harris County Public 
service campaign to inform the community 
about traveling to Zika Virus mosquito borne 
infected regions around the world; and 

7. We must secure public and private funds 
to cleanup illegally dumped tires and other de-
bris where mosquitos may breed near people. 

We must also rethink how testing is con-
ducted for the Zika Virus. 

Dr. Peter Hotez, Dean of the School of 
Tropical Medicine at Baylor College of Medi-
cine recommends that an aggressive testing 
and disease surveillance approach be adopted 
for areas of greatest risk along the Gulf Coast 
like the city of Houston. 

Sub-tropical climate; 
Areas of Extreme Poverty; 
Presence of the most threatening Zika Virus 

carrying mosquitoes the Aedes Aegypti; 
Mosquito breeding conditions that are sup-

portive of spread of the disease from travelers 
who come to the Houston area with the ill-
ness. 

The CDC guidance for persons who seek 
testing for the disease should allow for greater 
testing in areas that have these conditions 
along the Gulf Coast from Texas to Florida. 

Mosquito surveillance along the Gulf Coast 
is not even nor as well-resourced as it once 
was due to budget cuts and a lack of concern 
regarding mosquito borne disease, which has 
greatly reduced capacity and competence in 
this critical area. 

The mosquito that carries Zika Virus is 
known as the greatest killer of people—it is 
also known as the yellow fever mosquito. 

This Aedes mosquito is the real threat and 
it must be battled from the neighborhood level 
up to the county or parish level. 

President Obama’s request for $1.9 Billion 
in Zika Virus Emergency Response Funding. 
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The Senate passed a Zika Virus Appropria-

tions of $1.1 billion, but unfortunately the 
House only provided $622 million. 

The Senate has called for a conference to 
reconcile the differences between the two bills. 

The CDC reported on May 30, 2016, that it 
has confirmed cases of the Zika Virus include 
279 pregnant women in the United States or 
U.S. Territories. 

This number is double the number of cases 
reported the previous week. 

The CDC is reporting all pregnant women 
who have ‘‘any laboratory evidence’’ of pos-
sible infection, no matter what. 

The CDC made the change after seeing re-
ports of asymptomatic pregnant women— 
women with no symptoms who delivered chil-
dren with known Zika Virus birth defects. 

These are sobering and troubling numbers 
this early in our mosquito season. 

These cases of Zika Virus include both trav-
el related and those that were contracted from 
mosquito bites. 

The 13 Local Cases of the Zika Virus are all 
travel related thus far. 

Seven cases of the Zika Virus recorded by 
Harris County Public Health Environmental 
Services. 

Six reported by the City of Houston Public 
Health Department Reported cases of the Zika 
Virus. 

We know that 4 in 5 people who contract 
the Zika Virus have no symptoms. 

This is especially problematic for pregnant 
women who may become infected with the 
Zika Virus and have no symptoms. 

Although the contracting of the disease is 
most associated with mosquitoes it has been 
transmitted sexually. 

This presents other challenges to Zika Virus 
public education and preparedness. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 7 o’clock and 46 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 2203 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. BYRNE) at 10 o’clock and 
3 minutes p.m. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 5278, PUERTO RICO OVER-
SIGHT, MANAGEMENT, AND ECO-
NOMIC STABILITY ACT 

Mr. WOODALL, from the Committee 
on Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 114–610) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 770) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 5278) to establish an Over-
sight Board to assist the Government 
of Puerto Rico, including instrumen-
talities, in managing its public fi-
nances, and for other purposes, which 

was referred to the House Calendar and 
ordered to be printed. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 5325, LEGISLATIVE BRANCH 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2017 

Mr. WOODALL, from the Committee 
on Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 114–611) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 771) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 5325) making appropria-
tions for the Legislative Branch for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2017, 
and for other purposes, which was re-
ferred to the House Calendar and or-
dered to be printed. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. HARDY (at the request of Mr. 
MCCARTHY) for today and the balance 
of the week on account of a death in 
the family. 

Mr. JEFFRIES (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for June 7 and today. 

Mr. PAYNE (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of being 
in district. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California (at 
the request of Ms. PELOSI) for today. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 10 o’clock and 4 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, June 9, 2016, at 10 a.m. for 
morning-hour debate. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

5627. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel for Regulations, Office of the Sec-
retary, Department of Housing and Urban 
Development, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Removal of the Equal 
Employment Opportunity; Policy, Proce-
dures and Programs Regulation [Docket No.: 
FR-5645-F-01] (RIN: 2501-AD78) received June 
7, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Pub-
lic Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

5628. A letter from the Secretary, Division 
of Corporation Finance, Securities and Ex-
change Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s interim final rule — Form 10-K 
Summary [Release No.: 34-77969; File No.: S7- 
09-16] (RIN: 3235-AL89) received June 3, 2016, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

5629. A letter from the Chief Counsel, Na-
tional Telecommunications and Information 
Administration, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Revision to the Manual of Regulations and 

Procedures for Federal Radio Frequency 
Management [Docket No.: 160523450-6450-01] 
(RIN: 0660-AA32) received June 7, 2016, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

5630. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
Regulations Policy and Management Staff, 
FDA, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Food Additives Permitted in 
Feed and Drinking Water of Animals; Chro-
mium Propionate [Docket No.: FDA-2014-F- 
0232] received June 7, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

5631. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Staff, FDA, 
Department of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s Major final 
rule — Food Labeling: Revision of the Nutri-
tion and Supplement Facts Labels [Docket 
No.: FDA-2012-N-1210] (RIN: 0910-AF22) re-
ceived June 7, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

5632. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Export Administration, Bureau of Indus-
try and Security, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Revisions to Definitions in the Export Ad-
ministration Regulations [Docket No.: 
141016858-6004-02] (RIN: 0694-AG32) received 
June 3, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

5633. A letter from the Senior Procurement 
Executive, Office of Acquisition Policy, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting 
the Administration’s final rule — General 
Services Administration Acquisition Regula-
tion (GSAR); Rewrite of GSAR Part 515, Con-
tracting by Negotiation [GSAR Case 2008- 
G506; Docket 2008-0007; Sequence 14] (RIN: 
3090-AI76) received June 7, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Oversight and Government Reform. 

5634. A letter from the Senior Procurement 
Executive, Office of Acquisition Policy, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting 
the Administration’s final rule — General 
Services Administration Acquisition Regula-
tion (GSAR); Rewrite of GSAR Part 517, Spe-
cial Contracting Methods [GSAR Change 71; 
GSAR Case 2007-G500; Docket No.: 2008-0007; 
Sequence No.: 3] (RIN: 3090-AI51) received 
June 7, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

5635. A letter from the Senior Procurement 
Executive, Office of Acquisition Policy, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting 
the Administration’s final rule — General 
Services Administration Acquisition Regula-
tion (GSAR); Purchasing by Non-Federal En-
tities [GSAR Change 73; GSAR Case 2010- 
G511; Docket No.: 2014-0008; Sequence No.: 1] 
(RIN: 3090-AJ43) received June 7, 2016, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Oversight and Government Reform. 

5636. A letter from the Acting Chief, Uni-
fied Listing Team, Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Department of the Interior, transmitting the 
Department’s final rule — Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife and Plants; Designation 
of Critical Habitat for the Zuni Bluehead 
Sucker [Docket No.: FWS-R2-ES-2013-0002; 
4500030114] (RIN: 1018-AZ23) received June 7, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 
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5637. A letter from the Acting Chief, Uni-

fied Listing Team, Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Department of the Interior, transmitting the 
Department’s critical habitat determination 
— Endangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Determination That Designation of 
Critical Habitat Is Not Prudent for the 
Northern Long-Eared Bat [Docket No.: FWS- 
R3-ES-2016-0052; 4500030113] (RIN: 1018-AZ62) 
received June 7, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

5638. A letter from the Chief, Wildlife 
Trade and Conservation Branch, Division of 
Management Authority, Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Department of the Interior, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — En-
dangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Revision of the Section 4(d) Rule for 
the African Elephant (Loxodonta africana) 
[Docket No.: FWS-HQ-IA-2013-0091; 96300-1671- 
0000-R4] (RIN: 1018-AX84) received June 7, 
2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

5639. A letter from the Acting Manager, 
Unified Listing Team, Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Department of the Interior, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — En-
dangered and Threatened Wildlife and 
Plants; Designation of Critical Habitat for 
the Oregon Spotted Frog [Docket No.: FWS- 
R1-ES-2013-0088; 4500030114] (RIN: 1018-AZ56) 
received June 7, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

5640. A letter from the Senior Advisor, Of-
fice of Offshore Regulatory Programs, Bu-
reau of Safety and Environmental Enforce-
ment, Department of the Interior, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Oil and 
Gas and Sulphur Operations in the Outer 
Continental Shelf — Technical Corrections 
[Docket ID: BSEE-2016-0006; EEEE500000 
16XE1700DX EX1SF0000.DAQ000] (RIN: 1014- 
AA15) received June 6, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

5641. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem-
porary rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Eco-
nomic Zone Off Alaska; Pollock in Statis-
tical Area 630 in the Gulf of Alaska [Docket 
No.: 140918791-4999-02] (RIN: 0648-XE504) re-
ceived June 7, 2016, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

5642. A letter from the Regulations Coordi-
nator, CMS, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s Major final rule — Medicare Pro-
gram; Medicare Shared Savings Program; 
Accountable Care Organizations--Revised 
Benchmark Rebasing Methodology, Facili-
tating Transition to Performance-Based 
Risk, and Administrative Finality of Finan-
cial Calculations [CMS-1644-F] (RIN: 0938- 
AS67) received June 7, 2016, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); jointly to the Committees 
on Energy and Commerce and Ways and 
Means. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. HENSARLING: Committee on Finan-
cial Services. H.R. 3738. A bill to amend the 
Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and Con-
sumer Protection Act to improve the trans-
parency, accountability, governance, and op-
erations of the Office of Financial Research, 
and for other purposes (Rept. 114–608). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HENSARLING: Committee on Finan-
cial Services. H.R. 4638. A bill to amend the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 to allow for 
the creation of venture exchanges to pro-
mote liquidity of venture securities, and for 
other purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 
114–609). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BYRNE: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 770. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 5278) to establish 
an Oversight Board to assist the Government 
of Puerto Rico, including instrumentalities, 
in managing its public finances, and for 
other purposes (Rept. 114–610). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. WOODALL. Committee on Rules. 
House Resolution 771. Resolution providing 
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 5325) mak-
ing appropriations for the Legislative 
Branch for the fiscal year ending September 
30, 2017, and for other purposes (Rept. 114– 
611). Referred to the House Calendar. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 

bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK (for himself and 
Ms. SLAUGHTER): 

H.R. 5403. A bill to amend the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act with respect 
to liability under State and local require-
ments respecting devices; to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK (for himself, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, and Mr. ZINKE): 

H.R. 5404. A bill to amend the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to require 
physicians and physician’s offices to be 
treated as covered device users required to 
report on certain adverse events involving 
medical devices, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. COHEN (for himself, Mr. 
KINZINGER of Illinois, Mr. CÁRDENAS, 
and Mrs. WAGNER): 

H.R. 5405. A bill to establish the Stop, Ob-
serve, Ask, and Respond to Health and 
Wellness Training pilot program to address 
human trafficking in the health care system; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mrs. NOEM (for herself, Mr. 
ASHFORD, Mr. SMITH of Nebraska, Mr. 
FORTENBERRY, Mr. CRAMER, and Ms. 
MCCOLLUM): 

H.R. 5406. A bill to amend the Indian 
Health Care Improvement Act to improve ac-
cess to tribal health care by providing for 
systemic Indian Health Service workforce 
and funding allocation reforms, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources, and in addition to the Committees 
on Energy and Commerce, and Ways and 
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. BROWN of Florida: 
H.R. 5407. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to direct the Secretary of Labor 
to prioritize the provision of services to 
homeless veterans with dependent children 
in carrying out homeless veterans reintegra-
tion programs, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Ms. DELAURO (for herself, Mr. CON-
YERS, Ms. BROWN of Florida, Ms. NOR-
TON, Mr. CICILLINE, and Mr. 
GUTIÉRREZ): 

H.R. 5408. A bill to provide for the treat-
ment and extension of temporary financing 
of short-time compensation programs; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILL: 
H.R. 5409. A bill to help individuals receiv-

ing disability insurance benefits under title 
II of the Social Security Act obtain rehabili-
tative services and return to the workforce, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FLORES: 
H.R. 5410. A bill to amend the Patient Pro-

tection and Affordable Care Act to better 
align the grace period required for non-pay-
ment of premiums before discontinuing cov-
erage under qualified health plans with such 
grace periods provided for under State law; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KENNEDY (for himself, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. TONKO, and Ms. 
MATSUI): 

H.R. 5411. A bill to amend title XIX of the 
Social Security Act to provide under the 
State plan under the Medicaid program early 
and periodic screening, diagnostic, and treat-
ment services to individuals under age 21 
who are receiving services in institutions for 
mental diseases; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

By Mr. KILMER (for himself, Ms. 
STEFANIK, and Ms. DELBENE): 

H.R. 5412. A bill to provide the right of 
American Indians born in Canada or the 
United States to pass the borders of the 
United States to any individual who is a 
member, or is eligible to be a member, of a 
Federally recognized Indian tribe in the 
United States or Canada, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SALMON: 
H.R. 5413. A bill to amend the Consumer 

Financial Protection Act of 2010 to provide 
additional requirements for the consumer 
complaint website of the Bureau of Con-
sumer Financial Protection, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Mr. UPTON (for himself and Mr. 
PALLONE): 

H.R. 5414. A bill to amend the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to provide for 
establishment of one or more Intercenter In-
stitutes within the Food and Drug Adminis-
tration for a major disease area or areas, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY (for herself, Mr. 
NADLER, Ms. DEGETTE, Ms. SPEIER, 
Ms. DELBENE, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, 
Mr. PALLONE, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. CUM-
MINGS, and Ms. SLAUGHTER): 

H. Res. 769. A resolution terminating a Se-
lect Investigative Panel of the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce; to the Committee on 
Rules. 

By Mr. AL GREEN of Texas (for him-
self, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. LOWENTHAL, 
Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. POCAN, Mr. HINO-
JOSA, Mr. POLIS, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New York, 
Mr. LEWIS, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. 
TAKANO, and Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN): 

H. Res. 772. A resolution encouraging the 
celebration of the month of June as LGBTQ 
Pride Month; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

f 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials 
were presented and referred as follows: 
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252. The SPEAKER presented a memorial 

of the Legislature of the State of West Vir-
ginia, relative to House Concurrent Resolu-
tion No. 20, urging the United States Con-
gress to provide funding for the West Vir-
ginia National Guard to sustain and enhance 
its capabilities in its role in a regional catas-
trophe and to modernize the antiquated avi-
onics of its fleet of C130s and other aircraft 
to meet global airspace requirements for 
2020; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

253. Also, a memorial of the Senate of the 
State of Iowa, relative to Senate Resolution 
118, calling upon the Congress of the United 
States, the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency, the President of the 
United States, and this country’s future 
President of the United States and adminis-
tration, to continue to support the RFS in 
order to encourage American energy produc-
tion and to strengthen rural communities; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

254. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Louisiana, relative to Senate 
Concurrent Resolution No. 119, to recognize 
May 2016 as ‘‘Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis 
Awareness Month’’ and to memorialize the 
Congress of the United States to enact legis-
lation to provide additional funding for re-
search for the treatment and cure of 
Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

255. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Colorado, relative to House 
Joint Resolution 16-1013, condemning atroc-
ities against Christians and other ethnic and 
religious minorities; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

256. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Louisiana, relative to House 
Concurrent Resolution No. 66, memorializing 
the United States Congress and the Lou-
isiana Congressional Delegation to take such 
actions as are necessary to rectify the rev-
enue sharing inequities between coastal and 
interior energy producing states; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

257. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Louisiana, relative to Senate 
Concurrent Resolution No. 90, to memori-
alize the Congress of the United States to 
designate the Louisiana Highway 8/Louisiana 
Highway 28 corridor as Future Interstate 14; 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

258. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Louisiana, relative to House 
Concurrent Resolution No. 91, designating 
Wednesday, April 27, 2016, as the fourth an-
nual Liquefied Natural Gas Day at the state 
capitol; jointly to the Committees on Energy 
and Commerce and Foreign Affairs. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 
H.R. 5403. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 
H.R. 5404. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. COHEN: 
H.R. 5405. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 

Article 1, Section 8 
By Mrs. NOEM: 

H.R. 5406. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Sections 7 and 8 of the Constitu-

tion of the United States 
By Ms. BROWN of Florida: 

H.R. 5407. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 3 of the United States Constitution. 

By Ms. DELAURO: 
H.R. 5408. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 
The Congress shall have Power * * * To 

regulate Commerce with foreign Nations, 
and among the several States, and with the 
Indian Tribes. 

By Mr. HILL: 
H.R. 5409. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. 
By Mr. FLORES: 

H.R. 5410. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 
The Congress shall have Power * * * To 

regulate Commerce with foreign Nations, 
and among the several States, and with the 
Indian Tribes. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: 
H.R. 5411. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution 
By Mr. KILMER: 

H.R. 5412. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8 Clause 18 ‘‘To make all 

Laws which shall be necessary and proper 
. . .’ 

By Mr. SALMON: 
H.R. 5413. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18: The Con-

gress shall have Power . . . . To make Laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers, 
and all other Powers vested by this Constitu-
tion in the Government of the United States, 
or in any Department or Officer thereof. 

By Mr. UPTON: 
H.R. 5414. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 188: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York, 

H.R. 244: Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. PITTENGER, and 
Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. 

H.R. 250: Mr. BLUM. 
H.R. 302: Mr. SCHRADER. 
H.R. 379: Mr. GARRETT and Ms. EDWARDS. 
H.R. 391: Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mrs. 

DINGELL, Mr. CLYBURN, Mrs. WATSON COLE-
MAN, Mr. KILDEE, and Ms. PLASKETT. 

H.R. 415: Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. NORTON, and 
Mr. TED LIEU of California. 

H.R. 448: Mr. GARAMENDI. 

H.R. 542: Miss RICE of New York. 
H.R. 605: Mr. LOBIONDO. 
H.R. 612: Mr. HARDY. 
H.R. 711: Mr. THORNBERRY. 
H.R. 769: Mr. RENACCI. 
H.R. 836: Mr. TROTT and Mr. MARCHANT. 
H.R. 921: Mr. BARTON, Mr. ISSA, Mr. 

DESANTIS, and Mr. BUTTERFIELD. 
H.R. 927: Ms. MCCOLLUM. 
H.R. 969: Mr. ROHRABACHER. 
H.R. 1062: Mr. BARTON. 
H.R. 1130: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. 
H.R. 1148: Mr. CHAFFETZ. 
H.R. 1151: Mrs. ROBY and Mr. MEEHAN. 
H.R. 1197: Mr. LAHOOD. 
H.R. 1218: Ms. DELBENE. 
H.R. 1258: Mr. GUTIÉRREZ and Mr. KIND. 
H.R. 1427: Ms. VELÁZQUEZ and Mr. LOBI-

ONDO. 
H.R. 1516: Mr. SHUSTER. 
H.R. 1549: Mr. MESSER. 
H.R. 1559: Mr. TROTT and Mr. RIGELL. 
H.R. 1581: Mr. DESJARLAIS. 
H.R. 1603: Mr. POLIQUIN. 
H.R. 1652: Mr. MEEHAN. 
H.R. 1655: Mr. HECK of Washington. 
H.R. 1706: Miss RICE of New York and Mr. 

PERLMUTTER. 
H.R. 1717: Mr. ROYCE, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, 

and Mr. LOBIONDO. 
H.R. 1845: Mr. ASHFORD. 
H.R. 1860: Mrs. HARTZLER. 
H.R. 1904: Mrs. DINGELL. 
H.R. 1905: Mrs. DINGELL. 
H.R. 2411: Ms. LOFGREN. 
H.R. 2434: Mr. LARSON of Connecticut and 

Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 2500: Mr. SARBANES and Mr. ALLEN. 
H.R. 2513: Mr. THORNBERRY. 
H.R. 2698: Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. 
H.R. 2737: Mr. NADLER, Mr. SMITH of Mis-

souri, Mr. COLE, Mr. JOYCE, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. 
TONKO, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. CUELLAR, Mr. BOU-
STANY, Ms. PINGREE, Mr. RUIZ, and Mr. SEAN 
PATRICK MALONEY of New York. 

H.R. 2739: Mr. DOLD, Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. 
FOSTER, and Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. 

H.R. 2752: Mr. POCAN. 
H.R. 2759: Mr. SHIMKUS. 
H.R. 2889: Mr. TAKANO and Mr. TONKO. 
H.R. 2903: Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. DENHAM, and Mr. 

BUTTERFIELD. 
H.R. 2911: Ms. TITUS. 
H.R. 2992: Mr. ROKITA, Mr. ROONEY of Flor-

ida, Mr. COLE, Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia, Mr. 
HUDSON, Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
AMODEI, Mr. MOULTON, Mr. HANNA, and Miss 
RICE of New York. 

H.R. 3094: Mr. ZINKE, Mrs. LUMMIS, and Mr. 
MOONEY of West Virginia. 

H.R. 3099: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Mrs. 
CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York, Mr. MAC-
ARTHUR, and Mr. CURBELO of Florida. 

H.R. 3180: Mr. WITTMAN. 
H.R. 3222: Mr. CRAMER. 
H.R. 3235: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN and Mr. MEE-

HAN. 
H.R. 3238: Mr. PAULSEN. 
H.R. 3255: Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. 
H.R. 3268: Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 
H.R. 3316: Ms. DELBENE. 
H.R. 3535: Mr. PETERS. 
H.R. 3539: Mr. ENGEL. 
H.R. 3580: Mr. RYAN of Ohio and Mr. BISHOP 

of Utah. 
H.R. 3632: Ms. DUCKWORTH. 
H.R. 3720: Mr. ENGEL. 
H.R. 3765: Mr. LUCAS. 
H.R. 3799: Mr. RUSSELL. 
H.R. 3861: Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. 
H.R. 3880: Mr. RENACCI. 
H.R. 3957: Mr. NUGENT. 
H.R. 4013: Ms. LOFGREN. 
H.R. 4019: Mr. RANGEL. 
H.R. 4061: Mr. LANGEVIN. 
H.R. 4247: Mr. ROONEY of Florida, Mr. RUS-

SELL, Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, and Mr. 
PEARCE. 
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H.R. 4262: Mr. BILIRAKIS and Mr. LATTA. 
H.R. 4352: Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. TOM PRICE of 

Georgia, and Mr. SESSIONS. 
H.R. 4365: Mr. LABRADOR and Mr. ROGERS of 

Kentucky. 
H.R. 4381: Mr. ALLEN. 
H.R. 4424: Mr. HUNTER. 
H.R. 4435: Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. 

DOGGETT, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia, and Mr. LYNCH. 

H.R. 4469: Mr. CHABOT, Mr. ZINKE, Mr. ISSA, 
and Mr. ROE of Tennessee. 

H.R. 4481: Mr. KILMER and Mr. DESJARLAIS. 
H.R. 4488: Mr. LYNCH. 
H.R. 4559: Mr. BARTON, Mrs. BLACKBURN, 

and Mr. MULLIN. 
H.R. 4567: Mrs. WAGNER. 
H.R. 4585: Ms. HAHN and Ms. LOFGREN. 
H.R. 4625: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 

New York. 
H.R. 4626: Mr. LUCAS, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. 

NOLAN, Mr. COSTA, Mr. WEBSTER of Florida, 
Mr. MCGOVERN, and Mr. WITTMAN. 

H.R. 4646: Mr. ENGEL, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. 
COURTNEY, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. TED LIEU of 
California, Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Penn-
sylvania, and Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York. 

H.R. 4653: Mr. O’ROURKE and Ms. DELBENE. 
H.R. 4662: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Ms. 

CLARKE of New York, and Mr. CÁRDENAS. 
H.R. 4665: Mr. ROSS and Mr. WALZ. 
H.R. 4695: Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Ms. DELAURO, 

and Mr. LANGEVIN. 
H.R. 4708: Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania and 

Mr. GRAYSON. 
H.R. 4764: Mr. BILIRAKIS. 
H.R. 4768: Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mrs. WAG-

NER, Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia, and Mr. 
CRAMER. 

H.R. 4773: Mr. KELLY of Mississippi and Mr. 
CARTER of Texas. 

H.R. 4795: Mr. HECK of Washington. 
H.R. 4798: Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Penn-

sylvania and Mr. POLIS. 
H.R. 4817: Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mrs. BROOKS of 

Indiana, Ms. CLARKE of New York, Ms. EDDIE 
BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. CURBELO of 
Florida, and Mr. POLIS. 

H.R. 4854: Mr. SCHWEIKERT. 
H.R. 4855: Mr. SCHWEIKERT. 
H.R. 4918: Ms. DELAURO and Mr. TONKO. 
H.R. 4931: Ms. DELAURO. 
H.R. 4989: Mr. CICILLINE. 
H.R. 5025: Mr. O’ROURKE. 
H.R. 5044: Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. TAKAI, Mr. 

HOYER, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. 
RUSH, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. JEFFRIES, 
Mr. NEAL, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 

DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. NOLAN, and Mr. 
HERA. 

H.R. 5051: Mr. SWALWELL of California, Mr. 
POLIS, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. PETERS, Mr. CAR-
NEY, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Miss RICE of New York, 
Mr. COOPER, Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. DELANEY, 
Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT, and Mr. ISSA. 

H.R. 5082: Mr. KING of New York, Mr. 
DUFFY, and Mr. BARR. 

H.R. 5135: Mr. BOUSTANY. 
H.R. 5166: Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mr. 

BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
MOONEY of West Virginia, and Mr. PETERSON. 

H.R. 5177: Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 5180: Mr. MARCHANT and Mr. HUDSON. 
H.R. 5182: Mr. CONNOLLY. 
H.R. 5190: Mr. FARENTHOLD. 
H.R. 5203: Mr. BARLETTA. 
H.R. 5207: Mr. DEUTCH and Mr. KEATING. 
H.R. 5210: Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, 

Mr. ALLEN, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. 
ROGERS of Kentucky, Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, 
and Mr. POCAN. 

H.R. 5224: Mr. WITTMAN and Mr. GIBBS. 
H.R. 5254: Mr. KEATING, Mr. HASTINGS, Ms. 

MOORE, Mr. POCAN, and Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN 
GRISHAM of New Mexico. 

H.R. 5258: Mr. KELLY of Mississippi. 
H.R. 5272: Ms. ESHOO, and Ms. CLARK of 

Massachusetts. 
H.R. 5275: Mr. LUETKEMEYER. 
H.R. 5285: Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. KENNEDY, and 

Mr. TIBERI. 
H.R. 5292: Mr. CARTER of Georgia, Mr. HURD 

of Texas, Mr. LONG, Mr. FLORES, Mr. 
MULVANEY, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, 
Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of California, Ms. ROS- 
LEHTINEN, Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico, Mr. KIND, Mr. ROGERS of Ken-
tucky, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. GIBBS, and Mr. 
MEEHAN. 

H.R. 5294: Mr. GIBBS and Mr. KELLY of Mis-
sissippi. 

H.R. 5307: Mr. PEARCE, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. 
GOHMERT, and Mr. KELLY of Mississippi. 

H.R. 5319: Mr. GIBBS. 
H.R. 5320: Ms. JENKINS of Kansas, Mr. ROS-

KAM, Mr. LATTA, Mrs. BLACK, Mr. JOYCE, Mr. 
ISSA, and Mr. MEEHAN. 

H.R. 5340: Miss RICE of New York. 
H.R. 5351: Mr. BYRNE. 
H.R. 5361: Mr. RENACCI. 
H.R. 5362: Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mex-

ico. 
H.R. 5368: Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 
H.R. 5369: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 5386: Mrs. DINGELL. 
H.R. 5400: Mr. RANGEL. 

H.J. Res. 48: Mr. CONYERS. 
H. Con. Res. 19: Mr. BARR and Ms. SCHA-

KOWSKY. 
H. Con. Res. 128: Mr. LAMALFA. 
H. Con. Res. 132: Mrs. DINGELL and Mr. 

TAKANO. 
H. Res. 494: Ms. GRANGER and Mr. ROUZER. 
H. Res. 590: Mr. COFFMAN and Mr. LIPINSKI. 
H. Res. 617: Mr. MICA. 
H. Res. 625: Mr. MEEHAN and Mr. CALVERT. 
H. Res. 650: Mr. HUNTER. 
H. Res. 660: Mr. MCCAUL and Ms. KELLY of 

Illinois. 
H. Res. 667: Mr. MEEHAN. 
H. Res. 668: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. 
H. Res. 703: Mr. LANGEVIN. 
H. Res. 712: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM 

of New Mexico. 
H. Res. 729: Mr. KILMER, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. 

MOONEY of West Virginia, Ms. ROYBAL- 
ALLARD, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, 
Mr. PALLONE, Mr. WALBERG, Mrs. ROBY, Mr. 
STEWART, Mr. MULVANEY, and Mr. WEBSTER 
of Florida. 

H. Res. 730: Mr. POLIQUIN. 
H. Res. 750: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. YOUNG 

of Indiana, Mr. SCHIFF, and Miss RICE of New 
York. 

H. Res. 759: Mr. COSTA. 
H. Res. 766: Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. BECERRA, Ms. 

WILSON of Florida, Mr. BRADY of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. 
DEUTCH, Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Mr. HECK of Washington, Mr. HIG-
GINS, Ms. NORTON, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. 
KEATING, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. KILMER, Mr. 
LANGEVIN, Ms. LEE, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. 
LOEBSACK, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. 
PALLONE, Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. PIERLUISI, 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. SABLAN, Mrs. WATSON 
COLEMAN, Ms. BORDALLO, and Mr. JEFFRIES. 

f 

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS 

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or 
statements on congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits were submitted as follows: 

The amendment to be offered by Rep-
resentative ROB BISHOP, or a designee, to 
H.R. 5278, the Puerto Rico Oversight, Man-
agement, and Economic Stability Act, does 
not contain any congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff bene-
fits as defined in clause 9 of rule XXI. 
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Senate 
The Senate met at 9:30 a.m. and was 

called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Almighty God, who blesses us beyond 

what we deserve, we place our trust in 
You. Because of You, our future is 
brighter than we can imagine. Thank 
You for Your unfailing love and com-
passion, which You have shown from 
long ages past. 

Continue to protect our Nation and 
world. Lord, give our lawmakers the 
grace to cherish and cultivate the vir-
tues and values that make a nation 
great. Save our Senators from those 
transgressions that bring national 
ruin. May they keep ever before them 
Your vision for the people they serve 
and strive to leave the world better 
than they found it. 

We pray in Your great Name. Amen. 
f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
PAUL). The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

ZIKA VIRUS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, we 
all agree that the Zika virus is a real 
threat and needs to be addressed. Re-
publicans and Democrats worked to-
gether to pass a bill here in the Senate 
to provide funding and resources. The 

House passed its own version. We are 
now ready to go to conference and com-
plete a final bill. I will have more to 
say on that soon, but I appreciate the 
hard work of Members on both sides of 
the aisle in crafting the Senate’s re-
sponse. 

f 

FRANK R. LAUTENBERG CHEMICAL 
SAFETY FOR THE 21ST CENTURY 
ACT 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, 
after months of hard work and collabo-
ration between both Chambers, last 
night we were able to pass the first 
major environmental reform bill in two 
decades. I know Bonnie Lautenberg has 
waited for this day for a very long 
time. The Lautenberg act bears her 
husband’s name and will go a long way 
toward modernizing our Nation’s chem-
ical safety regulations. It will look out 
for public safety, enhance trans-
parency, and help support manufac-
turing and our economy. It is good leg-
islation that languished for years until 
a new Senate majority made it a re-
newed priority. I want to thank Sen-
ators INHOFE and VITTER for all their 
work with Senators UDALL and MAR-
KEY to move this important measure 
forward. Its passage represents the lat-
est example of how the Senate is back 
to work for the American people. 

f 

NATIONAL DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATION BILL 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, on 
another important matter, the issue 
before us today, there are an array of 
threats facing our country. As the 
chairman of the Armed Services Com-
mittee recently observed, ‘‘[I]nstead of 
one great power rival, the United 
States now faces a series of trans-re-
gional, cross-functional, multi-domain, 
and long-term strategic competitions.’’ 

There are the conventional military 
challenges, such as adversaries who 
have been developing and modernizing 

their missiles, airframes, ships, and 
ground forces; there are the asym-
metric threats, such as cyber warfare, 
propaganda, and espionage; and there 
are nations, such as China, Iran, and 
Russia, which represent both conven-
tional and asymmetric threats at the 
very same time. 

If we are going to keep Americans 
safe, we have to prepare for all of these 
challenges. We have to modernize our 
defenses, keep up with technological 
advances, and recognize threats. Pass-
ing the National Defense Authorization 
Act before us would put our country on 
the path to doing these things. It is a 
reform bill that will encourage defense 
innovation. It is a forward-looking bill 
that will upgrade our missile defenses 
and modernize our military equipment. 
It is a responsible bill that will ensure 
that America’s men and women in uni-
form receive more of the resources 
they need to confront the challenges of 
today and the threats of tomorrow. 

As I have said before, we should use 
the remaining months of the Obama 
administration to prepare the next ad-
ministration, whether Republican or 
Democratic, for the variety of chal-
lenges it will inherit. These are com-
plex challenges without simple an-
swers. Passing a pro-reform, pro-inno-
vation, pro-modernization defense bill 
such as this one will leave us better 
equipped to solve them. It will leave us 
better equipped to keep Americans and 
our allies safe in the face of ever-evolv-
ing security challenges. 

f 

WELCOMING THE PRIME MINISTER 
OF INDIA 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, 
later today we will welcome the Prime 
Minister of India as he visits the Cap-
itol. Although this is Narendra Modi’s 
fourth trip to the United States as 
Prime Minister, it marks the first time 
he will address a joint meeting of Con-
gress. It also marks the fifth time an 
Indian Prime Minister has done so 
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since the 1980s. It shows how far our re-
lationship has come in recent decades. 
Mutual misgivings have given way to 
mutual benefits in both the economic 
and security spheres. We are now key 
trading partners. We are the two larg-
est democracies in the world. Our rela-
tionship is an important one, and there 
are more benefits that can be shared 
from future cooperation. 

Today’s address by Prime Minister 
Modi provides an important oppor-
tunity for all involved—an opportunity 
to hear his perspective on India’s eco-
nomic growth and how he feels we can 
strengthen the strategic partnership 
between our countries, an opportunity 
to learn more about his ideas for pur-
suing areas of common ground and ad-
vancing shared interests, and an oppor-
tunity to better understand his view of 
the challenges currently facing India 
and his outlook for overcoming them. 

We welcome Prime Minister Modi. 
We are interested in learning more 
about his vision, both for India and for 
the country’s continued partnership 
with the United States in the years 
ahead. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mi-
nority leader is recognized. 

f 

WELCOMING THE PRIME MINISTER 
OF INDIA 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I join the 
Republican leader in welcoming the 
Prime Minister from India to America. 

Mr. President, in my office I have a 
wonderful memento of my first meet-
ings with Indians. I went to school at 
Utah State University in Logan, UT. It 
was so cold. My wife and I lived off 
campus, and we would drive a couple 
miles up a hill to the Utah State cam-
pus. Along the way, I would see Indian 
students walking to school. They were 
engineering students and agricultural 
students at the college. I would give 
them rides. I did that for a couple of 
years. 

When it came time for me to grad-
uate, one of the Indians I had gotten to 
know asked if Landra and I would be 
willing to stay over an extra day and 
they would make us a traditional In-
dian feast. We did that. It was a feast. 
They were dressed in their Indian garb. 
They had worked a lot on that food. It 
was the first Indian food we had eaten. 
We have eaten a lot of it since. It was 
a wonderful, warm occasion that we 
will always remember. 

They gave us some presents, and with 
five children and moving quite a bit, 
most of those presents are history. I 
don’t know what they were. But one 
that I have always protected is a little 
bone-carved statue of Gandhi that they 
gave me. He is in his regular clothes 
that we see him in. He has a staff in his 
hand like he had most of the time. It is 
finely carved. You can pull that staff 
out even today. It is a miracle that it 

made it through my five children, but 
I have done everything I could to pro-
tect it. Now I have it in my office in a 
little glass enclosure, and I show my 
Indian guests that meaningful me-
mento of mine. 

The other reason I am going to have 
the opportunity in an hour or so to 
meet with the Prime Minister with 
Senator MCCONNELL, the Speaker, and 
Leader PELOSI—I hope I have the op-
portunity to tell him of my fondness 
for Indians but especially those named 
Modi because the spokesperson’s name 
from the group of Indians that I met 
was Modi. I have come to the realiza-
tion in recent years that that was his 
last name. Everybody called him Modi. 
He was an engineer. He moved to New 
Jersey, and we kept in touch. 

I am happy that the Prime Minister 
is going to be able to address our Na-
tion in the House of Representatives, 
and I am sure his people look forward 
to that. 

Again, I tell everyone here about my 
warmness for India, this great democ-
racy. The second largest Muslim popu-
lation in the world is in India. So it is 
a friend that we have, and we must 
maintain that friendship. 

f 

ZIKA VIRUS 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I just left a 
meeting, a stunningly important meet-
ing where every one of the guests were 
prominent, but the two I want to refer 
to briefly are Dr. Frieden, head of the 
Centers for Disease Control and Pre-
vention, and Dr. Fauci, head of one of 
the health institutes at the National 
Institutes of Health, Infectious Dis-
eases, among other things. What they 
told us was very frightening. As we 
speak, there are three confirmed cases 
of babies born in the United States 
with the Zika virus. Of course, they are 
all very sick. The life expectancy is not 
very long. 

They said in unison how vitally im-
portant it is and has been for months 
to get them some money so they can do 
the research needed to stop the spread 
of this virus. They have borrowed 
money from malaria research, TB re-
search—all terribly difficult problems 
we are having in the world and the 
United States—to take care of the im-
mediate funding for research on Zika. 
They have taken huge amounts of 
money—more than half a billion dol-
lars—out of the Ebola fund, which is 
still a very serious problem. There are 
active cases as we speak. 

This is not an effort we can just walk 
away from. This money has been need-
ed for a long time, and it is sad that 
the Presidential request of $1.9 billion 
has been opposed. 

The senior Senator from Florida was 
at the meeting today talking about 
how every day there are new cases in 
Florida. Yesterday there were five new 
ones. We needed to do something on 
that yesterday, not wait until the fall, 
as has been suggested by my Repub-
lican colleagues. 

DONALD TRUMP AND FILLING THE 
SUPREME COURT VACANCY 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, Senate Re-
publicans are waiting with gleeful an-
ticipation for Donald Trump to fill the 
vacancy on the Supreme Court. Donald 
Trump, who last week attacked a Fed-
eral judge because of his Mexican her-
itage—even though the judge was born 
in Indiana—said that District Judge 
Curiel shouldn’t be allowed to preside 
on his case because of his ethnicity. 
Donald Trump, moments later, said 
that he would feel the same way if the 
judge were Muslim. 

This is the man—Donald Trump—for 
whom Senate Republicans are blocking 
a supremely qualified nominee for the 
Supreme Court, a man by the name of 
Merrick Garland. This is the man— 
Donald Trump—for whom Republicans 
are abdicating their constitutional re-
sponsibility. This is the man—Donald 
Trump—whom Senate Republicans 
want to determine the makeup of the 
Supreme Court for at least the next 
generation. 

The Senate Republicans are united in 
blocking Judge Merrick Garland’s 
nomination to the Supreme Court. Re-
publicans are united in refusing to pro-
vide their advice and consent to Presi-
dent Obama’s nominee to the Supreme 
Court. The Republicans are united in 
doing it for Donald Trump. They say 
so. They should be ashamed. 

It is hard to imagine anything more 
humiliating than holding a Supreme 
Court seat open so that Donald Trump 
can fill that seat. Is this why my Re-
publican colleagues entered public 
service—to march in lockstep behind a 
man who spews hate and attacks the 
basic rule of law in America? 

The Republican leader says: ‘‘We 
know that Donald Trump will make 
the right kind of Supreme Court ap-
pointments.’’ 

This is sad for the Republican Party. 
If my Republican colleagues aren’t em-
barrassed, they aren’t thinking very 
well. 

President Obama has nominated a 
moderate, experienced, brilliant jurist 
to the Supreme Court, but instead of 
giving Judge Garland the impartial 
treatment he deserves, Republicans are 
refusing to do their jobs. And for what? 
So Donald Trump, a man who routinely 
insults Republican Senators to their 
faces, among others, denigrates Sen-
ator MCCAIN’s heroism, says people’s 
heritage makes them unable to per-
form their jobs, and all the terrible 
stuff about women, handicapped peo-
ple—we want this man to appoint 
someone to the Supreme Court? The 
Republicans should come to their 
senses. It is time to drop the charade 
and give Garland a fair hearing and a 
vote. 

f 

AMENDMENT NO. 4549 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, on another 

subject, Americans share many com-
mon values, and one of the most funda-
mental is this: If you make a commit-
ment, you should keep it. If you reach 
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an agreement, abide by it. Simply put, 
a promise is a promise. Unfortunately, 
the pending amendment from the 
chairman of the Armed Services Com-
mittee would undermine this basic 
tenet. 

Last year, Democrats and Repub-
licans made an agreement. Democrats 
were committed to helping the middle 
class. Republicans were focused only on 
the Pentagon. Ultimately, we reached 
a compromise that was based on the 
principle of parity. We want to help the 
military, and they should be helped, 
but there should also be help for pro-
grams that are also important for our 
national security that are not the Pen-
tagon. We provided additional re-
sources to the Pentagon, as I said, but 
we also provided the same level of help 
for the middle class. That included im-
proving our security through efforts of 
domestic agencies like the FBI, Drug 
Enforcement Administration, Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, and oth-
ers. That was our agreement, but now 
some Republicans want to break their 
word. Senate Republicans are demand-
ing billions more from the Pentagon 
but refuse to provide an extra penny 
for the middle class, and that is wrong. 
It is completely inconsistent with last 
year’s agreement, and it is blind to the 
many serious needs here at home that 
Republicans continue to ignore, and 
Zika is one. That is why I support the 
amendment offered by the distin-
guished Senator from Rhode Island, 
JACK REED, along with the leader we 
have on the Appropriations Committee, 
BARBARA MIKULSKI. 

The Reed-Mikulski amendment 
would provide the same extra support 
for our middle class that Senator 
MCCAIN is demanding for the Pentagon, 
and it recognizes that our security de-
pends on more than just the Defense 
Department. The Reed amendment in-
cludes more funding to address the 
dangerous Zika virus and fight the 
scourge of opioids. It also would help 
mitigate lead contamination, which is 
long overdue, in Flint, MI. 

This amendment strengthens domes-
tic security through support of the FBI 
and the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity. It will improve airport security 
and community policing, and it will ad-
dress the threat of cyber crime and ter-
rorism. 

The amendment by the Senator from 
Rhode Island and the Senator from 
Maryland will create jobs and address 
our Nation’s crumbling infrastructure. 
It will not only improve our transpor-
tation system but medical facilities for 
our veterans and our National Park 
System. 

The Reed amendment is also an in-
vestment in our future. The legislation 
will promote science and innovation 
through support for the National Insti-
tutes of Health, National Science 
Foundation, among others, and it will 
support education. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
important proposal which will make 
America a better and stronger country. 

The bottom line is this: A promise is 
a promise. The middle class needs help 
at least as much as the Pentagon. Re-
publicans should keep their promise to 
hard-working American families. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

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

f 

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of S. 2943, which 
the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 2943) to authorize appropriations 

for fiscal year 2017 for military activities of 
the Department of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal year, and 
for other purposes. 

Pending: 
McCain amendment No. 4229, to address 

unfunded priorities of the Armed Forces. 
Reed/Mikulski amendment No. 4549 (to 

amendment No. 4229), to authorize parity for 
defense and nondefense spending pursuant to 
the Bipartisan Budget Act of 2015. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4549 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I rise to 
discuss my amendment, which will pro-
vide partial relief from the caps im-
posed by the Bipartisan Budget Act of 
2015 on both the defense and nondefense 
portions of the budget for fiscal year 
2017. The chairman has offered an 
amendment that will provide relief for 
the Department of Defense activities. 
My amendment will provide a com-
parable amount of relief for activities 
that are beyond the Department of De-
fense but critical to our national secu-
rity and critical to our national econ-
omy. 

It is long past time to replace the 
senseless sequester with a balanced ap-
proach that keeps America safe and 
strong at home and abroad. Senator 
MCCAIN and I both believe that seques-
tration has to be eliminated. What I 
would suggest is that it has to be done 
in a balanced way. It has to keep the 
intent of the Bipartisan Budget Act 
and the Budget Control Act by treating 
defense and nondefense spending equal-
ly. 

Let me also be clear. The bill before 
us provides the amount outlined under 
current law as well as the budget re-
quest of the Secretary of Defense who, 
along with the Service Secretaries and 
Chiefs, has testified in support of this 
amount. They certainly would like 
more, but they have testified that for 
this year these resources are at least 
adequate. Now they have also made it 
very clear that if we do go into seques-
tration in the next year, it would be 
absolutely devastating to the Depart-

ment of Defense. As a result, we 
share—the chairman and I—the same 
commitment to ensuring that seques-
tration is eliminated and we move to a 
more rational budget process. 

These military professionals would 
like to have the certainty of year-long 
funding at the committee level re-
ported at least. That certainly is ex-
tremely important. I don’t think they 
want to roll the dice. They recognize 
that this lengthy fight for parity could 
last all the way through this year. I be-
lieve what they would like to see us do 
is what they said in their testimony. 
We can operate under the budget as 
proposed by the President, as recog-
nized in the underlying budget com-
mittee mark, and that will give us the 
certainty we need. 

The bill reported out of the Senate 
Armed Services Committee includes 
$523.9 billion in discretionary spending 
for defense base budget requirements 
and $58.9 billion for overseas contin-
gency operations, or OCO account. It 
includes $19.3 billion for Department of 
Energy-related activities resulting in a 
top-line funding level of approximately 
$602 billion for discretionary national 
defense spending. 

While these funding levels adhere to 
the spending limits mandated by the 
Bipartisan Budget Act, or BBA, con-
cerns have rightly been raised that the 
Department may require additional re-
sources to carry out the missions it has 
been assigned and to adequately main-
tain the readiness of our military 
forces. As my colleagues are aware, 
when the Senate considered the BBA 
last fall, it established the discre-
tionary funding level for defense spend-
ing for fiscal year 2017. That agreement 
passed this Chamber with support from 
Senators from both political parties. 
Furthermore, the BBA split the in-
crease in discretionary spending evenly 
between the defense and nondefense 
categories. 

It is important to remember that we 
have repeatedly made incremental 
changes to the discretionary budget 
caps for both defense and nondefense 
accounts. We have done so in order to 
provide some budgetary certainty to 
the Department of Defense and our do-
mestic agencies. These spending caps 
were first revised with the American 
Taxpayer Relief Act of 2012, the Bipar-
tisan Budget Act of 2013, and most re-
cently with the Bipartisan Budget Act 
of 2015. 

In each instance, bipartisan majori-
ties in Congress voted to increase the 
spending caps and provide additional 
resources, evenly split between defense 
and nondefense accounts. Unfortu-
nately, providing relief to the budget 
caps for defense spending, as the under-
lying amendment by the chairman pro-
poses, while taking no action on non-
defense spending, would renege on 
those bipartisan agreements and the 
sense of common purpose that moti-
vated us in the last several adjust-
ments to the Sequestration Act. 

In contrast, my amendment, would 
keep the pressure on for a permanent 
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solution to the budget caps and seques-
tration by treating defense and non-
defense discretionary funding equally. 
We can’t afford to miss any oppor-
tunity to make progress on this issue 
of sequestration relief. It also rein-
forces and underscores the sense of the 
Senate passed by the committee that 
states ‘‘sequestration relief should in-
clude both defense and nondefense re-
lief.’’ Again, that is a concept that has 
motivated all of us or the vast major-
ity for many years. 

Specifically, my amendment would 
revise the budget caps to allow for an 
additional $18 billion in nondefense and 
defense-focused domestic spending to 
match the additional $18 billion in de-
fense spending. 

The additional nondefense funds are 
intended primarily to help address se-
curity challenges facing our Nation 
that do not fall within the purview of 
the Department of Defense, including 
funds to implement the integrated 
campaign plan to counter ISIL, en-
hance Federal cyber security, and pro-
vide additional resources for border se-
curity, first responders, counter-
narcotics, refugee assistance, Zika pre-
vention and treatment, and infrastruc-
ture security and vulnerabilities. 

True national security involves more 
than just the activities of DOD, and so 
non-DOD departments and agencies 
should also receive relief from the 
budget caps. The Pentagon simply can-
not meet the complex set of national 
security challenges we face without the 
help of other government departments 
and agencies, including State, Justice, 
and Homeland Security. 

There is a symbiotic relationship be-
tween the DOD and other civilian de-
partments and agencies that contrib-
utes to our national security. It has to 
be recognized that providing security 
for the American people requires a 
truly whole-of-government approach 
that goes beyond just a strong DOD. 

The budget caps are based on a mis-
nomer, that discretionary spending is 
divided into security and nonsecurity 
spending. But Members need to be 
clear, essential national security func-
tions are performed by government de-
partments and agencies other than the 
Department of Defense. 

As retired Marine Corps General 
Mattis said, ‘‘If you don’t fund the 
State Department fully, then I need to 
buy more ammunition.’’ General 
Mattis’s point is perhaps best illus-
trated in the administration’s nine 
lines of effort to counter ISIL. Of these 
nine lines of effort, only two fall 
squarely within the responsibilities of 
the Department of Defense and intel-
ligence communities; i.e., traditional 
security activities. The remaining 
seven elements of our counter-ISIL 
strategy fall primarily on the State 
Department and other civilian depart-
ments and agencies. 

My amendment includes $1.9 billion 
to support this counter-ISIL strategy, 
including supporting effective govern-
ance in Iraq. No amount of military as-

sistance to the Government of Iraq will 
be effective in countering the ISIL 
threat in Iraq if the Abadi government 
doesn’t govern in a more transparent 
and inclusive manner that gives Sunnis 
hope that they will participate politi-
cally in Iraq’s future. We need our dip-
lomatic and political experts at the 
State Department to engage with 
Sunni, Shia, Kurd, and minority com-
munities in Iraq to promote reconcili-
ation in Iraq and build the political 
unity among the Iraqi people needed to 
defeat ISIL. Those resources will come 
through the State Department, pri-
marily. 

Building partner capacity. The coali-
tion is building the capabilities and ca-
pacity of our foreign partners in the re-
gion to wage a long-term campaign 
against ISIL. While the efforts to build 
the capacity of the Iraqi security 
forces and some of our other foreign 
partners are funded by the Department 
of Defense, the State Department and 
USAID are also responsible for billions 
of dollars in similar activities and 
across a broader spectrum of activities. 
Under the underlying amendment, 
none of the State and USAID programs 
will receive additional funding for 
these purposes. 

We have to disrupt ISIL, particularly 
their finances. Countering ISIL’s fi-
nancing requires the State Department 
and Treasury Department to work with 
their foreign partners and the banking 
sector to ensure our counter-ISIL sanc-
tions regime is implemented and en-
forced. These State- and Treasury-led 
efforts are nonsecurity in the very sim-
ple dichotomy that has been drawn 
under the budget caps. It is also nota-
ble that the Office of Foreign Asset 
Control, OFAC, and the Office of Ter-
rorism and Financial Intelligence, TFI, 
Treasury Department, are also cat-
egorized as nonsecurity activities 
under the budget caps. The Republican 
funding strategy not only means that 
our counter-ISIL efforts will be ham-
pered, so, too, will our efforts to effec-
tively impose sanctions against Iran, 
Sudan, and individuals who support 
their illicit activities. 

We also have to continue to expose 
ISIL’s true nature. Our strategic com-
munications campaign against ISIL re-
quires a truly whole-of-government ef-
fort, including the State Department, 
Voice of America, and USAID. The Re-
publican approach to funding our stra-
tegic communications strategy is a 
part-of-government plan, not a whole- 
of-government plan, since the addi-
tional funds that could be used by 
State, USAID, Voice of America, and 
other agencies would not be there. 

We have to stop the flow of foreign 
fighters. Foreign fighters are the life-
blood of ISIL. Without the efforts of 
our diplomats around the world prod-
ding our foreign partners to pass laws 
and more effectively enforce the laws 
on their books, the efforts of the coali-
tion to stem the flow of foreign fight-
ers will never be successful. 

Of course, we have to protect the 
homeland. While a small portion of the 

Department of Homeland Security is 
considered security-related activities 
under the budget caps, the vast major-
ity of the Department falls into the 
nonsecurity portion of the budget. Pro-
viding no relief from the budget caps to 
the Department of Homeland Security 
shortchanges efforts to secure our com-
munities and borders against ISIL 
threats. 

Again, we have to provide support be-
cause of the huge humanitarian crisis 
that causes instability worldwide, par-
ticularly in areas of concern. Virtually 
none of the activities that support our 
humanitarian efforts in the region—in 
the Middle East and many other parts 
of the world—are considered security 
activities. Military commanders rou-
tinely state that the efforts of the 
State Department, the USAID, and the 
Office of Foreign Disaster Assistance 
to provide for refugees and other vul-
nerable populations overseas are crit-
ical to our broader security efforts, and 
that is particularly true on the 
counter-ISIL campaign. 

The administration’s two remaining 
lines of effort against ISIL—namely, 
denying ISIL safe havens and enhanc-
ing intelligence collection—are under 
the so-called defense or security ac-
counts. However, the continued pres-
ence and activities of our diplomats 
overseas significantly enable both of 
these lines of effort. Therefore, our 
amendment would also authorize addi-
tional funds to provide for improved 
Embassy security to help keep these 
personnel safe. 

The importance of adequately fund-
ing other security-focused civilian de-
partments and agencies was also under-
scored by the former commander of 
U.S. Northern Command ADM William 
Gortney when he testified before the 
Senate Armed Services Committee ear-
lier this year. Admiral Gortney stated: 

Our trusted partnerships are our center of 
gravity and are critical to our success across 
the spectrum of our missions. Homeland 
partnerships . . . underscore every one of our 
mission areas, and are best represented by 
the integration in our headquarters of nearly 
60 DOD and non-DOD federal agencies, de-
partment representatives, and liaison offi-
cers. I view homeland defense as a team ef-
fort, and I rely on partnerships with my fel-
low combatant commands, the Services, and 
our interagency partners to accomplish this 
mission. 

Recognizing this reality, my amend-
ment also includes additional funding 
for critical domestic security efforts, 
including $2 billion for cyber security. 
Cyber attacks are a real threat to our 
national security. Cyber threats are in-
creasing as our country and govern-
ment become more digitally connected. 
There is no question the Federal Gov-
ernment must do a better job of pro-
tecting its systems. This amendment 
provides an additional $2 billion to ad-
dress our cyber security vulnerabilities 
in nondefense agencies. 

I was particularly struck in hearings 
we had with the Department of Trans-
portation IG and Department of Hous-
ing IG. When asked to give their major 
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concerns, both indicated the potential 
for cyber attacks and cyber security 
within their Departments. So this issue 
of cyber security certainly transcends 
the Department of Defense, and fund-
ing cyber security is a critical primary 
objective included in the amendment 
that I propose. 

We are also asking for $1.4 billion for 
law enforcement and the Department 
of Homeland Security. This money will 
help State and local law enforcement 
and first responder efforts. It will also 
allow the Department of Homeland Se-
curity to hire 2,000 new Customs and 
Border Protection officers and reduce 
wait times and improve security. 

It is a good sign for our economy 
that more and more people have been 
using air travel since the economic re-
covery started in 2009. We have seen, 
particularly at many of our larger air-
ports, passengers experiencing signifi-
cant delays trying to clear security. 
For instance, BWI Airport is advising 
passengers to show up 2 hours early for 
domestic flights in order to clear secu-
rity. The flight to Providence is 1 hour 
15 minutes, and I take it often. So it is 
possible that people flying to Rhode Is-
land will spend more time in the secu-
rity lines than on the plane. We all 
know how much that affects the people 
we represent. 

It is also important we have an ade-
quate number of Customs officers not 
only at the southern border but all 
ports of entry across the country. T.F. 
Green Airport in my home State has a 
growing international service, but it 
has become a challenge for the existing 
number of Customs agents and inspec-
tors to meet new demands for service. 

One of the areas we talked about ex-
tensively on both sides of the aisle over 
the last several months has been the 
opioid epidemic. The amendment I pro-
pose would provide resources in the 
amount of $1.1 billion to help with this 
epidemic. In the United States, drug 
overdoses have exceeded car crashes as 
the No. 1 cause of injury death. Two 
Americans die of drug overdoses every 
hour. In my State of Rhode Island, 
there were more than 230 opioid over-
dose deaths in 2014. We acted earlier 
this year on the Comprehensive Addic-
tion and Recovery Act to help deal 
with this issue, but so far the funding 
efforts have been blocked. So we have a 
situation where there is authority but 
no funds. I think we need both, and I 
think we have to continually ensure we 
have both authorities and funds. It is 
critical that we provide real resources 
to States and local entities to confront 
this epidemic and to ensure that people 
have access to the treatments they 
need. 

Another issue which threatens our 
national security that is not a tradi-
tional Department of Defense issue by 
any means is the threat of the Zika 
virus. It is on every front page and on 
every news show at almost every mo-
ment. This legislation would authorize 
$1.9 billion for Zika prevention and 
treatment. 

The threat of the Zika virus is a seri-
ous public health issue. It has been 
over 2 months since the administration 
asked for funds to speed up the devel-
opment of vaccines and for a com-
prehensive response to the Zika virus. 
This should not be a partisan issue, and 
continued inaction leaves us more sus-
ceptible to this serious public health 
emergency. Already, there are over 
1,700 cases of the Zika virus in the 
United States and U.S. territories, in-
cluding over 300 involving pregnant 
women. We have seen seven cases so far 
in my home State of Rhode Island. The 
virus is spreading. It is not going away 
on its own, and we will certainly see 
these numbers increase as we approach 
the summer months. Again, I think we 
have to see this as a threat to our na-
tional security and deal with it as we 
are trying to deal with other threats to 
national security. 

But our national security is not just 
about being strong abroad, it is also 
being strong at home. A growing, vital 
economy allows us to meet the fiscal 
challenges we need to fully fund de-
fense and to fully fund our nondefense 
security activities. So, as Secretary 
Carter has said, underfunding the non-
defense portion of the budget, in his 
words, ‘‘disregards the enduring long- 
term connection between our Nation’s 
security and many other factors. Fac-
tors like scientific R&D to keep our 
technological edge, education of a fu-
ture all-volunteer military force, and 
the general economic strength of our 
country.’’ 

The words of the Secretary of De-
fense, I think, are right on target. Fur-
thermore, the men and women of our 
military volunteer to protect and are 
fighting overseas for American ideals, 
including a good education, economic 
opportunity, safe communities, and 
functioning infrastructure. There is a 
reason why our past budget agreements 
have provided budget parity between 
defense and nondefense spending. We 
have done so because we all recognize 
that we must protect our Nation as 
well as keep our Nation worth pro-
tecting. 

Our servicemembers and their fami-
lies also rely on many of the services 
provided by non-DOD departments and 
agencies. Efforts to support all these 
goals will be hampered unless civilian 
departments and agencies also receive 
relief from the budget caps. 

Therefore, my amendment also re-
vises the budget caps to allow for addi-
tional spending on important programs 
carried out by civilian agencies, in-
cluding $5.1 billion for infrastructure 
improvement. President Eisenhower 
understood the importance of a strong 
highway infrastructure to our national 
defense. In fact, I think, at least 
colloquially, his legislation was re-
ferred to at times as the ‘‘national de-
fense highway system.’’ But it was the 
Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1956 which 
led to our interstate transportation 
system. 

Today, many elements of that trans-
portation system, both roads and 

bridges, have fallen below acceptable 
standards. We need to take action now 
to prevent further decline in that vital 
system. The unrealistic and arbitrary 
budget caps will result in deep cuts to 
critical infrastructure programs. We 
need more resources to invest in our 
transportation and infrastructure sys-
tems—not less. 

In response to these shortfalls, my 
amendment would provide $5.1 billion 
to help meet critical infrastructure 
needs for roads, bridges, rail, affordable 
housing, VA construction projects, 
water infrastructure, and funds to 
mitigate lead contamination. 

Here are a few facts for the consider-
ation of my colleagues. Barely one- 
third of our roads are in good condi-
tion, and one-quarter of our bridges 
need significant repair. In my State, 
we have the highest percentage of 
structurally deficient bridges. Without 
increased investment, that number 
could double in the next decade. 

The Department of Transportation 
has identified an $86 billion state-of- 
good-repair backlog for bus and rail 
transit. That backlog continues to in-
crease at a rate of $2.5 billion per year 
due to inadequate Federal funding. 
Amtrak’s busy Northeast corridor has 
a $28 billion state-of-good-repair back-
log and relies on bridges and tunnels 
that are over 100 years old. 

The Federal Aviation Administra-
tion’s maintenance backlog has grown 
to $5 billion, and the FAA has identi-
fied over $400 million in needs for im-
mediate facilities repairs that we are 
not able to meet under our current al-
location. If we do not invest in our 
transportation system, efficiency and 
safety will be compromised. 

Meanwhile, we have also an afford-
able housing crisis. Nearly 8 million 
low-income Americans are paying more 
than 50 percent of their income on 
rent, living in substandard housing, or 
both. In fact, for every four families 
that are eligible to receive HUD assist-
ance, only one can be served within 
this fiscal environment. Families can-
not pay for higher education or get 
ahead if the majority of income goes to 
simply keeping a roof over their heads. 

It is also important to continue to 
adequately fund the Drinking Water 
State Revolving Fund and the Clean 
Water State Revolving Fund and to 
work to mitigate lead contamination. 
State revolving fund resources are crit-
ical to modernize our water infrastruc-
ture, reducing pollution, and pro-
tecting public health. 

As the tragic events in Flint, MI, il-
lustrate, when water quality is com-
promised, it becomes a public health 
crisis. Water quality oversight isn’t 
just about pipes and infrastructure. It 
is also about preserving an ecosystem 
and keeping our sources of drinking 
water free from harmful contaminants. 
Inadequately funding these basic ne-
cessities means that we cannot meet 
the needs of our communities. 

We also understand, particularly as 
we look across the globe at our com-
petitors—our military competitors— 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 23:33 Jun 08, 2016 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00005 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G08JN6.006 S08JNPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
3G

LQ
08

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES3604 June 8, 2016 
that our technological edge is nar-
rowing. One reason is that they are in-
vesting a great deal in their research 
infrastructure and we are not investing 
as we were in the past, again, partly as 
a result of these budget caps. 

So, my amendment would authorize 
an additional $3.5 billion for science 
and technological investment. Federal 
research centers like NIH, the National 
Science Foundation, NASA, and ARPA- 
E, all provide hope for treatments and 
cures for life-threatening and debili-
tating diseases, generate new tech-
nology, and make scientific break-
throughs. They are also key in helping 
to strengthen our economy and main-
tain our competitive edge—the founda-
tion of our national security. 

Again, the technological edge that 
we enjoyed over our near-peer competi-
tors in the past is narrowing. Every de-
fense official will say that. We are not 
simply going to fix it by putting some 
more money into defense-directed DOD 
research. We have to put money 
throughout our entire research enter-
prise. One other area is increasing our 
basic education. This funding would 
support full implementation of several 
bipartisan legislative efforts, including 
the Every Student Succeeds Act, the 
Individuals with Disabilities Education 
Act, the Workforce Innovation and Op-
portunity Act, and efforts to improve 
college affordability. 

We can never be fully secure if we are 
not fully providing for the development 
of the children of this country, because 
they will eventually rise to positions of 
leadership, not just in the military but 
in other critical areas that will make 
this Nation strong and continue our 
ability to provide the finest military 
force in the world. 

We have tried to articulate through-
out that our national security is much 
more than simply the funding we give 
to the Department of Defense. A well- 
trained and educated workforce, a pro-
ductive workforce contributes to our 
economy, and that contributes to our 
defense. Innovation through scientific 
research is important to our national 
security. 

The agencies that I cited, particu-
larly the Department of Homeland Se-
curity, the Department of State, and 
all of these agencies have a critical 
role overseas. They will not be able to 
play that role if we simply increase 
funding for the Department of Defense 
and not for these other agencies. For 
some time now, the President and Sec-
retaries Carter, Hagel, Panetta, and 
Gates have implored Congress to end 
the harmful efforts of the arbitrary 
spending caps and sequestration. 

During last year’s debate, I repeat-
edly and forcefully argued that using 
the OCO account as a way to skirt the 
budget caps set a dangerous precedent. 
That was the reason why I reluctantly 
had to vote against last year’s bill. I 
was deeply concerned that if we used 
this OCO approach for 1 year, it would 
be easy to do it next year and every 
year after that, ensuring an enduring 

imbalance between security and do-
mestic spending. Such an approach 
would be completely counter to the 
original rationale of the Budget Con-
trol Act, which imposed proportionally 
equal cuts to defense and nondefense 
discretionary spending to force a bipar-
tisan compromise. 

Ultimately, we must return to an era 
of budget deliberations in which all 
discretionary spending, both defense 
and nondefense, is judged by its merit 
and not by arbitrary limits. We need to 
begin working together now to remove 
the budget caps and the threat of se-
questration, not just for the Depart-
ment of Defense but for all Federal 
agencies that contribute to national 
and economic security. Providing relief 
from the caps to only the defense por-
tion of the budget, while ignoring the 
very real consequences of continuing to 
underfund the nondefense portion of 
the budget, moves us farther away 
from that goal. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COT-

TON). The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Ms. AYOTTE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

JOINT MEETING OF THE TWO 
HOUSES—ADDRESS BY THE 
PRIME MINISTER OF INDIA 

RECESS SUBJECT TO THE CALL OF THE CHAIR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess subject to the call of the 
Chair. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 10:30 a.m., 
took a recess subject to the call of the 
Chair, and the Senate, preceded by the 
Secretary of the Senate, Julie E. 
Adams; the Deputy Sergeant at Arms, 
James Morhard; and the Vice President 
of the United States, JOSEPH R. BIDEN, 
Jr., proceeded to the Hall of the House 
of Representatives to hear an address 
delivered by His Excellency Narendra 
Modi, Prime Minister of India. 

(The address delivered by the Prime 
Minister of India to the joint meeting 
of the two Houses of Congress is print-
ed in the Proceedings of the House of 
Representatives in today’s RECORD.) 

At 2:20 p.m., the Senate, having re-
turned to its Chamber, reassembled 
and was called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mrs. ERNST). 

f 

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 
2017—Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I 
thank the distinguished Presiding Offi-
cer. What is our parliamentary situa-
tion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate is considering S. 2943. 

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

INDEPENDENCE OF OUR FEDERAL JUDICIARY 
Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, I 

wanted to speak based on my experi-
ence over the years as a member of the 
Senate Judiciary Committee—as the 
ranking member, as the chairman—on 
something very public that has hap-
pened. 

Many Senators in both parties have 
appropriately condemned the racist 
comments recently made by the Repub-
lican Party’s presumptive Presidential 
nominee about Judge Curiel. Sadly, 
these baseless allegations he has made 
against a distinguished Federal judge 
come as no surprise. We have seen for 
months that personal insults are the 
calling card of the Republican standard 
bearer. But I would say, similar to 
what many in both parties have said, 
anyone seeking the highest office of 
this great Nation has to understand the 
fundamental role that judges play in 
our democracy. The rule of law pro-
tects all of us, but only when adminis-
tered by an independent judiciary. 

I am deeply troubled by this attack 
on a sitting Federal judge, but make no 
mistake—it is not the first, nor will it 
be the last Republican attack on the 
independence of our Federal judiciary. 
This may be the most extreme exam-
ple, but it is just the latest in a series 
of Republican actions that seek to un-
dermine and compromise a coequal 
branch of government. 

For more than 7 years, Senate Re-
publicans have tried to block judicial 
nominations through stalling and de-
laying. They have even distorted the 
records of the men and women nomi-
nated to serve on the Federal bench. 
This systematic—and it has been sys-
tematic—obstruction has hurt courts 
across the country. But it is not just 
the courts I am worried about; it is the 
American people who go to those 
courts seeking justice. Judicial vacan-
cies have soared under Republican 
leadership, even though we have dozens 
of nominations that have bipartisan 
support, and they are languishing on 
the Senate floor. 

Earlier this year, Senate Republicans 
took their obstruction one totally un-
precedented step further. Within hours 
of the news of Justice Scalia’s passing, 
the Republican leader declared his uni-
lateral refusal to allow anyone to be 
confirmed to the Supreme Court until 
the following year, even though he said 
this in February. It was an extraor-
dinarily partisan decision, and there is 
no precedent for it in the United States 
Senate under either Democratic or Re-
publican leadership. Since confirma-
tion hearings began a century ago, 
never, never has the Senate denied a 
Supreme Court nominee a hearing. 

Recently, two law professors exten-
sively analyzed the history of the Su-
preme Court. They concluded that 
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there is no historical precedent for this 
refusal to consider Chief Judge Gar-
land’s nomination. In fact, according 
to their report, there have been 103 
prior times in history when an elected 
President has filled a Supreme Court 
vacancy prior to the election of the 
next President and has done so with 
the advice and consent of the Senate— 
103 times. The Republicans’ unprece-
dented obstruction—and I quote here— 
‘‘threatens to damage the appoint-
ments process in the future and risks 
significant harm to the Court.’’ 

The Senate Republican leadership 
has chosen to put the functioning of 
our highest Court in jeopardy for more 
than a year. That is the partisan at-
tack on our independent judicial sys-
tem that more Americans need to un-
derstand. When the dust settles on this 
latest series of accusations by the Re-
publican’s standard bearer, I hope the 
American people remember what this 
says about his disrespect for the rule of 
law, what it says about his disrespect 
for our justice system, what it says 
about how he will treat those who may 
disagree with him, and what it says 
about those who fail to hold him ac-
countable. 

Our Founders understood that this 
great Nation needs an independent ju-
diciary. They designed our courts to be 
insulated from the political whims of 
the moment. They designed our judici-
ary to serve as a check on the political 
branches, including on the power of the 
President. Can you imagine a future 
President who does not respect the role 
judges play? A President who thinks 
judges should be disqualified from 
doing their jobs simply based on their 
race or their gender? 

For the good of the country, I call on 
my Republican friends to stop dimin-
ishing our independent Federal judici-
ary. It is too important to be treated 
like an election-year pawn. Our Fed-
eral courts, from the Supreme Court 
all the way down, deserve to be at full 
strength, and the Senate needs to treat 
fairly the dozens of nominees before us, 
all of whom have earned bipartisan 
support. 

It is not fair to attack sitting judges 
for political gain when they cannot 
even respond to the attack. It is also 
not fair to make allegations against 
judges who, as nominees, cannot re-
spond because Senate Republicans 
refuse to have a public hearing. 

If the Republican leaders of this body 
want to distinguish themselves from 
the rhetoric of the campaign trail, they 
should change course here in the Sen-
ate. Actions speak louder than words. 
They should allow Chief Judge Garland 
a public hearing and a confirmation 
vote this month. They should allow an 
up-or-down vote on the 22 judicial 
nominees who have been reported fa-
vorably by the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee and who just sit here, waiting 
for a vote. 

The American people deserve leaders 
who respect and support our Federal 
courts and have the courage to take ac-
tion. 

Let me say from a personal point 
that I remember the day I stood before 
the Vermont Supreme Court as though 
it was yesterday. I took my oath as the 
newest lawyer in Vermont, and I was 
the youngest lawyer in the State of 
Vermont. I was very conscious of that, 
being both the youngest and the new-
est. But I remember the senior partner 
of our law firm, who was a well-known 
conservative Republican throughout 
the State, and as a young lawyer he 
told me: Do the best job you can. Al-
ways tell the truth. But you do not 
criticize the judges. You might not like 
their decisions. You can always appeal 
them. Maybe you will win; maybe you 
will lose. But protect the integrity of 
our courts. They are above politics. 
They should not be brought into it. 

Frankly, the attacks against a judge 
born in Indiana, a man who has de-
fended our Constitution, the people of 
this country, even when his life was 
threatened—to attack him, to make 
racist comments about him, to demean 
the courts, to demean our judiciary, 
our Federal system, the best in the 
world—it made my skin crawl. It was 
puerile; it was wrong. I hope that all of 
us in both parties will stand above that 
and protect the integrity of our Fed-
eral judiciary. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
TILLIS). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak about my 
amendment No. 4299. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, not a 
lot of Americans know this, but we are 
at war in the Middle East. We are part 
of the Saudi-led coalition that is in the 
middle of a very dangerous and cata-
strophic war inside Yemen. The Saudi- 
led campaign inside Yemen began on 
March 26, 2015. The Houthis, a group 
within Yemen, had captured the cap-
ital in September of 2014. The Saudi-led 
campaign, of which the United States 
is a member, had intended to push the 
Houthis out of the capital. 

The war has been absolutely dev-
astating from both a humanitarian per-
spective and a U.S. national security 
perspective. Senator PAUL and I have 
submitted an amendment that I will 
not call up right now—but I may do so 
later in the proceedings—which would 
place some very reasonable conditions 
on the U.S. participation in this coali-
tion, and in particular on the U.S. 
transfer of munitions to Saudi Arabia 
in order to continue this campaign. 

What is the status of this civil war 
inside Yemen today? Well, first of all, 
as I mentioned, it has been an absolute 

humanitarian disaster. The war has 
left 3,000 civilians dead, and the total 
number of deaths is 6,200. At this time 
80 percent of Yemen’s population is 
wholly dependent on international hu-
manitarian relief because they don’t 
have adequate food, water, or medical 
care. 

The capital, Sanaa, has been without 
electricity or running water for over a 
year. The capital of this country has 
had no electricity or running water for 
over a year. Nearly the entire popu-
lation of an entire country, Yemen, is 
now dependent on international hu-
manitarian aid in order to subsist. 

During this time, the U.N. has docu-
mented 101 attacks on Yemeni schools 
and hospitals, 48 of which were attrib-
uted to this coalition-led bombing 
campaign that the United States is a 
part of. Hundreds of health facilities 
have closed due to damage and lack of 
fuel for generators, supplies, and short-
age of medical personnel. 

There have been multiple reports of 
cluster bombs—U.S. made cluster 
bombs being used in or near civilian 
populations. The United States has en-
abled this campaign. It would not hap-
pen without U.S. participation. There 
would not be a Saudi-led bombing cam-
paign in Yemen without the United 
States. Why? Well, first of all, it is bil-
lions of dollars in U.S. weapons and 
U.S. munitions that are being dropped 
inside Yemen, including those cluster 
bombs. It is our intelligence that is 
providing the basis, the foundation, for 
all the targeting that is being done. 
One can argue that targeting has been 
dramatically insufficient given the 
number of civilian casualties, but there 
would be little way for the Saudis to do 
targeting at all without U.S. intel-
ligence. It is Air Forces Central Com-
mand that has flown 709 air-to-air re-
fueling sorties, offloading 26 million 
pounds of fuel to coalition aircraft. It 
is American refueling missions that 
allow for the coalition planes to fly. So 
the United States is an indispensable 
part of this coalition; thus, the United 
States is at war inside Yemen today, 
and very few people are talking about 
it. But we should, because in addition 
to a U.S. and Saudi-led coalition re-
sulting in the death of thousands of ci-
vilians inside Yemen, this war is in di-
rect contravention with U.S. national 
security interests. 

First, the damage done to U.S. credi-
bility in the region and amongst Mus-
lim populations should be obvious to 
all of us when it is our bombs that are 
killing civilians. If you talk to Yemeni 
Americans, they will tell you that in 
Yemen this is not a Saudi bombing 
campaign; this is a U.S.-Saudi bombing 
campaign, so every death inside Yemen 
is attributed to the United States. We 
need to accept that as a consequence of 
our participation in this campaign. 

Secondly, this coalition has made a 
very purposeful decision to target the 
Houthis instead of targeting terrorist 
groups, such as AQAP, which have used 
this civil war to expand their base of 
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operations. The coalition has made a 
very purposeful decision to target the 
Houthis instead of targeting ISIS, 
which had virtually no footprint in 
Yemen before this bombing campaign 
and now is growing by the day. 

Here is what the State Department’s 
annual counterterrorism report states 
about the civil war inside Yemen: 

AQAP benefitted during 2015 from the con-
flict in Yemen by significantly expanding its 
presence in the southern and eastern 
governorates. . . . The group was able to in-
crease its recruiting and expand its safe 
haven in Yemen. It also insinuated itself 
among multiple factions on the ground, 
which has made it more difficult to counter. 

I almost want to read that again be-
cause what our own counterterrorism 
report has told us is that the U.S. 
intervention in Yemen has resulted in 
the dramatic growth in the strength of 
AQAP, an element of Al Qaeda, a 
named enemy of the United States. 

We don’t have a resolution that com-
mits the United States to war against 
the Houthis. We have never given the 
administration the power to fight the 
Houthis. We have given the administra-
tion the power to fight Al Qaeda. There 
is still a pending effective authoriza-
tion of war against Al Qaeda. Inside 
Yemen, there are the Houthis and 
there is Al Qaeda. A Saudi-led cam-
paign, with participation from the 
United States, is fighting the 
Houthis—not a named enemy of the 
United States—while largely ignoring 
AQAP, which has grown in scale and 
scope. 

The State Department further af-
firms that both AQAP and ISIL have 
‘‘carried out hundreds of attacks’’ in 
Yemen last year, including suicide 
bombings, car bombings, assassina-
tions, et cetera, et cetera. 

So why are we doing this? Why is the 
United States relatively quietly facili-
tating a Saudi-led bombing campaign 
in Yemen that is in contravention to 
our national security interests? Well, 
there are a lot of guesses as to why. 

One is that as a consequence of the 
Iran nuclear agreement, we have to 
make a renewed commitment to the 
Saudis to push back on Iranian influ-
ence in and around the region. There is 
no doubt that there is a very direct 
connection between the Houthis and 
the Iranians. Houthis are not an Ira-
nian proxy, but there is a link, and 
there are going to be times where I 
would support U.S. efforts to push back 
on Iranian influence in the region. But 
in this instance, there is an indirect 
connection between the Houthis and 
the Iranians and all sorts of damage 
done to U.S. credibility and national 
security interests by participating in 
this coalition in the way that we are 
today. 

The second argument is that if the 
United States weren’t involved, the 
targeting would be even worse. There 
wouldn’t be 3,000 civilian deaths; there 
would be 20,000 civilian deaths if the 
United States were not helping. Well, 
that may be true, but that is not an in-

vitation to be involved in a civil war, 
because U.S. intelligence and targeting 
could probably always mean that fewer 
civilians would be killed. The fact is 
that it is likely that Saudi Arabia 
wouldn’t engage in this conflict or 
bombing campaign at all if it weren’t 
for U.S. support. 

I think it is time for this body to do 
some oversight on a conflict that has 
been raging for over a year with bil-
lions of U.S. dollars at stake, the con-
sequence being the dramatic increase 
of the power of terrorist organizations 
that have plots against the United 
States. Remember, AQAP is the most 
lethal and most dangerous element of 
Al Qaeda when it comes to potential 
threats directly to the U.S. homeland. 
It is AQAP that sits at the pinnacle of 
Al Qaeda’s potential ability to strike 
the United States. Yet this Congress 
has remained almost completely silent 
as a bombing campaign funded and or-
chestrated in part by the United States 
has allowed for AQAP to get stronger. 

God forbid that AQAP is successful in 
attacking the United States and that 
they do it from a base in Yemen that 
was made possible by U.S. paid for and 
directed bombs dropped on that coun-
try. 

I think the White House has recently 
recognized the danger of continuing 
along this same pace. There are reports 
that the White House recently placed a 
hold on a pending arms transfer of 
U.S.-origin cluster munitions to Saudi 
Arabia over concerns about their use in 
Yemen in areas inhabited by civilians. 
But we have to do our due diligence 
and our oversight as well. If we are 
really serious about upholding our arti-
cle I responsibilities to oversee the for-
eign policy of this Nation, then we 
have to add some conditions as well. 

The amendment that I have helped 
offer to the NDAA would place two 
pretty simple conditions on our sup-
port for the Saudi-led coalition. Impor-
tantly, my amendment doesn’t prohibit 
the United States from continuing to 
fund this effort. If I had my druthers, I 
certainly would argue that we at least 
take a pause, but I understand that the 
consensus may not be here in this body 
to temporarily or permanently halt our 
support for this campaign. 

All I am suggesting is that we place 
effectively two conditions on our finan-
cial support and logistical support for 
this campaign inside Yemen: 

No. 1, that the Saudi-led coalition 
make a commitment that it is doing 
everything necessary to reduce civilian 
casualties and that they are con-
ducting this campaign in concert with 
international humanitarian law. I 
can’t figure out why anybody would op-
pose that. Let’s just say that if we are 
going to fund this bombing campaign, 
those we are funding should make a 
commitment to try to kill fewer civil-
ians instead of more civilians. 

Second, those in the coalition should 
make a commitment to use U.S. sup-
port to fight terrorist groups—Al 
Qaeda and ISIS—instead of just fight-

ing the Houthis. The United States 
isn’t at war with the Houthis. We 
haven’t declared war on that group. We 
have declared war on Al Qaeda, and Al 
Qaeda is growing in its lethality, influ-
ence, and territorial control inside 
Yemen. 

Another condition, as contemplated 
by our amendment, is to simply have 
the President certify as a condition of 
continued support for the bombing 
campaign that the coalition is fighting 
terrorist groups alongside the Houthis. 

I think if I had 100 different conversa-
tions with Members of the Senate, I 
can’t imagine there would be a lot of 
objection because of course we want to 
fight terrorism. Of course that is our 
priority, not the Houthis. And of 
course we want to do everything pos-
sible to reduce civilian casualties. 

I am grateful to Senator MCCAIN, 
Senator REED, and also Senator CARDIN 
and Senator CORKER, who have some 
jurisdiction here, too, that they are 
willing to take a look at this amend-
ment. I am not offering it today be-
cause we are contemplating ways to 
structure the language to make it ac-
ceptable to the chair and to the rank-
ing member. 

I will end this with a plea for the 
Senate to get back in the game when it 
comes to the oversight of this adminis-
tration’s foreign policy, in particular 
in places like Yemen. We have been out 
to lunch when it comes to authoriza-
tions of military force for a long time. 
There is no authorization right now to 
fight ISIS, but we are doing it. There is 
a decade-old authorization to fight Al 
Qaeda that we should renew. If we are 
going to be involved in spending all of 
this money and all of this time putting 
our soldiers and airmen at risk in the 
Yemen campaign, then we should au-
thorize that, too, and if we don’t au-
thorize it, then the administration 
shouldn’t do it. 

So this is not an authorization I am 
proposing; it is simply a couple of com-
monsense conditions. I hope we can 
find a pathway to get a vote on this 
amendment, and I hope this body has 
the courage in the future to step up 
and call a spade a spade and do our 
constitutional duty, perform our con-
stitutional responsibility to provide 
oversight of the foreign policy by this 
administration. 

Thank you very much, Mr. President, 
and I yield the floor. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4549 
Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. President, it is 

no secret we are living in a dangerous 
time. We face a variety of threats to 
our security at home and abroad. We 
all agree we need to make investments 
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in a strong military to protect and de-
fend our national security. We have 
also come together in agreement on 
the need to take on our national secu-
rity challenges and our challenges here 
at home in a balanced way. 

The bipartisan budget agreement 
that we passed into law last year was 
far from perfect, but it provided much 
needed certainty for our economy by 
preventing the ongoing threats of a 
government default or a government 
shutdown. It restored investment in 
both our national and our economic se-
curity, ensuring that every dollar of in-
vestment in defense was matched by a 
dollar of investment in a stronger 
economy and a stronger middle class. 

A balanced approach has served us 
well. It was a necessary compromise 
grounded in fairness that should guide 
our bipartisan work going forward. I 
understand that the chairman would 
like to give the Defense Department 
$18 billion more than they currently 
have from the American taxpayer, but 
I also know the American people need 
stronger investments in the challenges 
they face each and every day just try-
ing to get ahead. 

If we are going to spend more on our 
military, then it is only fair that we 
also invest more in education, in job 
training, and workforce readiness to 
raise incomes and create a stronger 
economy for all. If we are going to 
spend more on the Pentagon, then it is 
only fair we also invest more in put-
ting people to work and rebuilding our 
crumbling infrastructure and transpor-
tation and water infrastructure. 

I also know we have unfinished busi-
ness in the Congress to bolster our vul-
nerable cyber security and to boost 
TSA security and to better support our 
law enforcement needs. We also have a 
responsibility to act on the public 
health crisis posed by Zika. We simply 
must do more and approve the nec-
essary funding to prevent, protect, and 
respond to this serious and dangerous 
threat. 

We need to provide relief to the peo-
ple in Flint, MI, who are still suffering 
from the impacts of lead contamina-
tion. 

I understand the military has asked 
for more helicopters and more fighter 
jets, but I also know that the American 
people need Washington to be stronger 
partners in the fights we are con-
fronting in communities across our 
country today. That is why I am 
pleased to support Senator REED’s 
amendment to invest $18 billion to help 
our middle class, to keep our country 
safe, and to respond to the Zika virus, 
lead contamination, heroin, opioids, 
and the crisis that we are facing with 
drug abuse throughout our Nation. 

As I have traveled in Wisconsin, it is 
clear that we face a heroin and opioid 
epidemic. I know that many of my col-
leagues in the Senate face that same 
crisis in their home States. 

In Wisconsin, it is a big problem, and 
it demands a bold response from Wash-
ington. We are in the midst of a crisis 

that is touching far too many across 
our State. I have heard stories from 
family members who have tragically 
lost loved ones to addiction, and I have 
heard from people who are on the path 
of recovery. 

At one of my community meetings in 
Pewaukee, a father came up to me to 
courageously share a story of trag-
ically losing his youngest son to addic-
tion right after Christmas a couple of 
years ago. 

Recently, I heard from Leonard, from 
Colfax, WI, whose grandson Nathan was 
killed in a car accident when he was 
just 16 years old. The driver of the 
other car was under the influence of 
heroin at the time. 

I have also heard from a mother from 
South Milwaukee whose son suffered 
from addiction for 20 years. While he is 
now in recovery, at one point she found 
him on their bathroom floor, uncon-
scious from a heroin overdose. 

Another mother from Mukwonago 
wrote to tell me that her own son’s life 
was saved by paramedics who adminis-
tered the drug naloxone during his 
overdose, allowing him to survive. 

The message is clear. Families sim-
ply cannot afford to wait any longer 
for help from Washington. It should 
not be easier for Wisconsinites to get 
their hands on opioids or heroin than it 
is for them to get treatment for their 
addiction. 

Today, as we consider increasing our 
spending for our military, let’s not for-
get American law enforcement, first 
responders, health care providers, and 
citizens fighting on the frontlines to 
combat our opioid and heroin crisis. 
Let’s not forget those struggling to get 
sober and to stay healthy. 

As communities continue to confront 
this epidemic on a daily basis, Wash-
ington needs to step up and needs to be 
a strong partner with State, local, and 
nonprofit efforts. 

The first place we can start is by 
making emergency investments for 
prevention, crisis intervention, treat-
ment, and recovery efforts. I was proud 
to support bipartisan legislation that 
provides this funding because these re-
sources are vital as we continue to re-
spond to this national emergency. Un-
fortunately, this funding was blocked 
by congressional Republicans. This epi-
demic knows no political party, and it 
should be an issue that unites us all. 

We must do more because fighting 
this nationwide epidemic is a shared 
responsibility. Everyone has a role to 
play in addressing this crisis, and Con-
gress should be no exception. The com-
munities we represent need the re-
sources necessary to win this fight. 

From talking to the people I work for 
in Wisconsin, I know that the opioid 
and heroin epidemic is a problem that 
neither law enforcement nor the health 
care system can tackle alone. The Fed-
eral Government cannot solve this 
problem by itself, just as we cannot ex-
pect State and local communities to 
address it by themselves. 

Together we must continue our fight 
and rise to this challenge. Let’s work 

together to help our communities re-
cover from this epidemic and stay 
healthy. 

The Senate will soon vote on the 
Reed amendment. This amendment 
would provide $1.1 billion to respond to 
the opioid and heroin crisis. The 
amendment would invest a total of $18 
billion, equal to the amount of funding 
that my Republican colleague, Chair-
man MCCAIN, is proposing to spend on 
the Department of Defense. 

The vote is about fairness and prior-
ities. I believe that, if we are going to 
provide more funding to the Pentagon, 
we should also invest in our middle 
class, ensure our security here at 
home, and step up to the plate and pro-
vide the resources Americans need to 
respond to the serious emergencies 
they face here at home. 

I yield back the remainder of my 
time. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Arizona. 
AMENDMENT NO. 4229 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, on Mon-
day I came to the floor to speak about 
the important provisions of the NDAA, 
sweeping reforms to the organization 
of the Department of Defense, to the 
Defense Acquisition System, and to the 
Military Health System. But I noted 
there was one challenge the Committee 
on Armed Services could not address in 
the NDAA: the dangerous mismatch be-
tween growing worldwide threats and 
arbitrary limits on defense spending in 
current law. This mismatch has very 
real consequences for the thousands of 
Americans who are serving in uniform 
and sacrificing on our behalf all around 
the Nation and the world. 

From Afghanistan to Iraq and Syria, 
from the heart of Europe to the seas of 
Asia, our troops are doing everything 
we ask of them, but for too long we in 
Congress have failed to do everything 
we can for them. 

Shamefully, our military is being 
forced to confront growing threats 
with shrinking resources. This year’s 
defense budget is more than $150 billion 
less than fiscal year 2011, before the 
Budget Control Act imposed arbitrary 
caps on defense spending. Over the last 
5 years as our military has struggled 
under the threat of sequestration, the 
world has only grown more complex 
and dangerous. 

Since 2011, we have seen Russian 
forces invade Ukraine, the emergence 
of the so-called Islamic State and its 
global campaign of terrorism, in-
creased attempts by Iran to destabilize 
U.S. allies and partners in the Middle 
East, growing assertive behavior by 
China and the militarization of the 
South China Sea, numerous cyber at-
tacks on U.S. industry and government 
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agencies, and further testing by North 
Korea of nuclear technology and other 
advanced military capabilities. Indeed, 
the Director of National Intelligence, 
James Clapper, testified to the Armed 
Services Committee in February that 
over the course of his distinguished 
five-decade career, he could not recall 
‘‘a more diverse array of challenges 
and crises’’ than our Nation confronts 
today. 

The Bipartisan Budget Act of 2015— 
or BBA—provided our military service-
members with much needed relief from 
the arbitrary caps on defense spending 
in the Budget Control Act. The BBA 
was a credit to the congressional lead-
ership, and many of us supported it as 
a necessary compromise that provided 
our military with vital resources for 
fiscal year 2016 but was more con-
strained in the resources it could pro-
vide for fiscal year 2017. The fact re-
mains that despite periodic relief from 
the budget caps that have imposed 
those cuts, including the BBA, each of 
our military services remains under-
funded, undersized, and unready to 
meet current and future threats. 

By the end of this fiscal year, the 
Marine Corps will be reduced to 182,000 
marines, even though the Commandant 
of the Marine Corps, General Neller, 
testified last year that the optimal size 
for the force is 186,800. Facing a short-
age of eight amphibious ships, the Ma-
rine Corps has been forced to examine 
options for deploying forces aboard for-
eign vessels, and a recent news report 
revealed the crisis in Marine Corps 
aviation. Years of budget cuts have left 
us with a Marine Corps that is too 
small and has too few aircraft. The air-
craft it does have are too old and can 
barely fly—and only by cannibalizing 
parts from other aircraft. Pilots cannot 
train and receive fewer flight hours a 
month than their Chinese and Russian 
counterparts. Young marines are work-
ing around the clock to keep planes in 
the air with shrinking resources, know-
ing that if they fail, their comrades 
flying and riding in those aircraft 
could pay a fatal price. 

Another news report showed what it 
means to have the oldest, smallest, and 
least ready Air Force in history, as our 
Nation now does. The service is short 
700 pilots and 4,000 maintainers for its 
fleet, which is smaller than its mission 
requirement and lacks the spare parts 
it needs to keep flying. It is so bad that 
airmen are stealing parts from retired 
aircraft in ‘‘the boneyard’’ in my home 
State of Arizona and even museum 
pieces just to get their planes back 
into combat. Our aircraft are aging, 
but even worse, our airmen are left 
‘‘burnt out’’ and exhausted. This is the 
predictable consequence of years of re-
lentless operational tempo combined 
with misguided reductions in defense 
spending. Today, less than 50 percent of 
the Air Force’s combat squadrons are 
ready for full-spectrum operations. The 
Air Force does not anticipate a return 
to full-spectrum readiness for another 
decade, and this will only grow worse 

as budget cuts force the Air Force to 
retire more aircraft than it procures. 

The story is similar in the Army. The 
Army has been reduced by 100,000 sol-
diers since 2012, bringing the Army to a 
size that Army Chief of Staff Mark 
Milley testified has put the Army at 
‘‘high military risk.’’ As the size of the 
Army has shrunk, readiness has suf-
fered. Just one-third of Army brigade 
combat teams are ready to deploy and 
operate decisively. Indeed, just two— 
just two—of the Army’s 60 brigade 
combat teams are at the highest level 
of combat readiness. To buy readiness 
today, the Army is being forced to 
mortgage its future readiness and capa-
bility by reducing end strength and de-
laying vital modernization programs, 
and the result of budget cuts, force re-
ductions, and declining readiness is 
clear. In an unforeseen contingency, 
General Milley testified in March that 
the Army ‘‘risks not having ready 
forces available to provide flexible op-
tions to our national leadership . . . 
and most importantly, [risks] incur-
ring significantly increased U.S. cas-
ualties.’’ I repeat, ‘‘significantly in-
creased U.S. casualties.’’ U.S. casual-
ties are the men and women who are 
serving. 

By any measure, the fleet of 272 ships 
in the Navy today is too small to ad-
dress critical security challenges. Even 
with recent shipbuilding increases, the 
Navy will not achieve its current re-
quirement of 308 ships until 2021, and 
there is no plan to meet the bipartisan 
National Defense Panel’s unanimous 
recommendation for a fleet of between 
323 and 346 ships. A shrinking fleet op-
erating at a higher tempo has forced 
difficult tradeoffs. Extended deploy-
ments have taken a heavy toll on our 
sailors, ships, and aircraft, and the 
Navy is no longer able to provide con-
stant carrier presence in the Middle 
East or the Western Pacific. 

In short, as threats grow, and the 
operational demands on our military 
increase, defense spending in constant 
dollars is decreasing. The President’s 
defense budget is $17 billion less than 
what the Department of Defense 
planned for last year. In order to make 
up for that shortfall, the military was 
forced to cut things it needs right now: 
Army fighting vehicles, Air Force 
fighters, Navy ships, Marine Corps heli-
copters, and critical training and main-
tenance across the services. As a re-
sult, the military services’ unfunded 
requirements total nearly $23 billion 
for the coming fiscal year alone. 

Then there is a massive and growing 
defense bill that we keep pretending 
does not exist. Over the next 5 years, 
the Department of Defense says it 
needs a minimum of $100 billion above 
the Budget Control Act caps on defense 
spending, add to that nearly $30 billion 
in base budget requirements that are 
currently hiding in the emergency ac-
count for contingency operations—or 
OCO. That is another $150 billion over 5 
years. 

Put simply, according to our own De-
partment of Defense and our own mili-

tary leaders, our Nation needs an addi-
tional quarter of a trillion dollars over 
the current Budget Control Act caps 
over the next 5 years just to execute 
the current defense strategy—a strat-
egy that I think many of us would 
agree is not doing enough to address 
the many global threats we face. My 
colleagues, we are fooling ourselves 
and we are misleading the American 
people about the true cost of defending 
our Nation. This makes no sense, and it 
is time to put a stop to this madness. 
That is what my amendment would 
begin to do. 

This amendment would increase de-
fense spending by $18 billion. These ad-
ditional resources would be used to re-
store military capabilities that were 
cut from the President’s defense budget 
request; address unfunded require-
ments identified by military com-
manders, especially those aimed at re-
storing readiness in the military serv-
ices; and support national security pri-
orities consistently identified by mili-
tary leaders and defense experts in tes-
timony and briefings before the Senate 
Armed Services Committee. 

This amendment would increase the 
pay raise for our troops to 2.1 percent. 
The President’s budget request sets 
pay raises at 1.6 percent, which would 
make this the fourth year in a row that 
pay raises for our troops were below in-
flation. Our troops deserve better, and 
if this amendment passes, a 2.1-percent 
pay raise would match the employment 
cost index and keep pace with private 
sector wage growth. 

This amendment prioritizes restoring 
military readiness. Over the past 5 
years, the combination of expanding 
threats, high operational tempo, budg-
et cuts, shrinking forces, and aging 
equipment have created a growing 
readiness crisis in our military. Indeed, 
of the $23 billion in unfunded require-
ments identified by the military serv-
ices, almost $7 billion were directly re-
lated to readiness. The NDAA took a 
first step in addressing these require-
ments by redirecting about $2 billion in 
targeted savings toward improving 
readiness. My amendment would add 
an additional $2.2 billion to help allevi-
ate the readiness crisis and mitigate 
the growing risk posed to the lives of 
our servicemembers. 

This amendment would stop mis-
guided cuts to the size of our military 
that are based on outdated assump-
tions about the world. For example, 
cuts to the size of the Army were set in 
motion before the Russian invasion of 
Ukraine and the rise of ISIL. There is 
simply no strategic logic for con-
tinuing these cuts now and placing a 
dangerous burden on the backs of our 
soldiers. That is why my amendment 
cancels the planned reduction of 15,000 
Active Army soldiers. It also restores 
end strength in the Navy, Marine 
Corps, and Air Force, as well as the Na-
tional Guard and Reserve. The amend-
ment also prevents cutting a 10th car-
rier air wing. 
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Our military confronts an ongoing 

strike fighter shortfall, which is espe-
cially severe in the Navy, and a readi-
ness crisis across aviation in the serv-
ices. This amendment would begin re-
versing this dangerous trend by in-
creasing aircraft procurement, includ-
ing 14 F/A–18 Super Hornets and 11 F–35 
Joint Strike Fighters. 

The amendment also accelerates 
Navy shipbuilding to mitigate a loom-
ing funding crunch in the next decade. 
My amendment provides the balance of 
funding necessary to fully fund an ad-
ditional Arleigh Burke-class destroyer. 
It also replaces funds for a third Lit-
toral combat ship in the next fiscal 
year. 

This amendment supports the rec-
ommendations of the National Com-
mission on the Future of the Army. In 
order to support combat aviation 
across the total Army, including the 
Guard and Reserve, the amendment in-
cludes funding for 36 additional UH–60 
Black Hawks and 17 LUH–72 Lakotas, 5 
CH–47 Chinooks, and 5 AH–64 Apache 
helicopters. The amendment also in-
cludes advanced procurement funding 
for 10 more Apaches. 

Despite the fact that our troops are 
still in harm’s way in Afghanistan, 
where the Taliban is making steady 
gains and ISIL is now present on the 
battlefield, the President’s budget re-
quest funds less than two-thirds of the 
current level of U.S. forces in Afghani-
stan. Both Republicans and Democrats 
on the Armed Services Committee have 
recognized that U.S. troop levels in Af-
ghanistan should be based on condi-
tions on the ground. That is why this 
amendment provides full funding for 
the current level of 9,800 troops in Af-
ghanistan to help our Afghan partners 
preserve the gains of the last 15 years 
and take the fight to terrorists who 
seek to destabilize the region and at-
tack American interests. 

This amendment supports the Euro-
pean Reassurance Initiative by mod-
ernizing 14 M1 Abrams tanks and 14 M2 
Bradley fighting vehicles for deploy-
ment to Eastern Europe to deter Rus-
sian aggression. 

The amendment also provides vital 
support for our allies and partners. My 
amendment provides $150 million in se-
curity assistance for the Ukrainian 
people to defend themselves against 
Vladimir Putin’s aggression. It also 
provides an additional $320 million for 
Israeli missile defense programs, in-
cluding cooperative programs with U.S. 
industry in order to protect one of our 
closest allies from a growing missile 
threat. 

In short, my amendment gives our 
troops the resources, training, and 
equipment they need and deserve to 
rise to the challenge of a more dan-
gerous world. 

I would also add one important fact 
about this amendment. Whatever some 
of my colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle may say, this amendment is 
completely compliant with last year’s 
budget agreement, the Bipartisan 

Budget Act. That legislation set bind-
ing spending caps on defense and non-
defense discretionary spending, but the 
BBA set what the Congressional Re-
search Service called nonbinding tar-
get levels of funding for overseas con-
tingency operations, or OCO. In other 
words, the BBA gave Congress the 
flexibility to increase OCO spending to 
meet current and future threats if it 
saw fit. There is no doubt that this ad-
ditional spending is needed, and this 
amendment provides it in full compli-
ance with last year’s budget agree-
ment. 

That said, I understand that some of 
my colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle believe we also need increases in 
nondefense spending. That is why the 
Senator from Rhode Island has offered 
a second-degree amendment that would 
add $18 billion in nondefense spending. 
This amendment has some laudable 
programs. 

I have long said that national secu-
rity is not just the Department of De-
fense. I agree that we should provide 
additional funding for the Department 
of Homeland Security, the FBI, and the 
Coast Guard. I would have added the 
CIA and some of our other intelligence 
agencies. But I do not believe there is 
any national security justification for 
adding billions in taxpayer dollars to a 
defense bill to pay for infrastructure, 
national parks, affordable housing pro-
grams, or agricultural research. 

While the Senate may not reach full 
agreement on the amendment by the 
Senator from Rhode Island, what I be-
lieve his amendment does show is that 
we all agree our military needs the ad-
ditional resources my amendment pro-
vides. 

I do not know whether the amend-
ment by the Senator from Rhode Island 
will succeed or fail, but if it does fail, 
my Democratic colleagues will be left 
to answer a simple question: Will you 
vote to give our military servicemem-
bers the resources, training, and equip-
ment they need and deserve? This vote 
will be that simple. 

Let’s be clear what voting no would 
mean. 

Voting no would be a vote in favor of 
another year where the pay for our 
troops does not keep pace with infla-
tion or private sector averages. 

Voting no would be a vote in favor of 
cutting more soldiers and marines at a 
time when the operational require-
ments for our Nation’s land forces— 
from the Middle East and Africa to Eu-
rope and Asia—are growing. 

Voting no would be a vote in favor of 
continuing to shrink the number of air-
craft that are available to the Air 
Force, Navy, and Marine Corps at a 
time when they are already too small 
to perform their current missions and 
are being forced to cannibalize their 
own fleets to keep our Nation’s pilots 
flying at far higher risk. 

Voting no would be a vote in favor of 
letting arbitrary budget caps set the 
timelines for our mission in Afghani-
stan instead of giving our troops and 

our Afghan partners a fighting chance 
at victory. 

In short, voting no is a vote in favor 
of continuing to ask our men and 
women in uniform to perform more and 
more tasks with inadequate readiness, 
inadequate equipment, an inadequate 
number of people, and unacceptable 
levels of risk to their missions and 
themselves. This is unfair, and it is 
wrong. It is wrong. 

For the sake of the men and women 
in our military who, as we speak, are 
putting their lives on the line to defend 
this Nation, I hope my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle will make the 
right choice. 

For 5 years we have let politics, not 
strategy, determine what resources we 
give our military servicemembers. If 
we keep doing this, our military com-
manders have warned us that we risk 
sending young Americans into a con-
flict for which they are not prepared. I 
know the vast majority of my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle recog-
nize that the mistakes of the past 5 
years have created this danger. Yet 
this is the reality our soldiers, sailors, 
airmen, and marines are facing. It is 
our urgent and solemn task to confront 
it. 

I say to my colleagues, Republican 
and Democrat alike, it doesn’t have to 
be this way. We don’t have to tolerate 
this anymore. Let’s stop allowing poli-
tics to divide us when we should be 
united in support of our military serv-
icemembers. Let’s begin charting a 
better course today, one that is worthy 
of the service and sacrifice of those 
who volunteer to put themselves in 
harm’s way on our behalf. Let’s adopt 
this amendment to give our service-
members the support they need and de-
serve, and in so doing, let’s do our 
duty. 

Mr. President, I know there are 
speakers on this amendment. I hope 
they will come to the floor to discuss 
these amendments so that we can set a 
time—hopefully this afternoon, if not 
tomorrow—on this amendment and the 
second-degree amendment by the Sen-
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

SCOTT). The Senator from Maryland. 
AMENDMENT NO. 4549 

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, I rise 
in support of the Reed-Mikulski 
amendment to respond to threats to 
our Nation by raising the caps for both 
defense and nondefense spending. 

All agree that we must defend the se-
curity of the United States. So many 
argue that we need more money for 
DOD, even though DOD already con-
sumes 50 percent of all discretionary 
spending. 

Here is a quick tutorial on the Fed-
eral budget. Discretionary spending is 
$1 trillion. The other two big expendi-
tures are interest on the debt and trust 
funds, particularly for earned benefits 
like Social Security and Medicare. But 
on discretionary spending—what we 
can decide to spend of that $1 trillion— 
about $500 billion goes to defense. 
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We all know we are under some pret-

ty big threats. We have fought a 15- 
year war. Our men and women deserve 
the best training, the best technology, 
and support for themselves and their 
families. I don’t argue that. But I want 
people who like to say I am a numbers 
guy—let them know what the numbers 
are. 

I take the position that we need to 
make sure our national security is 
what it should be, but I argue that not 
all of national security is in the De-
partment of Defense. There are clear 
and present dangers to the people of 
the United States that are met by 
other agencies. 

When we passed the Bipartisan Budg-
et Act last October, we agreed on par-
ity. What we said was that there would 
be parity between defense and non-
defense. What does that mean? That 
means defense gets about $500 billion 
and nondefense, which is all of the 
other programs for the United States 
of America, gets the other roughly $500 
billion. That means everything from 
Pell grants and the National Institutes 
of Health to Homeland Security, the 
FBI—I could go on and on. 

I am willing to support the need to 
defend America by allowing more 
spending on defense, but I take the po-
sition that America faces other threats 
as well, and we need to maintain the 
parity. 

The amendment being offered by 
Senator JACK REED and me, as an origi-
nal cosponsor, says yes to the $18 bil-
lion for defense needs and yes to $18 
billion for nondefense needs so we can 
make the Nation safe and more secure. 

The Reed-Mikulski amendment does 
two things: It amends the 2015 Bipar-
tisan Budget Act to allow $18 billion of 
relief from sequestration for defense 
spending—the same amount in exactly 
the same way as described by my sen-
ior colleague from Arizona, the Amer-
ican war hero JOHN MCCAIN. But there 
is another $18 billion in the Reed-Mi-
kulski amendment for nondefense 
spending because there are threats to 
the United States of America in addi-
tion to the ones the DOD confronts. 

So what does the Reed-Mikulski 
amendment fund? It funds those agen-
cies that we think provide national se-
curity in addition to the Department of 
Defense. We are talking about more 
money for the State Department so 
they can do their diplomacy, so they 
can provide their Embassy security, 
and so we can meet the humanitarian 
need, where we are winning the hearts 
and minds of people and also making 
sure we help other people around the 
world. It will also give more to Home-
land Security so that they can defend 
our coast and defend our borders, and 
it gives more money to the Department 
of Justice so they can track terrorists 
or keep an eye on things to make sure 
we don’t have terrorist attacks here. 

There are also other threats to the 
United States of America, one of which 
is in the area of cyber security. That 
occurs in order to have the protection 

of dot-military and dot-gov to main-
tain our continuity of government, and 
dot-com, which is essentially the func-
tioning of our whole country that is 
not government or military. My gosh, 
everybody has been hacked. OPM was 
hacked. Look at all that we lost. There 
are over 1 million hacks a week going 
on against government agencies by 
people who want to steal our trade se-
crets from the Patent Office and NASA 
and NIH and FDA. Why invent a cure 
for cancer when you can steal it? 

Then, of course, there is this threat 
to Zika. Make no mistake—these 
aren’t cute little bugs coming from the 
Southern Hemisphere; these are bugs 
that when they infect people, particu-
larly pregnant women, the results are 
horrific birth defects. Zika is a threat 
to the public health of the United 
States of America. 

There is the danger of heroin, and 
there is a danger in terms of other 
kinds of environmental dangers, such 
as what Flint, MI, is facing. 

We are also running significant defi-
cits in research infrastructure and 
human infrastructure. I am going to 
elaborate on that in a minute. 

Why do we need the Reed-Mikulski 
amendment? Current spending caps are 
$20 billion below the fiscal 2010 level. 
Let’s make no mistake—we appropri-
ators aren’t exactly these wild big 
spenders. Neither is the Budget Act. 
The Budget Act we are working under 
is at the level of 2010. This amendment 
authorizes funding to meet real prob-
lems. 

Other Members will come to discuss 
that, but I want to make clear that if 
you want to keep our troops safe, the 
best way is to give peace a chance. It is 
not a song from another era. If we want 
to try to prevent war, to contain war, 
or to end war, we need diplomacy. That 
is what the State Department does 
around the world—quelling conflict, 
stopping proliferation, supporting 
treasured allies. 

We need to protect our people who 
work abroad, both our military and 
those who work at our Embassies. We 
need Embassy security. We need for-
eign aid to respond to real human 
needs while avoiding creating new en-
emies or new problems abroad. We need 
the State Department, but we also 
need Homeland Security. We need to 
protect our borders. We need the U.S. 
Coast Guard out there protecting us 
against drug dealers, terrorists, and 
helping to provide port security. We 
need Customs and Border Protection to 
secure borders. There are those who 
want to build a wall. I want to make 
sure we have the men, women, and 
technology to secure the borders. We 
need law enforcement to fight ter-
rorism abroad and also to fight the 
drug dealers, human traffickers, cartel 
people, and organized crime. That is 
why we need the FBI’s help and help 
from the Drug Enforcement Agency 
and the U.S. Marshals Service. 

This would authorize $1.4 billion for 
the Department of Homeland Security 

and the Department of Justice to make 
sure we have enough people and the 
right technology to protect us, in addi-
tion to the spartan situation we find in 
the Appropriations Committee. We 
need to be able to do that. When we 
look at cyber security, this is all hands 
on deck, all government on deck, all of 
us on deck. We do need DOD to help 
with threats to our military. 

We are increasingly relying on dig-
ital technology. I am so proud of what 
we do at the National Security Agency, 
the mother ship of talent focused on 
protecting the Nation. I am proud of 
the cyber command, but I am also 
proud of what we do through our cyber 
security in terms of what we do with 
the Department of Homeland Security, 
the National Institute of Standards 
and Technology, and others, coming up 
with new information for security 
technology. There are a lot of numbers 
and data, but I will skip over that. 

Then there is the legacy of war. The 
legacy of war is what we owe our vet-
erans. We just celebrated Memorial 
Day, honoring those who made the ul-
timate sacrifice, but we also extended 
our support for veterans everywhere. 

Did the Presiding Officer know that 
60 percent of Veterans Health Adminis-
tration facilities are over 50 years old? 
The facilities are aging in place. The 
VA itself has cataloged $10 billion 
worth of maintenance deficiencies and 
code violations at hospitals and clinics. 
We are not talking about new construc-
tion. We are talking about deficiencies 
in maintenance and actual code viola-
tions. 

The VA tells us about leaking roofs, 
mold growing, and other serious prob-
lems. I could go on. We all remember 
Walter Reed and how the years of ne-
glected maintenance led to horrible 
conditions for our injured veterans and 
their families. They deserve better. 
They deserve facilities that are as fit 
for duty as they are. 

Then there is this other issue that I 
am very concerned about, which is in 
the area of research and development. 
Some of my colleagues might say: 
What the heck does that have to do 
with being in the military? We need re-
search and development to be able to 
come up with the new ideas and new 
technologies to protect our Nation. 
Look at what the Department of En-
ergy did. They are helping to develop 
big trucks that sip gas like a Honda 
Civic. What does that mean? It not 
only means our military can be more 
efficient, but we can also be more en-
ergy independent. 

The National Science Foundation has 
done so much in the way of basic re-
search that it has enabled us to come 
up with whole new fields like nanotech-
nology or miniaturization that enables 
our people not only to have the smart 
weapons of war but the smart weapons 
against disease. My gosh, look at what 
we are developing just in terms of new 
technology. 

I don’t know if the Presiding Officer 
is aware, but a lot of the work that was 
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done at NASA, particularly in the area 
of space telescopes and rockets, helped 
us come up with the new digital mam-
mography. Can you believe that? Be-
cause we studied space out there, we 
learned to protect our people right 
here, and it also helps others. 

I also want to talk about the fact 
that we do help some domestic pro-
grams here in the area of children and 
human infrastructure. People say: 
What does that have to do with de-
fense? I will tell you what General 
Dempsey told me. General Dempsey 
told me this, and he told others. So it 
wasn’t like a little thing with General 
Dempsey. GEN Martin Dempsey, 
former head of the Joint Chiefs and 
decorated war hero said: Senator MI-
KULSKI, did you know that for every 
four people who want to enlist in our 
military, only one is found fit to serve? 
Either people are physically unfit, 
can’t read, or have had a problem with 
mental illness or addiction. 

We need to invest in our children. If 
for nothing else, we need to make sure 
all Americans are fit for duty, and that 
is why we need to do this. 

We have spoken eloquently as to why 
we need more money for Zika, the need 
to fight the addiction some have with 
opioid drugs, and the situation in 
Flint. 

Mr. President, as I said, I rise in sup-
port of the Reed-Mikulski amendment 
to respond to threats to our Nation by 
raising the caps for both defense and 
nondefense spending. All agree that we 
must defend the security of the United 
States. So many argue we need more 
money for the Department of Defense, 
DOD, even though DOD consumes 50 
percent of discretionary spending. But 
I argue not all of national security is 
in Department of Defense. There are 
clear and present dangers to Americans 
met by other agencies, such as the De-
partments of Homeland Security, DHS, 
State, and Veterans Affairs, VA. 

The Bipartisan Budget Act, which 
passed with 64 votes in the Senate last 
October, was based on parity—equal re-
lief from the consequences of seques-
tration—because there have been sig-
nificant consequences of sequester for 
the American people. 

We are willing to support the need to 
defend America by allowing more 
spending on defense. But America faces 
threats at home as well, and we need 
parity in responding to those threats. 
That is why we are offering this 
amendment to say yes to $18 billion for 
defense needs and yes to $18 billion for 
nondefense needs, so we can make the 
Nation safer and more secure. 

The Reed-Mikulski amendment does 
two things. It amends 2015 Bipartisan 
Budget Agreement to allow both: $18 
billion of relief from sequestration for 
defense spending, the same amount au-
thorized by the McCain Amendment, 
and $18 billion of relief from sequestra-
tion for nondefense spending, because 
there are threats that DOD can’t ad-
dress. 

What does the amendment fund? 
There are five categories: 1, national 

security spending, in addition to DOD, 
for DHS to defend our coasts and bor-
ders, Department of Justice to track 
down drug cartels and terrorists and 
State Department diplomacy, foreign 
aid, and embassy security; 2, funding to 
address urgent threats to America, in-
cluding heroin, failing water infra-
structure as exposed in Flint, the Zika 
virus, and cyber security; 3, physical 
infrastructure, including funding for 
roads, bridges, transit, and VA hos-
pitals; 4, research infrastructure in-
vestments, creating jobs through new 
products and cures; and 5, human infra-
structure, providing more resources to 
underfunded, but overwhelmingly 
passed, authorizations for education 
and college affordability, workforce 
training, and food safety. This amend-
ment meets threats to America with 
new funding not available in our appro-
priations bills due to austerity imposed 
by budget caps. 

Current spending caps are $20 billion 
below the fiscal year 2010 level, 7 years 
ago. These cuts have consequences. 
This amendment authorizes funding to 
meet real problems. Other members of 
the Appropriations Committee will 
come to the floor to discuss needs in 
their subcommittees, but first I want 
to talk about some of the dangers we 
are addressing with this amendment. 

The best way to keep our troops safe 
is peace. But we live in turbulent 
times, which means we need diplo-
macy. The State Department works 
around the world to quell conflict and 
help displaced and threatened refugees, 
stop weapons proliferation, and support 
treasured allies, especially those ab-
sorbing refugees from Syria. 

We need embassy security so we can 
bring our diplomats home safely. We 
need foreign aid to respond to real 
human needs while avoiding creating 
new enemies abroad. We need the State 
Department to help keep America safe. 
That is why the Reed-Mikulski amend-
ment includes $1.9 billion to continue 
the key security mission of the State 
Department. 

Communities in the U.S. face lone- 
wolf terrorists, drug traffickers, and 
smugglers. The Department of Defense 
doesn’t fight domestic crime and ter-
rorism. We need the Department of 
Homeland Security’s Coast Guard pro-
tecting our coasts; Transportation Se-
curity Administration, TSA, keeping 
air travel safe; and Customs and Border 
Protection, CBP, securing the border. 
We also need the Department of Jus-
tice’s Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
FBI, Drug Enforcement Administra-
tion, and U.S. Marshals. 

This amendment authorizes $1.4 bil-
lion for DHS and the Department of 
Justice, so they can improve out-
rageous wait times at airports, meet-
ing growing passenger volume, which is 
up 7.4 percent from 2015, without com-
promising safety; hire 2,000 officers on 
the borders; hire FBI, local police, and 
other Federal law enforcement to cap-
ture and prosecute criminals here in 
America—violent crime rose nearly 2 

percent last year after falling in 2 prior 
years. The Department of Defense can’t 
do those things. 

I now want to turn to a threat that 
requires all hands on deck: cyber secu-
rity. We need DOD to help threats to 
our military, which is increasingly re-
liant on digital technology, and threats 
from nation states. I am so proud of 
Cyber Command, Fort Meade, and the 
National Security Agency, NSA, the 
mothership of talent, focused on pro-
tecting the Nation. 

But we have not done enough to pro-
tect ourselves at home. More than 22 
million Americans are at risk of iden-
tity theft because our own Office of 
Personnel Management couldn’t keep 
their records safe. We need the FBI 
finding the criminals behind the key-
boards, DHS advising Federal agencies, 
and the National Institute of Stand-
ards and Technology setting standards. 
And every agency needs to secure 
itself. 

Last year, Federal agencies reported 
77,000 cyber incidents—up 10 percent 
from fiscal year 2014. The Food and 
Drug Administration and the U.S. Pat-
ent and Trademark Office need to pro-
tect trade secrets, and the Social Secu-
rity Administration needs to protect 
our personal information. That is why 
our amendment includes $2 billion for 
cyber security, so our nondefense agen-
cies can join DOD in the fight. 

The Reed-Mikulski amendment helps 
America be more secure, but also safer. 
Americans are threatened daily with 
our roads and bridges failing, our wa-
terways and ports needing moderniza-
tion, and our transit systems clogged 
and crumbling. 

Demand for flexible transportation 
investments is overwhelming. Since 
2010, the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion’s backlog has grown by $1 billion 
to a total of $5 billion, risking break-
downs in air traffic control. Amtrak 
carries 30 million passengers each year, 
but can’t stop deadly derailments. Here 
in the National Capital Region, while 
‘‘safe track’’ repairs clog highways and 
side streets, the Department of Trans-
portation tells us there is an $86 billion 
maintenance backlog for bus and rail 
systems nationwide. 

It is not just our transportation in-
frastructure that fails us; 60 percent of 
Veterans Health Administration facili-
ties are over 50 years old and facilities 
are beginning to show their age. VA 
has catalogued almost $10 billion worth 
of maintenance deficiencies and code 
violations at existing hospitals and 
clinics. VA even classifies these defi-
ciencies as Ds and Fs, from leaking 
roofs to air handling systems in need of 
replacement. 

These deficiencies can cause serious 
problems. For example, old air han-
dling units risk microbial contamina-
tion. If uncorrected, it could directly 
impact patient care because old ven-
tilation systems would pump contami-
nated air into inpatient and outpatient 
areas. We all remember Walter Reed, 
where years of neglected maintenance 
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led to horrible conditions for injured 
veterans and their families. Our vet-
erans deserve better. That is why the 
Reed-Mikulski amendment includes 
$3.2 billion to meet the physical infra-
structure needs of the U.S. 

It is not just our physical infrastruc-
ture. America’s research infrastructure 
has failed to keep pace with inflation. 
The National Institutes of Health, NIH, 
has lost more than 20 percent of its 
purchasing power since 2003. The his-
tory of economic growth shows we need 
civilian research to create new ideas 
and new jobs. 

The National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration built a methane detec-
tor for its Mars rover that is helping 
find dangerous gas leaks on Earth. The 
National Science Foundation funded 
two Stanford graduate students’ effort 
to build a search engine that formed 
the basis for Google. The Department 
of Energy is helping big trucks sip gas 
like a Civic. Our NIH researchers are 
on the cusp of finding cures for Alz-
heimer’s, diabetes, and cancer. That is 
why the Reed-Mikulski amendment in-
cludes $3.5 billion for research and de-
velopment to create jobs and find 
cures. 

We can’t cure cancer without invest-
ing in NIH. Now, we are looking at a 
new health crisis and a new threat to 
America: Zika. Americans—particu-
larly women and children—are in dan-
ger. The President has said $1.9 billion 
is needed to fight Zika and stopping it 
from doing any more harm. That fund-
ing is included in our amendment. 

As of June 6, there were more than 
1,732 confirmed Zika cases, including 
341 pregnant women, in the U.S. and its 
territories. The mosquitos that carry 
Zika are already in at least three of 
our States, and the Centers for Disease 
Control and Prevention estimates that 
soon they will be in 30 States. 

There is still a lot we don’t know, but 
what we do know for sure is that Zika 
has terrible consequences for women 
and babies. Scientists have confirmed 
the link between the Zika infection in 
pregnancy and serious birth defects in 
babies. The details about what Zika 
does to the brains of unborn children 
are truly horrific. Zika is a threat we 
can stop if we have the will and the 
funding to do so. 

Another emergency we can stop is 
the heroin epidemic. Every Senator 
and Governor has heard about the re-
surgence of heroin, which knows no 
boundaries—geographic or socio-
economic. Since 1999, the rate of heroin 
and opioid deaths quadrupled to an av-
erage of 78 deaths each day. 

The Senate passed the Comprehen-
sive Addiction and Recovery Act, 
CARA, on March 10 with a vote of 94–1. 
Authorization is nice, but we need the 
money to fund law enforcement, treat-
ment and recovery and better pain 
management so people don’t get 
hooked on opioids in the first place. 
That is why the Reed-Mikulski amend-
ment includes $1.1 billion for heroin re-
sponse and treatment. 

Every community is dealing with ad-
diction, but every State also worries 
about its water. The amendment also 
includes $1.9 billion to upgrade water 
systems throughout the U.S. Today, 
nearly 100,000 residents of Flint don’t 
have clean and safe drinking water. Up 
to 9,000 children may have lead poi-
soning; some are already exhibiting 
signs in school. Flint’s water is still 
contaminated because its pipes are per-
manently damaged. 

This is a national crisis. Flint is 
ground zero. Contaminated drinking 
water is happening in cities and rural 
communities across America. This is 
about the infrastructure and our fail-
ure to replace it. But it is about more 
than just replacing pipes. It is about 
the human infrastructure. This is 
about the lives of our children. What 
happened in Flint, MI is a failure of a 
State’s government to protect its own 
people. The threat from our aging 
water systems is real, and it can’t be 
solved by DOD. 

From our water infrastructure to our 
human infrastructure which includes 
the very troops who make up the DOD, 
we must do more to ensure readiness. 
Shockingly, General Dempsey tells us 
only one of every four recruits qualifies 
for duty. One can’t read, one can’t 
meet physical requirements, and one is 
disqualified due to legal or mental 
problems. They wanted to serve, but 
did we serve them? 

We have overwhelmingly passed au-
thorizations to help. The Every Stu-
dent Succeeds Act, which passed the 
Senate 85–12, aims to give kids a better 
K–12 education so they are ready for 
college, careers, or military service. 
But implementation is underfunded in 
the fiscal year 2017 Labor-HHS-Edu-
cation bill by more than $1 billion. We 
can’t say we want to solve problems 
with great policies, but then fail to 
fund the solutions. That’s why the 
Reed-Mikulski amendment includes 
$900 million for underfunded authoriza-
tions of education and college afford-
ability, job training, and food safety 
policy. 

I talked at the beginning about how 
the State Department makes America 
safe with diplomacy and foreign aid. 
But I want to end with how foreign aid 
can help make us safer by helping the 
lost generation of children across the 
globe that is on the move and on the 
march. 

Nearly 60 million people worldwide 
are forced from their homes due to con-
flict and persecution. Refugees account 
for 20 million of those people, half of 
which are children. This is not an iso-
lated problem. Millions of refugees are 
from Syria and Iraq, Yemen, South 
Sudan, Burundi, and other conflict 
zones. What do they have in common? 
They are desperately in need of life- 
saving assistance, including food, 
water, medical care, and shelter. Many 
will not be able to return home for 
years—if ever. 

These refugees cannot survive indefi-
nitely on relief aid. The children need 

to attend school. The adults need jobs. 
These refugees are scared and ready to 
face the unknown, rather than endure 
the brutality at home. They are only 
asking for one thing: help. All of us re-
member a time when, as a child, we 
needed help or our parents needed help. 
We also remember the names and faces 
of those who helped and those who re-
fused. 

What do we think they are doing? Do 
we want these children to remember 
the United States as the people who 
helped, or as the people who refused? If 
we don’t help, what are we creating? A 
generation of people who hate and dis-
trust us because of our refusal when 
they were in need. We need the Reed- 
Mikulski amendment so our frugality 
doesn’t create a generation that hates 
America. 

We all want to protect America. I 
support the troops. I support the De-
partment of Defense. I support the men 
and women at Maryland’s nine mili-
tary bases. The Chairman of the Armed 
Services says they need $18 billion 
more to meet the threats around the 
world. I support that effort, but only if 
there is parity. That is why we are pro-
posing $18 billion to meet threats to 
America not funded by the Department 
of Defense. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port the Reed-Mikulski amendment to 
raise the caps for both defense and non-
defense items that defend America. 

I note that the distinguished major-
ity leader is on the floor. 

If we are going to spend more money 
on defense, even though we already 
spend roughly $500 billion—about 50 
percent of all discretionary spending— 
let’s also spend money on other agen-
cies that enable us to have a strong na-
tional security. Let’s also put money 
into the other threats to the United 
States. Right now there is a public 
health crisis with Zika. There is a pub-
lic health crisis with opioid and heroin 
addiction and a crisis in Flint, MI. Oth-
ers are facing environmental problems. 
Let’s make these other investments to 
make sure we keep America strong. 

I yield the floor by saying: Let’s 
please vote for the Reed-Mikulski sec-
ond-degree amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUESTS—EXECUTIVE 
CALENDAR 

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, our 
government has work to do, but when 
it comes to making sure that our 
courts have the judges they need, when 
it comes to making sure that the Fed-
eral agencies have the leaders they 
need, and when it comes to filling a va-
cant seat on the highest Court in this 
Nation, Senate Republicans refuse to 
do their job. 

Senate Republicans have a long his-
tory of obstructing President Obama’s 
nominees. Earlier this week, I released 
a report documenting that long his-
tory. The Republicans have slowed 
down the confirmation of judicial 
nominees to a crawl—the people needed 
to resolve important legal disputes. 
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They have stalled confirmations of key 
agency heads. These are the people 
needed to protect consumers, to pro-
tect our environment, and to defend 
our country. 

They are blocking Merrick Garland, 
a judge whom our colleague from Utah, 
Senator ORRIN HATCH, previously 
called a ‘‘fine man’’ whom the Presi-
dent could ‘‘easily name’’ to fill the va-
cancy on the Supreme Court. 

Instead of working to make govern-
ment function and more efficient, Sen-
ate Republicans have made it their pri-
ority to keep key positions empty for 
as long as possible—to hamstring ef-
forts to protect consumers and work-
ers, to delay efforts to hold large cor-
porations accountable, and to slow 
down work to promote equality. 

The view of Senate Republicans 
seems to be pretty simple. If govern-
ment isn’t working for them, their rich 
friends, or their rightwing allies, then 
Senate Republicans aren’t going to let 
it work for anyone. But it isn’t too 
late. They still have time to put aside 
their extremism and start doing what 
they were sent here to do. 

Start with district court judges, the 
men and women who resolve disputes 
over how government works and 
whether the Constitution or Federal 
laws are being respected. They do an 
enormous amount of work. Their work 
is not political. Democratic and Repub-
lican Senators have worked with the 
President to select these nominees. 

As of today the Senate Judiciary 
Committee has cleared 15 people who 
were nominated for seats on the Fed-
eral district courts. These nominees 
have the support of Democrats and Re-
publicans. They are ready to serve 
their country. One of them is from 
Massachusetts. We need our judge. This 
Nation needs its judges. So let’s vote. 

Mr. President, I rise today to ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to executive session to con-
sider the following 15 nominations: Cal-
endar Nos. 357, 358, 359, 362, 363, 364, 459, 
460, 461, 508, 569, 570, 571, 572, and 573; 
that the Senate proceed to vote with-
out intervening action or debate on the 
nominations in the order listed; that 
the motions to reconsider be consid-
ered made and laid upon the table with 
no intervening action or debate; that 
no further motions be in order to the 
nominations; that any related state-
ments be printed in the RECORD; that 
the President be immediately notified 
of the Senate’s action, and the Senate 
then resume legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, we 
continue to process judicial nomina-
tions, and we have done so even when a 
majority of the Republican conference 
did not support the nominee, as was 
the case with the district court nomi-
nee from Maryland, whom we con-

firmed before the recess. That is an ex-
ample of a judge confirmed that a ma-
jority of Republicans did not approve 
of. 

Just this past Monday, the first day 
after the recess, we confirmed two 
more article III judicial nominees. We 
tried to confirm them before the re-
cess, by the way, but our Democratic 
colleagues would not clear them. 

President Obama has had many more 
judicial nominees confirmed than 
President Bush did at the same point 
in his Presidency. We will continue to 
process his judicial nominations, but 
the minority is not going to dictate to 
the majority when and how we will do 
so. 

I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
Ms. WARREN. I ask through the 

Chair if the majority leader will yield 
for a question. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I yielded the floor. 
Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, I am 

asking if the majority leader will yield 
for a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader does not have the floor. 

Ms. WARREN. All right, I will just 
ask my question. 

On Monday, I wanted to come to the 
Senate floor to make the request I just 
made, but I guess the majority leader 
was taking a lot of heat about judges 
and Donald Trump’s racist statements 
about them and didn’t want to draw 
any more attention to the Republicans’ 
unprecedented blockade of judicial 
nominations. So the Republicans of-
fered me a deal: Just go away, and we 
will confirm two Court of International 
Trade judges. 

The Court of International Trade is 
pretty important. It handles trade en-
forcement cases, and nearly half of 
that court has been empty for a year 
because Republicans refused to do their 
jobs. 

These two uncontroversial nominees 
have been twisting in the wind for 336 
days. They are highly qualified, honor-
able lawyers who are ready to serve 
their country. So on Monday, I took 
the deal. The Republicans released two 
hostages, and the Senate confirmed 
them by a voice vote, without objec-
tion—not a single objection nearly a 
year after they were nominated. 

Today, the majority leader isn’t of-
fering to release any hostages, and my 
question for the majority leader is, 
What happened between Monday and 
today? 

I yield the floor if the majority lead-
er wishes to respond. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, we 
tried to confirm the article III judges 
she is referring to before the recess and 
our Democratic colleagues would not 
clear them. 

I don’t know whether the Senator 
from Massachusetts has additional UCs 
to propound or not, but if she does, I 
would respectfully suggest she pro-
pound them. 

Ms. WARREN. Then I certainly will. 

Mr. President, last week the major-
ity leader wrote an op-ed in the Wall 
Street Journal, and it was titled, with-
out a hint of irony, ‘‘How the Senate Is 
Supposed to Work.’’ In his article, Sen-
ator MCCONNELL declared: ‘‘On issues 
of great national significance, one 
party should simply never force its will 
on everybody else.’’ He pleaded that 
‘‘it’s not an act of betrayal to work 
with one’s political adversaries when 
doing so is good for the country.’’ 

Senator MCCONNELL agreed to con-
firm two highly qualified judges on 
Monday because it served his political 
interests. Today, he doesn’t feel like it, 
so he forces his will on everyone else. 
That is not how the Senate is supposed 
to work. 

The Constitution is clear. The Sen-
ate’s job is to provide advice and con-
sent on the President’s judicial nomi-
nees. There is no asterisk that says 
‘‘only when the majority leader has an 
embarrassing political problem’’ or 
‘‘except when the President is named 
Barrack Obama.’’ 

It is not what the Founders had in 
mind because it is small, it is petty, 
and it is absurd. For these district 
court nominees, the U.S. Senate should 
be asking one question and one ques-
tion only: Are these judges qualified or 
are they not qualified? That is it. But 
that is not what is happening in the 
U.S. Senate. Instead, good people twist 
in the wind, hung up as political hos-
tages, and that is undermining the in-
tegrity of our courts. 

So if you will not give all 15 judges 
their votes, let’s at least have a vote 
on the 9 district court nominees who 
had their Judiciary Committee hear-
ings last year. Senator TOOMEY called 
for some of these nominees to be con-
firmed last month. All of these nomi-
nees have been waiting for at least 6 
months—almost 200 days—since their 
hearings. When President Reagan was 
in office, almost no uncontroversial 
nominees took longer than 100 days to 
confirm from the day they were nomi-
nated. The delay is ridiculous. Give 
them their votes. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate proceed to execu-
tive session to consider the following 
nine nominations that have been pend-
ing since 2015: Calendar Nos. 357, 358, 
359, 362, 363, 364, 459, 460, 461; that the 
Senate proceed to vote without inter-
vening action or debate on the nomina-
tions in the order listed; that the mo-
tions to reconsider be considered made 
and laid upon the table with no inter-
vening action or debate; that no fur-
ther motions be in order to the nomi-
nations; that any related statements 
be printed in the RECORD; that the 
President be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action, and the Senate 
then resume legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object, so our col-
leagues are not confused, looking at 
the Bush years to today and the Obama 
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years to today—apples and apples— 
President Obama has had 327 judges 
confirmed, and President Bush had 304. 
President Obama has not been treated 
unfairly. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

The Senator from Massachusetts. 
Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, right 

this minute, right here on the floor of 
the Senate, we face one of those 
‘‘issues of great national significance’’ 
that the majority leader wrote about 
in the Wall Street Journal. It is an ex-
ploding number of judicial vacancies. 

The Washington Post recently re-
ported: 

Of 673 U.S. district court judgeships, 67—or 
10 percent—are vacant under President 
Obama, nearly twice as many as at this 
point of Republican George W. Bush’s presi-
dency and 50 percent higher than at this 
time under Bill Clinton or George H.W. Bush. 

The number of federally designated dis-
trict court ‘‘judicial emergencies’’—where 
seats carry particularly heavy caseloads or 
have been open for an extended period—is 
also roughly double what it was in May 2008 
and May 2000. 

Addressing those emergencies is good 
for the country. Keeping our courts 
functioning is good for the country. 
Confirming nominees who have the 
support of Republicans and Democrats 
is good for the country. 

But just a minute ago, the majority 
leader blocked confirmation of all 15 
noncontroversial judges who are wait-
ing for votes. That is not putting the 
country first; that is putting politics 
first. It is forcing the will of a small 
number of extremist Republicans on 
the entire country, and the integrity of 
our judicial branch is suffering for it. 

So let me try this again. Surely we 
can agree to confirm the four oldest 
nominations on this list—two Demo-
cratic recommendations and two Re-
publican recommendations. They all 
had hearings in September, 9 months 
ago. What are we waiting for? Give 
them their votes. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate proceed to execu-
tive session to consider the following 
four nominations: Calendar Nos. 357, 
358, 359, and 362; that the Senate pro-
ceed to vote without intervening ac-
tion or debate on the nominations in 
the order listed; that the motions to 
reconsider be considered made and laid 
upon the table with no intervening ac-
tion or debate; that no further motions 
be in order to the nominations; that 
any related statements be printed in 
the RECORD; that the President be im-
mediately notified of the Senate’s ac-
tion, and the Senate then resume legis-
lative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I object, 
unfortunately. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

The Senator from Utah. 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I rise 

once again to discuss the state of our 
Nation’s healthcare system. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts still has the 
floor. 

Mr. HATCH. Oh, she does? 
Ms. WARREN. Yes. 
Mr. President, I wish I could say that 

I am surprised by this, but I am not 
surprised. 

The Republican leader can say what-
ever he wants today, but he has made 
his intentions very clear when it comes 
to President Obama. On the eve of the 
2010 elections, Senator MCCONNELL said 
that ‘‘the single most important thing 
we want to achieve is for President 
Obama to be a one-term president.’’ 

Well, President Obama won reelec-
tion, but Senate Republicans have still 
stalled, delayed, and blocked his nomi-
nees. Since they took charge of the 
Senate last year, these Republicans are 
on pace for the lowest number of judi-
cial confirmations in more than 60 
years. 

So can we at least confirm one non-
controversial district judge? 

The nominee on the list who has been 
waiting the longest is Brian 
Martinotti. New Jersey needs this 
judge. He was nominated a year ago. 
He has been twisting in the wind for 9 
months since his confirmation hearing. 
Give him a vote. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate proceed to execu-
tive session to consider Calendar No. 
357; that the Senate proceed to vote 
without intervening action or debate 
on the nomination; that the motion to 
reconsider be considered made and laid 
upon the table with no intervening ac-
tion or debate; that no further motions 
be in order to the nomination; that any 
related statements be printed in the 
RECORD; that the President be imme-
diately notified of the Senate’s action, 
and the Senate then resume legislative 
session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I reserve 
the right to object. I will certainly 
look at this and see what can be done, 
but at this present time, I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, Brian 
Martinotti deserves better than this. 
All these nominees deserve better than 
this. Merrick Garland deserves better 
than this, and the American people de-
serve better than this. We will keep 
fighting to try to get the Senate Re-
publicans to do their job. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Utah. 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I have 

only been here 40 years, and this hap-
pens every time at the end. They have 
not been mistreated. The fact is that 
they have had more judges confirmed 
in 7 years than President Bush had in a 
full 8 years, and they are going to have 
more judges. But it is the majority 
leader’s determination as to when 
those judges will come up and when 
they will be confirmed, and I think he 
has been doing it on a regular basis. 

I hate to go back in time, but I could 
go back in time and show how the 
delays on the Republican judges with 
the Republican Presidents were just 
unbelievable. All I can say is that it is 
nice to raise these fusses around here— 
and I don’t blame the distinguished 
Senator from Massachusetts because 
she is doing her job—but let’s allow the 
majority leader to do his job as well. 

OBAMACARE AND THE ECONOMY 
Mr. President, I rise once again to 

discuss the state of our Nation’s health 
care system and what we can likely ex-
pect in 2017 under ObamaCare. This is a 
good subject following on to the judge-
ship discussion because the Democrats 
are acting so offended and so mis-
treated. Well, I hate to tell you how we 
were mistreated time after time after 
time when we had Republican Presi-
dents. 

Let me just talk about what we can 
expect in 2017 under ObamaCare. How-
ever, before I delve into that discus-
sion, it is important to provide a little 
context. 

Roughly 71⁄2 years ago, President 
Obama was sworn into office, riding on 
a wave of good will, optimism, and so 
many promises about what he was and 
was not going to do that it was dif-
ficult to keep track. Seven and a half 
years may not be all that long in the 
grand scheme of things, but it is surely 
long enough to evaluate the economic 
successes and failures of a single ad-
ministration. Let’s take a look at what 
we have witnessed in the years Presi-
dent Obama has been in office. 

Since January 2009, our Nation’s 
gross domestic product has grown at an 
average annual rate of only 1.7 percent. 
Think of that—1.7 percent in 71⁄2 
years—and the overall trajectory 
hasn’t been improving. In the last 
quarter, our economy grew at the slow-
est rate in 2 years. 

At the same time we have experi-
enced that slow GDP growth, wage 
growth has been sluggish and median 
household income in the United States 
has actually gone down under this 
President, declining at an annual rate 
of almost one-half of 1 percent. Slow 
economic growth, slow wage growth, 
declining household incomes—and this 
past Friday we learned that the econ-
omy added only 38,000 jobs in May, 
with job gains having averaged a slug-
gish 112,000 per month since President 
Obama took office. 

When are the American people going 
to wake up and realize these people are 
not doing their job? Not only are they 
not doing their job, they are doing a 
lousy job. 

There is not a new normal here ei-
ther. They are trying to pass off that 
they have low unemployment rates. 
They are not counting all the people 
who just don’t even look for a job any-
more. If you count them, it is well over 
9 percent. That is what we have seen in 
the Obama economy. 

Sadly, even that doesn’t tell the 
whole sad story. Along with a stagnant 
economy and declining household in-
come, the cost of health care has gone 
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up almost exponentially—and exponen-
tially in some areas. Health care pre-
miums for families with employer- 
based coverage—one of a handful of 
benchmarks for measuring the costs of 
health care in the United States—have 
gone up by an average of 5 percent a 
year. That trend, according to both the 
Congressional Budget Office and the 
Joint Committee on Taxation, is ex-
pected to continue over the next dec-
ade, with premiums in the individual 
health insurance market going up at 
an even faster rate. 

Meanwhile, the Federal Reserve 
projects that growth in our economy 
will range between 1.8 percent and 2.3 
percent, well below historic averages 
and far below the growth rate for aver-
age health insurance premiums. 

Do you think we are going to do any 
better with a new Democratic Presi-
dent? I don’t think so. She has already 
admitted she is going to follow the 
principles of this President and the 
program of this President. 

Long story short, under this Presi-
dent we have seen mostly lackluster 
economic growth and a decline in 
household income while the cost of 
health insurance has eaten up an in-
creasingly larger share of American 
families’ earnings and an ever-growing 
percentage of our national economy. 
According to most credible projections, 
it is only going to get worse. There are 
still 30 million people without health 
insurance, about the number there was 
when they came up with this colossal 
wasteful mess of the health care bill. 

This correlation of economic stagna-
tion and exploding health care costs is 
particularly damning for this President 
because his signature domestic 
achievement—his top priority after 
being elected—was passage of the so- 
called Affordable Care Act, a law that 
was, among many other things, sup-
posed to bring down health care costs. 

The word ‘‘affordable’’ is actually the 
operative word in the name of the law. 
Yet it is probably the least suitable 
word for describing what this statute 
has actually done to our health care 
system. 

It has now been 3 years since the Af-
fordable Care Act was fully imple-
mented and in effect. And in all 3 of 
those years, average health insurance 
premiums in the United States have 
gone up by double-digits in many mar-
kets. Insurers are currently making 
rate decisions for year 4 of ObamaCare, 
and from what we have seen thus far, 
things are only going to get worse. Ac-
cording to one analyst, the average of 
the weighted rate increases requested 
from 28 States and the District of Co-
lumbia is approximately 20 percent. 

Indeed, over the past few months, it 
seems as though we have seen a new 
headline every day that highlights the 
failure of ObamaCare to bring down 
premiums. 

For example, we have recently 
learned that in New York patients may 
see an average premium increase of 17 
percent on the ObamaCare insurance 

exchanges. In fact, one major New 
York carrier requested a rate hike of 45 
percent over what they charged last 
year—or should I say this year, I guess. 

In the State of New Mexico, one 
major insurer requested a premium in-
crease of more than 83 percent, and 
those States are not outliers. Average 
premiums in Mississippi could increase 
by over $1,000 next year, according to 
recent reports. Insurers have requested 
average hikes of nearly 14 percent in 
the State of Washington. A major car-
rier in New Hampshire just requested 
an increase of more than 45 percent for 
2017. Another insurer has submitted a 
request to raise premiums by more 
than 36 percent in Tennessee. People in 
other States, such as Virginia, Florida, 
Maine, Oregon, and Iowa, are all facing 
potential double-digit increases in pre-
miums, with some in the 30-percent to 
40-percent range. 

Keep in mind these are just the 
States we know about thus far. More 
numbers and almost certainly more re-
quested premium hikes will be made 
public very shortly. We are still wait-
ing to see specifically what will happen 
for the people of my home State of 
Utah. Still, we already know that 
many Utahns are facing difficulties. I 
hear from my constituents all the time 
on these issues. 

For example, a citizen from Roo-
sevelt, UT, recently wrote to me to say 
this about her experience with 
ObamaCare: 

I can’t afford the monthly premiums, and 
as long as I have to pay extraordinary 
deductibles, I may as well just continue pay-
ing for the visits as I go and not have to 
worry about the extra money I would have to 
spend in premiums, which are outrageous. 
. . . I realize I will have to pay a penalty 
when I do my taxes, but it will be way less 
than the premiums I would have had to pay 
had I signed up for this health care debacle. 

Another constituent named Richelle 
from Santa Clara, UT, said this in a re-
cent letter: 

As I am looking into purchasing the health 
care coverage we need; I’m finding that it is 
totally ridiculous. The catastrophic health 
care we were planning for a few years ago no 
longer exists because of the health care laws. 
In order to get LEGAL health care for me, 
my spouse, and my 3 eligible children, I’m 
being required to pay close to $1300 per 
month! These policies still require huge 
deductibles and will quickly eat up the 
money we’ve put away for such things. 

Unfortunately, these stories are not 
isolated incidents. People throughout 
the country are growing more and 
more concerned about the cost of 
health care under the President’s 
health care law. Even without the sky-
rocketing cost of health care, millions 
of American families would still be 
struggling to make it under the Obama 
economy. Yet for these people, all of 
whom have had to suffer through a pe-
riod of stagnant economic growth and 
declining incomes, these rising health 
care costs are, at best, a slap in the 
face and, at worst, a nail in the finan-
cial coffin. 

I have spent a lot of time on the Sen-
ate floor over the last 6 years describ-

ing what has gone wrong with the Af-
fordable Care Act. I will not detail the 
substantive and structural problems 
with the law here today. Instead, I will 
just repeat what should be clear to ev-
eryone here. This law is not working. 
This law has imposed even greater bur-
dens on virtually all the participants 
in our health care system, and this law 
is failing middle-class and lower in-
come families throughout the country. 

We can and we must do better, but in 
order to do so, we will have to turn our 
focus to the biggest problem that pa-
tients face as they navigate our health 
care system, and that is cost. We must 
bring down costs. Any future attempts 
at health care reform that are not cost- 
focused are, in my view—and I suspect 
the view of most Americans—a waste 
of time and effort. 

As for me, my position is pretty 
clear. I support the repeal of 
ObamaCare, and I support a replace-
ment that makes sense. I have worked 
with colleagues to come up with a re-
placement proposal designed specifi-
cally to contain costs for patients and 
consumers. A number of health care ex-
perts have concluded that our proposal, 
which we have called the Patient 
CARE Act, would do just that. 

Of course, there are other proposals 
out there. For example, I know the 
House majority is working on a pro-
posal, and I am anxious to see what 
they come up with. As chairman of the 
Finance Committee, which has juris-
diction over many major aspects of our 
health care system, I have begun 
reaching out to stakeholders to discuss 
in more detail the current premium 
prices and what needs to be done to ad-
dress it. 

But let’s be clear. To bring down 
these rising health care costs, we will 
need significant buy-in from my 
friends on the other side of the aisle. 
Quite frankly, I don’t know how any of 
them can read the recent news reports 
about premium hikes and hear the sto-
ries from their constituents about sky-
rocketing health care costs and think 
ObamaCare is working just the way it 
was supposed to. 

As I have said before, my hope is that 
at some point my colleagues on the 
Democratic side will begin to acknowl-
edge the failures of ObamaCare. At the 
very least, they should acknowledge it 
has failed to bring down costs for pa-
tients and consumers and is, in fact, 
driving up costs. 

Until that acknowledgment comes, I 
plan to do all I can to make the case to 
the American people about the need for 
change and to work with anyone who is 
willing to put in the effort to address 
these monumental problems. I look 
forward to speaking more about these 
issues in the coming weeks and 
months. 

With all the economic struggles the 
American people—particularly those in 
the middle class and with lower in-
comes—have had to deal with under 
the Obama administration, the last 
thing families in the United States 
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need is the continuation of the sky-
rocketing health premiums we have 
seen as a result of ObamaCare. I plan 
to do all I can to reverse this trend. 

I know there are some on the Demo-
cratic side who knew from the begin-
ning it wasn’t going to work. Then 
they would be able to throw their 
hands in the air and say: It is not 
working. We need to go to socialized 
medicine or one-size-fits-all Federal 
Government control of health care in 
this country. Anybody who thinks that 
is going to be a good system, boy, have 
I got a bridge to sell you. 

The fact is, as bad as our system was 
before, it was better than what this is. 
We can make it better, but it is going 
to take Democrats and Republicans 
coming together in the best interests— 
and get rid of the stupid politics in-
volved—to come up with a program 
that will work for the American peo-
ple. 

I can tell you this, the American peo-
ple cannot live on the slow growth that 
is currently going on. We cannot com-
pete with the rest of the world on the 
slow growth that is currently going on, 
and it has been a slow growth for all of 
President Obama’s time in the Presi-
dency. 

It wasn’t all his fault, but—by gosh— 
there could have been programs that 
would have made it better had they 
just relied a little bit more on the free 
market system that has made this 
country the greatest country in the 
world. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

TOOMEY). The Senator from Wash-
ington. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I come 
to the floor this afternoon to talk 
against an amendment that would un-
dermine the spirit of bipartisanship we 
have cultivated with the last several 
budget deals without fully addressing 
our national security and domestic 
needs and to speak in support of an al-
ternative that would do so much more 
to protect our families, improve our 
national security, and build on our bi-
partisan budget deal in a truly fair and 
responsible way. 

As I will go into a bit more, for an 
amendment to a bill focused on ensur-
ing our Nation is prepared to meet fu-
ture challenges here at home and 
across the world, the Republican 
amendment ignores too many prior-
ities in the nondefense world that are 
critical to our Nation’s security. It 
only supplements defense priorities, 
leaving by the wayside domestic chal-
lenges, such as the Flint water crisis, 
the Zika outbreak, the opioid crisis, 
and domestic law enforcement agencies 
like the FBI, to say nothing of invest-
ments that we also know improve na-
tional security in the long run, such as 
education, health care, a strong econ-
omy, and more. It casts aside the prin-
ciples we laid down in our bipartisan 
budget deal that we should be building 
on, not tearing down. 

I want to spend a minute or two on 
that last point, since it is a very im-

portant one. As many of us have said 
before, a budget is far more than sim-
ply numbers on a page. A budget truly 
is a statement of values, of priorities, 
of the kind of nation we are, and the 
kind of nation we want to be. That is 
why I am so proud that following the 
tea party government shutdown back 
in 2013, Democrats and Republicans 
were finally able to come together, 
break through the gridlock, and reach 
a bipartisan budget deal. 

Our deal wasn’t perfect. It wasn’t 
what any of us would have written on 
our own, but it was a critical step in 
the right direction. It restored invest-
ments in health care and education, in 
research, and defense jobs. It halted 
the constant lurching from one crisis 
to the next, and it showed the Amer-
ican people that we in Congress can 
make things work when we work to-
gether. 

We were able to get a bipartisan deal 
because we kept to a core principle, 
which was rolling back the cuts evenly 
across defense and nondefense invest-
ments. That wasn’t the only hurdle, 
but it was a big one. Both sides agreed 
that we may not agree on everything, 
but we had to solve the problem in a 
fair and balanced way and one that ad-
dressed all of our budget challenges 
here at home and throughout the 
world. 

Establishing this principle and then 
sticking to it in our 2015 deal is what 
helped us make the progress we have 
made and build a foundation for con-
tinued work. I believe it is a principle 
we need to stick to if we want that 
good work to continue. 

We reached a 2-year bipartisan budg-
et agreement just last fall. If the Sen-
ate is about to open that bipartisan 
budget agreement on this bill, then we 
should be doing it in a thoughtful and 
productive manner that allows us to 
build on the 2-year deal and address a 
fuller range of security issues. 

Unfortunately, the amendment we 
are going to vote on either later to-
night or tomorrow would move us in 
the wrong direction when it comes to 
this productive bipartisan work. In-
stead of building on our deal, it tries to 
circumvent it. Instead of working to-
gether to truly restore investments, it 
uses a gimmick to pretend to restore 
investments, and instead of working 
with Democrats to restore cuts on the 
domestic side that support our na-
tional security as well, it only supports 
the defense side and leaves far too 
much behind. I don’t think that is 
right, and I think we can actually do 
better. 

If Republicans truly want to work 
with us to build on our budget deal in 
this bill in a way that truly prepares us 
to respond to domestic and foreign 
challenges facing our country, we have 
an alternative. Our amendment, the 
Democratic alternative, would restore 
investments that help workers, the 
middle class, veterans, and families all 
across our country at an equal level to 
the defense priorities. It would invest 

in critical priorities that clearly keep 
our country safe, including supporting 
the operations of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation and supplying the Trans-
portation Security Administration 
with the tools they need to keep our 
airports and other transit hubs safe 
that have become a target for terrorist 
attacks and allow us to tackle the 
opioid crisis that is devastating com-
munities in my home State of Wash-
ington and across the country. 

It would provide the resources for us 
to respond to the water and lead issues 
in Flint and many communities in our 
Nation, and provide resources to help 
us address so many of the challenges 
facing our workers, our families, our 
communities, and our middle class and 
do it in the fair and balanced way that 
we all know works by building on the 
bipartisan budget deal and treating de-
fense and nondefense equitably and 
fairly. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
Democratic amendment so we can re-
store these investments in critical de-
fense and nondefense programs and in-
vest in priorities that keep us safe and 
strengthen our communities and the 
middle class. Having a powerful mili-
tary is important to our country’s safe-
ty but so is access to safe drinking 
water and so are TSA agents pro-
tecting our transit hubs, Zika research 
to prevent further spread of this dis-
ease, and so much more. 

I hope we can work together to build 
on our bipartisan progress, stick to our 
bipartisan principles, and keep our 
country moving in the right direction. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Texas. 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I came 

to the floor to talk about the visit of 
Prime Minister Modi of India and to 
speak about an amendment I have, but 
listening to the Senator from Wash-
ington, I have to express my sense of 
wonder and amazement at our Demo-
cratic colleagues for whom no amount 
of money, no growth in the size of gov-
ernment is too much. 

While I am certainly sympathetic to 
the amendment by the Senator from 
Arizona which would increase defense 
spending at a time when there is a 
greater array and a greater diversity of 
threats to our country than Director of 
National Intelligence James Clapper 
has said he has seen in his 50-year ca-
reer, the idea that because we want to 
take care of the No. 1 priority of the 
Federal Government, which is national 
security and self-defense, we have to 
somehow use that to leverage more 
spending in other areas that are non-
defense-related is simply unacceptable, 
particularly at a time when our na-
tional debt is $19 trillion. 

The other day, I happened to be 
speaking to a young woman who said: 
Well, what would you tell me to tell 
my peers? 

She must have been—who knows how 
old she was—in her early twenties. 

She said: What would you tell me to 
tell my peers about politics and why 
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they should care and why they should 
be involved? 

I told her: Well, if I were you, I would 
be angry. I would be mad. Your genera-
tion should be angry with my genera-
tion because what we have done is 
spent a bunch of money we did not 
have, and we have simply passed the 
debt and the bill off to your genera-
tion. 

It is not just the $19 trillion in debt, 
it is also the pathway to Social Secu-
rity and Medicare, the promises we 
made to our seniors for a secure late- 
in-life lifestyle that simply can’t be 
kept unless we support and reform So-
cial Security and make it sustainable 
for future generations. 

So this is not the main reason I came 
to the floor to speak today, but I just 
have to express my own sense of won-
der and amazement at our Democratic 
colleagues who want to continue to 
spend money we don’t have because 
they know that if you end up spending 
this money they are asking for, it is 
just going to be added to the bill that 
is going to be paid for by the next gen-
eration, people like these young folks 
down here who are pages. That is, 
frankly, immoral, and it is not accept-
able. 

VISIT BY THE PRIME MINISTER OF INDIA 
Mr. President, the main reason I 

came here to speak—today was really a 
historic day in Washington, DC, and in 
the relationship between the Govern-
ment of the Republic of India and the 
United States of America. Like many 
of my colleagues, I had a chance to lis-
ten to Prime Minister Modi speak to a 
joint meeting of Congress this morning 
over in the House of Representatives. I 
was reminded of how far our two coun-
tries have come in such a relatively 
short period of time. 

My first visit to India was about 10 
years ago. I had been encouraged to go 
because of some of my constituents 
back in Dallas, TX, who started the 
Dallas Indo-American Chamber of 
Commerce. We actually have a large 
Indian-American community in the 
Dallas-Ft. Worth area and also in 
Houston. Around the State of Texas, 
we probably have some 250,000 to 300,000 
Indian Americans—part of the diaspora 
Prime Minister Modi talked about be-
fore and of which he said he was par-
ticularly proud and which binds our 
two countries together. 

When I came back from my trip to 
India, at the same request of the same 
constituent—he encouraged us to cre-
ate a U.S. Senate India caucus, know-
ing that our two countries had a lot 
more work to do together. I am happy 
to say that 10 years ago, when Sec-
retary Clinton was Senator Clinton, 
she and I cofounded the U.S.-India cau-
cus. Later on, Chris Dodd—after Sen-
ator Clinton became Secretary Clin-
ton—and then after Senator Chris Dodd 
left, Senator MARK WARNER is my cur-
rent cochair. We have about 30-some- 
odd members of this U.S.-India caucus, 
which demonstrates again the ac-
knowledgment of how important this 
relationship has become. 

I am grateful for the concrete mani-
festation—the evidence of that rela-
tionship, things like the fact that, as 
Prime Minister Modi said, India joins 
the United States in more joint mili-
tary exercises than any other country. 

We also have a robust civil nuclear 
agreement that allows for the exchange 
of critical information and technology. 
This has been a long time in coming. I 
think it was 2008 when the Bush admin-
istration advocated for this civil nu-
clear agreement which now, appar-
ently, is coming to fruition. I noticed 
that President Obama and Prime Min-
ister Modi announced the construction 
plans for a number of nuclear power-
plants in India. India is a vast coun-
try—I think he mentioned 1 1⁄4 billion 
people. Many of them simply don’t 
have electricity and live very impover-
ished lives. So it is an acknowledgment 
of our close-knit relationship but also 
of the need that India has, in order to 
advance and lift its own people to bet-
ter living conditions, to have access to 
the electricity that is going to become 
available once these nuclear power-
plants are constructed. 

Of course, our economies continue to 
rely upon each other increasingly for 
trade and investment. As more and 
more American-made goods or Amer-
ican agricultural products are sold to 
India—with the rising middle class, 
there are going to be more and more 
people purchasing those goods and 
services. Of course, that is going to 
help improve jobs here in the United 
States, as well as the quality of life 
there. 

Perhaps most importantly, we share 
growing cultural ties. Fast-forward to 
today. When Prime Minister Modi 
spoke today, he talked about his vision 
for his country’s future, including 
deepening and broadening the relation-
ship with the United States. That is a 
very welcome statement by the Prime 
Minister. 

Unfortunately, over the last few 
years—7 or 8 years of the Obama ad-
ministration, many of our friends and 
allies around the world have ques-
tioned our commitment to those 
friendships and these alliances, and, 
conversely, many of our adversaries 
have become emboldened when they 
see America retreating from its en-
gagement with the rest of the world. 
We do not need American boots on the 
ground around the globe, but we do 
need American leadership around the 
world. There is no other country with 
benign intent like the United States 
that can fill that leadership void. 

So I was glad to hear Prime Minister 
Modi talking about the importance of 
it. I hope we all respond appropriately. 
Of course, this is important not just 
today, but it will become increasingly 
important in the 21st century. The 
safety and stability of the Asia-Pacific 
region in particular will depend more 
and more on the safety and stability of 
India. Here in the Senate, we have had 
ample opportunity to work with our 
friends from India in order to guar-
antee that goal. 

There are a couple of pieces of legis-
lation I have cosponsored with Senator 
WARNER, my cochair of the U.S.-India 
caucus, that will bolster our ties with 
India. 

The first would help bring India into 
an existing trade structure, the Asia- 
Pacific Economic Cooperation Forum, 
or APEC. It would direct the Depart-
ment of State to develop a strategy to 
facilitate India’s membership status in 
this organization, and it would urge 
APEC nations to support India’s mem-
bership. As the world continues to be-
come more interconnected through 
trade, we need to make sure like-mind-
ed countries with economic might, 
such as India, have a seat at the table. 

Of course, it is a truism that coun-
tries that do business together and 
trade together are much less likely to 
engage in some conflict against each 
other. So trade is good for national se-
curity and internal security as well, 
not just for the economy. 

The second bill I have introduced will 
help cement India’s status as a major 
partner of the United States. It would 
strengthen our defense and technology 
ties and also make sure that India is 
equipped to handle the myriad threats 
coming its way. The truth is that India 
is at risk for many of the same sort of 
threats that the United States is. This 
morning, Prime Minister Modi men-
tioned the cyber threat. Certainly that 
is true, but we know India is a target 
for international terrorist attacks. In-
deed, the Prime Minister mentioned 
the terrible attacks that occurred in 
Mumbai not that many years ago, 
when terrorists came in and killed a 
bunch of tourists there in Mumbai or 
Bombay. 

I am proud to cosponsor an amend-
ment to the Defense authorization bill 
filed by the junior Senator from Alas-
ka. This amendment would encourage 
greater military cooperation with 
India. Even though it is at an alltime 
high, it could certainly be improved 
through more joint military operations 
and officer exchanges. This is really an 
incredible source of American diplo-
matic power and strength, particularly 
in our military-to-military relation-
ship. 

I can’t tell you how many times I 
have been to countries around the 
world, the way I was, for example, in 
Cairo, Egypt, sitting there talking to 
the President of Egypt, President Sisi, 
who was talking about his military 
training here in the United States, in 
San Antonio, TX, my hometown. Of 
course I had to ask him how he likes 
the Tex-Mex, Mexican food. He said it 
was a little too spicy for him. 

The point is that these military-to- 
military exchanges with countries like 
India and Egypt and others are a great 
opportunity for us to establish friend-
ships and connections, and people who 
invariably—and I am sure nobody 
dreamed that then-Military Officer Sisi 
would become the President of Egypt, 
but he rose in that leadership position 
and now is the leader of that large 
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country of some 92 million people. So 
those military-to-military relation-
ships, those joint military exercises 
with countries like India are very im-
portant. 

Let me close on the Prime Minister’s 
comments this morning by thanking 
him publicly. It speaks volumes to his 
commitment to further the U.S.-India 
relationship. I look forward to con-
tinuing to play a small part in that ef-
fort through the work of the Senate 
India caucus. 

As Prime Minister Modi’s visit illus-
trates, the United States cannot afford 
to ignore our friends and those who 
share common values, as Prime Min-
ister Modi spoke. The world is simply 
too unstable and too dangerous. Plus, 
it is just plain stupid not to maintain 
a good relationship with your friends 
and allies and people who share similar 
values. But we also have to look at the 
other side of the coin, and that is to 
push back on our adversaries. And as I 
said, unfortunately, over his 8 years in 
the White House, the President has 
seemed somewhat detached from both 
of those—either encouraging stronger 
relationships with our friends and al-
lies by demonstrating that we have 
their back and that we can be trusted 
or by pushing back on our adversaries 
when they take aggressive action. As I 
mentioned earlier this week, his first 
Secretary of State, Secretary Clinton, 
regularly lacked the ability to call a 
spade a speed, particularly with regard 
to challenges like our enemy in North 
Korea. 

Not long ago—I guess it was in Au-
gust of last year—I had a chance to 
visit with Admiral Harris, the four-star 
head of Pacific Command. When we 
asked him to list the danger spots in 
the world that keep him awake at 
night, he mentioned North Korea as 
the No. 1 threat. Of course, some of 
that may be the proximity of his com-
mand there in Hawaii. But the fact is, 
North Korea is ruled by a dangerous 
dictator who has nuclear weapons and 
intercontinental ballistic missiles, 
which is a dangerous mix. 

Of course, unfortunately, under Sec-
retary Clinton’s watch and President 
Obama’s watch, this has gotten noth-
ing but worse. As we continue to con-
sider the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act, we do have a chance to take 
up some of the slack, though. We are 
not without tools here in the Congress 
to fill in some of the gaps and to cor-
rect some of the misguided foreign pol-
icy prescriptions of the White House. 

One way we can do that is by sup-
porting an amendment I have filed that 
will help us hold Iran accountable for 
its recent hostile actions against U.S. 
sailors. We all remember that last Jan-
uary, two Navy riverine boats with 10 
American sailors on board made head-
lines around the world when they 
strayed into Iranian waters. They were 
taken captive by members of Iran’s Is-
lamic Revolutionary Guard Corps after 
being forced at gunpoint to surrender. 
The sailors were blindfolded. They were 

hauled back to Iranian soil. They were 
interrogated and detained. The IRGC 
henchmen documented the event at al-
most every step along the way, quickly 
broadcasting those videos and photos 
of the captured sailors among state-run 
media outlets. 

This is not in line with international 
norms. This is not the way we would 
treat a foreign country’s navy if the 
same thing happened, and the Geneva 
Convention makes clear that when 
military forces from one country de-
tain military forces of another those 
prisoners are to be protected from pub-
lic displays of humiliation, not to be 
used for propaganda purposes, which is 
what the American sailors were used 
for. Something called the doctrine of 
innocent passage—a concept of what is 
known as customary international 
law—provides that all vessels have the 
right of travel through another coun-
try’s territorial waters to get from 
point A to point B swiftly. 

It is pretty apparent that Iran vio-
lated our sailors’ right to innocent pas-
sage, but we haven’t heard a peep out 
of the White House. Instead, the ad-
ministration has patted itself on the 
back and claimed their bad Iran deal 
somehow brought these sailors home 
safely. They claim that somehow the 
enhanced credibility they had from the 
misguided Iran nuclear deal somehow 
gave them a seat at the table and an 
ability to negotiate the release of our 
own sailors from Iran. This is abso-
lutely ridiculous, and it ignores the 
crux of the problem. These sailors 
shouldn’t have been taken captive in 
the first place. 

While the President may leave this 
kind of aggression unanswered, we 
don’t have to. My amendment would 
require the President to answer two 
simple questions: Did Iran’s hostile ac-
tions in January violate international 
law? And were any Federal funds paid 
to the Iranian regime to effect the re-
lease of our sailors? In other words, did 
the Obama administration pay ransom 
to bring them home? I think the Amer-
ican people, certainly our taxpayers, 
have a right to know whether the 
Obama administration used their hard- 
earned tax dollars to pay ransom to a 
rogue regime like Iran’s. 

If the administration does find that 
Iran violated international law, sanc-
tions on those Iranians responsible 
would be triggered under my amend-
ment. It is absolutely imperative we 
not turn a blind eye to aggression by 
the world’s thugs, tyrants, and rene-
gades, which is, unfortunately, what 
we seem to do too often. 

We need to hold Tehran accountable 
in some way. Since the President, so 
far, has refused to do that on his own, 
it is incumbent on Congress to lead on 
this issue, and my amendment is a 
good start. I am hopeful my colleagues 
will support it so Iran knows, even if it 
doesn’t have to answer to the President 
of the United States, it will have to an-
swer to the American people through 
their elected representatives in Con-
gress. 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
GARDNER). The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

WASTEFUL SPENDING 
Mr. COATS. Mr. President, it is week 

45 of ‘‘Waste of the Week,’’ where I 
have been here talking about waste, 
fraud, and abuse, and trying to find 
ways to save taxpayers’ dollars. As I 
have said a number of times, our ef-
forts since 2010 are to go big to address 
the real fiscal situation that this coun-
try is dealing with, the runaway enti-
tlements, the ever-shrinking discre-
tionary pot, and the deficit spending, 
leading to borrowing that has taken us 
from $10.7 trillion just in my first term 
here now in six years—from $10.7 tril-
lion—to $19.2 trillion. I don’t think any 
of us can contemplate what $19.2 tril-
lion really means. But what it means 
in terms of its impact and effect is that 
we are passing on to future generations 
a debt that they will not be able to 
repay without serious consequences to 
our economy and serious consequences 
to their pocketbooks. That is a speech 
for another time. 

‘‘Waste of the Week’’ is simply an at-
tempt, since we have not been able to 
address the larger issue, to look at doc-
umented examples, exposed by inspec-
tor generals, the Government Account-
ability Office, and other agencies of 
clear waste, fraud, and abuse that has 
used taxpayers’ dollars in an improper 
way. So this 45th edition now high-
lights close to $170 billion, exceeding 
our goal of $100 billion considerably 
and with no end in sight. 

We are debating last week and this 
week the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act, critically important for our 
national security and to provide for the 
kinds of things our military needs to 
be an effective military. So I think it 
is appropriate to raise the issue that no 
agency is sacrosanct. While I am a 
committed supporter of national de-
fense, while I served on the Senate 
Armed Services Committee for a 10- 
year period of time in my former time 
in the Senate and I support much of 
what the military does, it is important 
that we point out that they are not 
sacrosanct from falling into the cat-
egory of abuse, waste, or money that 
should have been better accounted for 
and spent. So I am taking this oppor-
tunity during this debate to point out 
the fact that each agency of the Fed-
eral Government needs to be looked at, 
even those that we favor and want to 
support. Obviously, any penny, dime, 
nickel, dollar, or more saved from 
something that need not be spent is 
something that can help our soldiers be 
better trained and can help us have a 
stronger military. If not needed there, 
it can used to offset other programs 
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within the Federal Government, or, 
most importantly, hopefully sent back 
to the taxpayer or reduced from the 
taxes that we take from the taxpayer. 

Today I want to talk about the ac-
quisition process. The Department of 
Defense weapons acquisition system is 
the process by which DOD, or the De-
partment of Defense, procures weapons 
systems or related items from various 
defense contractors. They include the 
design, development, deployment, and 
disposal of weapons used by our mili-
tary. 

Since 1990, the Government Account-
ability Office has included the Depart-
ment of Defense’s weapons acquisition 
system on its annual High Risk List. 
Let me explain that. The High Risk 
List, which is put out every two years 
by the Government Accountability Of-
fice, or GAO, lists spending that falls 
under the category of, frankly, ‘‘Why 
are we spending this money in the first 
place?’’ or ‘‘Let’s look at how we are 
spending this money and see if it can 
be spent in better and more efficient 
ways.’’ It is looking at programs’ vul-
nerabilities to waste, fraud, and abuse. 

One of the biggest problems with the 
system is that frequently significant 
dollars are spent on weapons programs 
that end up never being completed. Be-
tween 2001 and 2011, the Department of 
Defense spent $46 billion on a dozen dif-
ferent weapons systems programs that 
were never completed. Let me repeat 
that: $46 billion of money was spent on 
programs, well intended, but never 
completed for various reasons. I want 
to use just one example of that $46 bil-
lion category, and that is a program 
that was initiated but was never fin-
ished and is an example of how tax-
payers’ money can be spent in signifi-
cant amounts and with no results. 

It was clear that after 9/11 we ought 
to be looking at the Presidents’ trans-
portation. In this case, Marine One is 
the helicopter the President uses when 
transferring to Andrews Air Force Base 
to climb aboard Air Force One or is 
used overseas for special short trips. 
Marine One was deemed to be some-
what behind on its technological capa-
bilities, especially its communications 
and security capabilities. The Depart-
ment of Defense initiated an effort to 
build a new helicopter; yet the require-
ments and engineering needed for this 
new helicopter design were never fi-
nally fixed. As the process went for-
ward and the money was being spent, 
new ideas and new technologies came 
into play, and the thought was this: 
Well, let’s add this here and change 
that there and incorporate this into it. 
As a result, the original engineering 
that had been mapped out, the require-
ments, the design were not followed. 
There were constant changes, constant 
pleas that we need to spend more 
money, we need to do more and more. 
On and on it went. Without those fixed 
and agreed-on guidelines, the Depart-
ment of Defense continued putting 
more add-ons over the years until, ulti-
mately, the helicopter became so 

weighted with so much new technology 
and security position adjustments and 
so forth that the helicopter’s mission 
capability was compromised. As such, 
the program finally had to be scrapped 
in 2009, and the cost to the taxpayers 
was $3.7 billion—spent for no purpose 
whatsoever. It was a good idea, a good 
intent, probably the right thing to do, 
but without a sufficient acquisition 
system and development system, with-
out an ability to say: Look, let’s get 
this thing fixed in terms of what we 
want it to look like, what we want it to 
be, and let’s go forward with it, and 
perhaps there are a few adjustments 
that we can make. But, certainly, it 
would be better to incorporate the new 
technologies at a rate that we thought 
we could accomplish within a limited 
amount of time, rather than simply on-
going—2001, 2002, 2003, all the way to 
2009—and finally say we are never 
going to get there, ending up, as I have 
said, with $3.7 million of waste. That is 
just one example. 

In the 2014 report, the Government 
Accountability Office found problems 
like this have persisted within weapons 
acquisitions for decades. GAO found 
that many defense programs are 
launched before officials have enough 
information needed to determine 
whether the proposed program is even 
viable. Meaning, there is a mismatch 
between the new defense system’s wish 
list of all the things the DOD would 
like to have versus the current tech-
nology that would be able to provide 
within the current financial and time 
constraints for developing programs. In 
turn, the program sometimes gets the 
green light to move forward with unre-
alistic costs and timetables, leading to 
increased costs and development 
delays. 

The Government Accountability Of-
fice and military experts have empha-
sized the need to increase DOD staff 
training on how to properly estimate 
project needs and technology capabili-
ties before launching a project. Now, 
we would think this would have been 
simple. We would think this would be 
the guidelines from the very beginning: 
You don’t start a project until you es-
timate what the project needs and the 
technological capabilities and the ca-
pabilities of providing those needs be-
fore you start. But there is a history 
within the Department of Defense— 
and, frankly, within policies of defense 
contractors—to get it started. Once it 
is started, they are not going to turn it 
back down. History is replete with De-
partment of Defense acquisitions that 
have incorporated changes that, once 
started, you can’t stop the thing. Then 
the narrative turns from this: Why are 
we doing this in the first place, because 
we never fixed the requirements and 
fixed the cost and agreed not to go be-
yond that cost? It turns into this: Oh, 
well, we need to spend more. We can’t 
turn back now because otherwise we 
have wasted that money. 

The Presidential helicopter is a per-
fect example. We are talking about $3.7 

billion. On and on it goes. I have just 
given one example. 

I am pleased that Senator MCCAIN 
and Senator REED, the chairman and 
ranking member of the Senate Armed 
Services Committee, have acknowl-
edged this. This National Defense Au-
thorization Act of fiscal year 2017 
makes some very important reforms to 
the DOD acquisition process. They 
have taken note of this, and the com-
mittee has taken note of this. Before 
us now is this bill—the bill that sits on 
my desk and on every desk here and 
that we are debating and adding 
amendments to and hopefully will fin-
ish this week. In this legislation we are 
debating and talking about and hope to 
pass are a number of reform processes 
and reform legislation to help us ad-
dress these problems. This legislation 
would reform the current regulatory 
process and make it easier for compa-
nies to compete for DOD contracts in 
order to boost competition and lower 
costs. In addition, the bill would in-
crease training—maybe this is the 
most important of all—for those at the 
Department of Defense who plan and 
oversee the acquisition process. It will 
put greater emphasis on technological 
innovation, which could help save 
money while spearheading new, cut-
ting-edge defense systems. That is the 
goal. That is the goal we have outlined 
in this legislation and why we need to 
support this legislation. It is an exam-
ple of how the Senate can tackle waste, 
fraud, and abuse right now, and I en-
courage my colleagues to support these 
proposals. 

Having said that, let me add, as we 
do each week, $3.7 billion for failed ef-
forts to develop the new helicopter for 
the President, which brings our total 
taxpayer price tag to nearly $176 bil-
lion—not small change. Think what we 
could do with that if it was spent wise-
ly or, more importantly, if we didn’t 
have to take it from the taxpayer in 
the first place. 

Mr. President, having said that, I 
yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon. 

PRESIDENTIAL TAX TRANSPARENCY ACT 
Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I rise 

this afternoon to discuss the Presi-
dential Tax Transparency Act—legisla-
tion that I have authored with Sen-
ators WARREN, BENNET, KAINE, BALD-
WIN, and BOXER. The reason I proposed 
this legislation is that ever since Wa-
tergate, it has been routine for Demo-
cratic and Republican Presidential 
nominees to release their tax returns. 
In effect, this has been the norm; this 
has been the standard operating proce-
dure for almost four decades. That is 
because the American people expect 
transparency when it comes to a Presi-
dential candidate’s actions and values. 

They are running for the highest of-
fice in our land. They are running to be 
Commander in Chief for the most pow-
erful Nation in the history of the 
world. When transparency is the over-
whelming expectation of the American 
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people regarding the Presidency, my 
view is it ought to be the law. 

We are in the midst of a Presidential 
election. The nominating conventions 
are weeks away. One of the candidates 
who has become his party’s presump-
tive nominee has thus far refused to re-
lease his tax returns. In my view, this 
is a clean break from decades of tradi-
tions in our elections. It is a rebuke of 
the overwhelming majority of Ameri-
cans, including a majority of Repub-
licans, who are demanding openness 
and honesty from their Presidential 
candidates of both political parties on 
this issue. 

The reason is that tax returns give 
the American people a lot of straight-
forward, honest answers. It is not just 
about what rate you pay; it is about 
whether you even pay taxes. Do you 
give to charity? Are you abusing loop-
holes at the expense of hard-working 
middle-class families? Do you keep 
your money offshore? 

The fact is the tax return shines a 
light on your financial integrity. It 
will show if a person is trying to game 
the system, for example, by having 
their company pay for personal vaca-
tions on a private jet. Certainly, that 
is something far removed from the 
reaches of most hard-working families. 

My view has been that running for 
President is pretty much like a job 
interview. Every candidate has to 
stand up before the public and show 
that they have the temperament, the 
background, and the character to lead 
our wonderful country and be Com-
mander in Chief. I believe that after 
decades of tradition, releasing tax re-
turns is a big part of the process. 

When it comes to a candidate’s finan-
cial background in taxes, I don’t think 
the public should have to take some-
body’s word for it or just accept the 
kind of boasting you see on some of 
these shows that get wide viewership. 
The public has a right to know the 
facts, and the public has a right to 
know the truth. 

The proposal that my colleagues and 
I have proposed is pretty simple. It 
says that within 15 days of becoming 
the nominee at the party conventions, 
the candidates would be required to re-
lease at least 3 years of tax returns. If 
a nominee stonewalls the law and re-
fuses, then the Treasury Secretary 
would share the returns with the Fed-
eral Election Commission, and that 
Commission would make them public 
online. There would be an opportunity 
as well for redactions, which, in effect, 
are changes when appropriate. 

When Presidents nominate individ-
uals for Cabinet seats and executive 
branch jobs within the jurisdiction of 
the Finance Committee—the Treasury 
Secretary, the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services, Social Security— 
those nominees all submit 3 years of 
tax returns for the committee to re-
view. When there is a need and where it 
is appropriate, information from those 
returns is made public. Remember, 
that is the standard for people who 

would serve under the President of the 
United States. In my view, the Com-
mander in Chief ought to be required to 
do better. The fact is, nominees have 
traditionally released a lot more than 3 
years. So probably it is a bit modest, 
and a number of people who have 
looked at the proposal support what 
our colleagues and I are doing, like the 
transparency, like the disclosure. A 
number of them have said: You really 
ought to think about going further. 

I think colleagues know that I prob-
ably have spent as much time here in 
the Senate as any colleague trying to 
promote ideas and policies and get be-
yond some of the partisanship that 
dominates these debates. I am talking 
about candidates on both sides being 
required to meet this new bar. The 
same rules would apply to all nominees 
from both parties. 

A word about this notion of requiring 
a Presidential nominee to do this: I 
certainly wish that it weren’t nec-
essary to have a law requiring this. 
That would be my first choice. The fact 
is, it shouldn’t take a law because this 
has been the norm; this has been the 
expectation. 

This is how I came to believe that a 
law was necessary. You volunteer to 
run for President of our wonderful 
country. You are not required to do it; 
you volunteer to do it. In my view, 
when you volunteer, there has been 
this norm, and there has been this ex-
pectation. Since Watergate, almost 40 
years, there has been this expectation 
that you would make public your tax 
return. The failure to do so deviates 
from the norm, deviates away from 
transparency and in favor of secrecy. 
So my view is, when a candidate for 
President of the United States is not 
willing to disclose their taxes volun-
tarily and deviates from the norm, de-
viates from the understandable expec-
tation the American people have, then 
I think you need a law, and that is why 
I have proposed it. 

For these four decades, the American 
people have been pretty clear: If you 
are a major party’s nominee to be the 
leader of the free world, you do not get 
to hide your tax returns. 

This is the first time I have discussed 
our proposal here on the floor. I hope 
our colleagues will support the Presi-
dential Tax Transparency Act, and I 
hope our colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle will agree that the American 
people deserve this guarantee of tax 
transparency that I have described this 
afternoon. 

RECOGNIZING HERMISTON HIGH SCHOOL 
Mr. President, I am going to speak 

briefly on one other matter that was 
particularly striking last week when I 
was home. I am going to talk for a few 
minutes about the wonderful work tak-
ing place at Hermiston High School in 
Eastern Oregon. 

Last week, I had the honor of visiting 
the terrific Career and Technical Edu-
cation Program—the CTE Program—in 
Hermiston, and I had a chance to 
watch some very impressive students 

in action. One of the programs I visited 
was the Columbia Basin Student Home-
builders Program that got off the 
ground with a small amount of State 
financial assistance. The reason I 
wanted to discuss it this afternoon is, I 
think this program that can be a 
model, not just for my State, but for 
the Nation. Students enrolled in the 
homebuilders program work with local 
construction professionals to actually 
build houses for their community. 
Under the supervision of a teacher, stu-
dents learn all facets of planning, de-
signing, and building a new energy-effi-
cient home within a budget. 

During my visit, Liz, a star high 
school senior and a future engineer, 
gave me a tour of this year’s home. It 
is nothing short of gorgeous. At the 
end of the school year, this beautiful, 
custom-designed home is going to be 
sold to a lucky family. Students are in-
volved in every bit of the process—from 
planning and design, to the actual con-
struction, to the marketing and sale of 
the house. Revenue from the sale of the 
home funds the next project, so the 
next round of students in the program 
get to participate with no future fund-
ing required. 

Hermiston High School’s career and 
technical education courses dem-
onstrate to students that their commu-
nity leaders are committed to helping 
them prepare for a successful life right 
out of high school. One student I met, 
Hannah, told me about a recreation 
and tourism project that involves 
starting a hospitality business. She is 
working to expand her line of cupcakes 
to meet customer demands. 

I note that the Presiding Officer has 
a great interest, as I do, in promoting 
recreation. That is why I have intro-
duced the RNR bill, the Recreation Not 
Red-Tape Act. 

I was struck by Hannah’s expertise. 
I note that the Presiding Officer 

probably saw this last Sunday. The 
Denver Post had an extraordinary arti-
cle describing recreation as the eco-
nomic engine of the future. I am not 
saying that just because they were 
kind to the RNR bill, but they talked 
about the promise of recreation and 
tourism, particularly for our part of 
the world. 

I was so impressed with Hannah. I 
said: I am going to send you the RNR 
bill, and I would appreciate it if you 
and your colleagues would look for ad-
ditional ways to cut the red-tape and 
promote recreation and tourism in Or-
egon, and throughout the West, and 
support our existing and future busi-
nesses. 

The fact is that too many of our stu-
dents are not graduating high school 
on time and far too many are unpre-
pared for the workforce. Research has 
shown that students enrolled in career 
and technical education courses grad-
uate from high school at a higher rate. 
In fact, the students at Hermiston High 
School told me their homebuilders pro-
gram made them want to show up for 
school. 
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I am committed to increasing grad-

uation rates in Oregon and across the 
country, and I think one of the best 
ways to do it is to support programs 
like the one in Hermiston, because I 
think it is tailor-made to achieve this 
goal. 

Funding for Perkins Career and 
Technical Education Act courses is a 
way to make sure that programs like 
the one I just saw at Hermiston can be 
started around the country, but fund-
ing for these programs has been de-
creasing since 1998. At the same time, 
there is bipartisan consensus that ca-
reer and technical education programs 
are important, not just for kids who 
want to be homebuilders but for all 
students. It seems to me that in over-
hauling the failed policies of No Child 
Left Behind, the Senate made a choice 
to move away from the era of over- 
tested ‘‘bubble kids’’ and towards an 
era of well-rounded, multi-skilled high 
school graduates. I am glad to see that 
the Senate HELP Committee is work-
ing hard on a proposal to reauthorize 
this career and technical education 
program, known as the Perkins Act. 
The last time it was reauthorized was 
in 1998. So I am going to work closely 
with my colleagues on both sides of the 
aisle to keep pushing for a new bill. 

The fact is that the educators I saw 
last week are ambitious by any meas-
ure. They saw that their students were 
not graduating with the skills nec-
essary to be successful in their future 
school and work lives. So the local edu-
cators started partnerships with local 
architects, engineers, and other profes-
sionals. They created a unique program 
that blends innovative classroom in-
struction with real-world application. 
We have businesses directly engaging 
with young people. Not only do they 
show what kinds of jobs are available 
in the community, but they also prove 
that school is an important stepping-
stone in preparing students for the real 
world. 

I have been in public service for a 
while. It is such a tremendous honor to 
represent Oregon in the Senate. But I 
will tell you, watching the way a small 
community in eastern Oregon, 
Hermiston, has come together and 
made a commitment to their young 
people is special. It is truly what we 
call the Oregon way. 

I will close by way of saying that I 
am grateful to the school, Hermiston 
High School, for allowing me to visit. I 
will do everything I can to take the 
student homebuilder program that I 
saw last week and spread the word 
about what the potential is here. They 
already sold one house for a very 
healthy price, and I think we would be 
wise—again here in the Senate, Demo-
crats and Republicans—to come to-
gether and support career technical 
education programs like the ones I saw 
in Hermiston and urge all of us here in 
the Senate, on a bipartisan basis, to 
support Federal and State assistance 
for these kinds of programs, career and 
technical education programs, for even 

more students from one end of our 
country to the other. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
FRANK R. LAUTENBERG CHEMICAL SAFETY FOR 

THE 21ST CENTURY ACT 
Mr. CARPER. Mr. President, for 

some time, including times on this 
floor, I have said that the choice be-
tween a clean environment and a 
strong economy is a false one. Some 
people say you can’t have a clean envi-
ronment and a strong economy at the 
same time. I just don’t think that is 
correct. TSCA is an acronym for Toxic 
Substances Control Act. 

The TSCA reform legislation that we 
approved in this body last night is 
proof of the fact that we can have a 
cleaner, safer, and healthier environ-
ment and also have a strong economy. 
They go together, and maybe, when I 
finish my remarks, folks will under-
stand why that might be true. 

Every day in this country manufac-
turers use a variety of chemicals. I am 
told there are tens of thousands of 
chemicals on this planet. It is in the 
air, in the ground, in the water, and in 
our bodies. Manufacturers use these 
chemicals to make everything from 
carpets—like the carpet we are stand-
ing on—to cosmetics, water bottles, 
and dish washing soap. 

Former President Gerald Ford signed 
the Toxic Substances Control Act of 
1976 and said it was landmark legisla-
tion. He said that this is huge legisla-
tion in terms of protecting the environ-
ment and public health. He said it was 
intended to give the EPA the authority 
to monitor, test, and regulate the 
chemicals that pose a risk to human 
health or the environment. That was 
the deal. Over the past four decades, 
since Gerald Ford signed that legisla-
tion into law, the Toxic Substances 
Control Act has never worked as in-
tended, leaving the public at risk for 
toxic exposures and the private sector 
with a broken regulatory process that 
has undermined innovation. Frankly, 
it led to a lot of uncertainty and lack 
of predictability. 

As a recovering Governor, I know 
that among the things we need in order 
to have a better and more nurturing 
environment for job creation and job 
preservation is to make certain that 
businesses, whether large or small, 
have predictability and certainty. 
When the Toxic Substances Control 
Act passed 40 years ago, it did not pro-
vide that predictability and certainty. 

In fact, for the last 40 years, I think 
the EPA has fully vetted six toxic sub-
stances. Imagine that—six in 40 years. 
In the last 20 to 25 years, there were 
none. In the meantime, States have 

stood up and said: If the Federal Gov-
ernment is not going to do it, we will 
do it. Now we have a patchwork quilt 
of State requirements. We have busi-
nesses—not just chemical businesses 
but a wide variety of businesses—in 
this country that are trying to comply 
with laws in dozens of States, and the 
Federal standard that we set 40 years 
ago just does not work. 

For a while, the Toxic Substances 
Control Act has been broken. That is a 
polite way of saying it. Over the past 39 
years, we have learned a lot more 
about toxic chemicals. We have learned 
about how they can cause harm to our 
environment. They can cause harm to 
public health, and we also learned how 
best to identify and protect against 
these risks. 

More than 3 years ago, two of my col-
leagues—one a Democrat, TOM UDALL 
of New Mexico, and the other a Repub-
lican, DAVE VITTER of Louisiana— 
wrote something called the Frank R. 
Lautenberg Chemical Safety for the 
21st Century Act. That is a mouthful, 
isn’t it? 

Frank R. Lautenberg was a Senator 
from New Jersey for many years, 
whose birthday I remember to this day. 
He is now deceased, but his birthday is 
January 23, and the reason why I know 
that is because that is when my birth-
day is. This is an issue we actually 
shared a strong interest in doing some-
thing about. 

My recollection—it is hard to remem-
ber when people move around from 
desk to desk—is that his seat was back 
here behind where I am standing today. 

My colleagues TOM UDALL and DAVID 
VITTER wrote a bill and named it after 
Frank R. Lautenberg because this is an 
issue he cared a lot about. He tried sev-
eral times to write legislation that 
could be enacted to take the 40-year- 
old Toxic Substances Control Act from 
1976 and bring it into the 21st century 
and help it become effective and make 
sense for the digital age. 

The bill written by Senators UDALL 
and VITTER reforms the old Toxic Sub-
stances Control Act, and it does it in 
ways to better protect the public—to 
protect us, our families, our businesses, 
and so forth. It is also designed to cre-
ate a more manageable regulatory 
framework for American businesses 
and innovators so they have some pre-
dictability and certainty with what 
they are dealing with. Whether they 
happen to be doing business in Dela-
ware, Maryland, Virginia, Wyoming, 
Idaho, or California, they would have 
some certainty as to what the rules of 
the road were going to be for toxic sub-
stances or the chemicals they might be 
using in their processes. 

After the bill was introduced by Sen-
ators VITTER and UDALL, I worked 
closely with both of them for more 
than a year as a member of the Envi-
ronment and Public Works Committee. 
We led a number of meetings, had 
many discussions, and we were always 
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focused on securing enhanced protec-
tions for public health and the environ-
ment while providing certainty and 
predictability for American businesses. 

I focused especially on language to 
secure provisions that would protect 
children, pregnant women, and workers 
from toxic risk. The provisions I espe-
cially focused on included ensuring 
that the EPA had access to informa-
tion in order for them to assess safety 
risks. 

A third area that I looked at was to 
enact something to allow States to en-
force Federal toxic safety law. If the 
EPA wasn’t doing its job, could there 
be a State backstop in a way that made 
sense? I think that was not an unrea-
sonable thing to ask. We did that in 
Dodd-Frank with respect to nationally 
chartered banks. If the Office of the 
Comptroller of the Currency in nation-
ally chartered banks is not making 
sure consumers are being looked after, 
then we allow State attorneys gen-
eral—not to write regulations or their 
own law but to enforce Federal stand-
ards and laws. I wanted to make sure 
that in the event that someday we had 
an EPA that frankly wouldn’t enforce 
a new version of the substance control 
act, then States could enforce it for 
them. 

Chemical manufacturers and con-
sumers alike deserve legal clarity, a 
timely review process, and the ability 
to trust that products people use every 
day are safe. I might add that when 
Senator UDALL and Senator VITTER 
started to introduce this legislation 
and started to gather cosponsors—I 
don’t mean to be presumptuous, but 
my guess is the Presiding Officer prob-
ably ended up as a cosponsor. At the 
end of the day, we had 30 Democrats 
and 30 Republicans. The idea was to 
add a Democrat, add a Republican, add 
a Democrat, add a Republican—a little 
bit of a look at how a bill is made or 
should be made. It is almost a textbook 
example of how legislation could be 
formed or should be formed, even on a 
difficult and contentious issue like the 
one I am talking about today. 

I was involved at the very beginning 
in the initial efforts to rewrite the 
Toxic Substance Control Act. I was in-
volved with DAVID VITTER and TOM 
UDALL and also the chairman of the 
committee, JIM INHOFE. But I got to a 
point where I said to the coauthors of 
the legislation—they were looking for 
cosponsors, and I said: I will be willing 
to cosponsor your version of the re-
writing of the Toxic Substance Control 
Act, but there are 10 changes that I 
would like to consider making. 

They said: What are they? 
I said: Well, here they are. 
And I gave them some idea of what 

they were. They asked me to put them 
in writing, so I put them in writing in 
a letter to Senators VITTER and UDALL 
and said: These are the changes I would 
like to see made in the bill you have 
introduced. If you will make these 
changes or agree to these changes, I 
will cosponsor your bill, and not only 

will I cosponsor your bill, but so will 10 
or 11 other Democrats. We all signed 
the letter. This was probably about a 
year and a half ago. 

The letter was more to Senator VIT-
TER than Senator UDALL; I think it 
went to both. But to his credit, Senator 
VITTER and his staff went through it 
piece by piece, proposal by proposal— 
all 10 of them. At the end of the day, 
they agreed essentially with all of 
them, and they said that they would 
incorporate all 10 of the proposals in 
the bill. They said: Now will you co-
sponsor the bill? 

And I said: Yes, I will. And so did the 
rest of us who signed the letter—all 10 
of us. 

When I said that I would cosponsor 
the bill, I also said there were three 
areas that still needed some work. My 
passion for pushing for this legislation 
will be tempered somewhat by your 
willingness to also act on subsequent 
changes in the bill in these three areas. 
I will not go into those three areas, but 
I will say that later on, some of my 
colleagues—Senators CORY BOOKER, 
Senator WHITEHOUSE, Senator JEFF 
MERKLEY, and Senator ED MARKEY— 
sort of stepped up and said: We are in-
terested in those three areas, and we 
want to see further changes made in 
the bill. 

With those changes, we added even 
more cosponsors, and finally we ended 
up with 60. We said: Let’s take that bill 
to the Senate. It reported out of com-
mittee and eventually worked through 
the Senate. It was not easy, but we fi-
nally got it done. We went to con-
ference with the House, and, lo and be-
hold, we passed a conference report 
unanimously last night by unanimous 
consent, and nobody objected. Consid-
ering how controversial this bill has 
been for years, that is amazing. 

At a press conference we held today 
with the principal Democrats and Re-
publicans in the Senate, one of the 
House Members came over. Senator 
TOM UDALL talked about how he felt 
elated to be able to unanimously pass a 
contentious bill after all these years. 
He likened it to standing on a moun-
taintop. He is a mountain climber. In 
New Mexico they have some tall moun-
tains, and he said it was like standing 
on a mountain top. He said: I feel ela-
tion when I climb to the top of a tall 
mountain and stand atop the moun-
tain. And he said this morning at the 
press conference that he felt elation as 
well. 

Then, when I spoke after Senator 
UDALL, I said that in Delaware we 
don’t have tall mountains. Delaware is 
the lowest lying State in America. We 
really worry about climate change and 
sea levels rising. Besides that being 
some theory, it is something that we 
worry about. So the highest part of 
land in Delaware is a bridge. Every now 
and again, if I want to go up high and 
climb something, I can climb the 
bridge, but it is not really that high. 

The thing that gave me elation in 
Delaware when I was Governor—and 

before that the State treasurer and 
all—was when we all worked together. 
Delaware has a tradition; we call it the 
Delaware way. It is where Democrats 
and Republicans work together, set 
aside partisan differences, and just ask: 
What is the right thing to do? 

Delaware is a small State. We can get 
pretty much the key stakeholders in a 
room and work out a lot of our dif-
ferences within a couple of hours. It is 
pretty amazing how it works some-
times. 

I share with my colleagues today an 
African proverb. The Presiding Officer 
has probably heard this before, and he 
has probably used this one before. It 
goes something like this: ‘‘If you want 
to travel fast, go alone. If you want to 
travel far, go together.’’ 

Let me say that again. ‘‘If you want 
to travel fast, go alone. If you want to 
travel far, go together.’’ 

That is especially true in the Senate. 
In order to get anything of any con-
sequence done, you need 60 votes. We 
are at about 55 Republicans, and rough-
ly there are about 45 Democrats with 
maybe an Independent in there some-
where. So we have to figure out how to 
travel together. 

We have been traveling a long way 
over the last 4 years or so, but we fi-
nally got to our destination, and I 
think we finally came to a good out-
come in terms of the policy we have 
adopted. For the first time, the legisla-
tion that has been agreed to by the 
House and Senate and will be sent to 
the President will require that every 
product used in consumer products will 
be assessed for safety. 

Let me say that again. Every chem-
ical used in consumer products will be 
assessed for safety. At the same time, 
our legislation will offer businesses a 
predictable and manageable regulatory 
framework—not a whole bunch of dif-
ferent regulatory frameworks, but 
one—for chemicals that do not pose a 
safety hazard. 

As I said, we have been struggling 
and negotiating this bill in the Senate 
for a long time—maybe as much as a 
half dozen years. There has been a lot 
of give and take on both sides of the 
aisle to get to where we are last night 
and today. We are where we are today 
because both sides worked together to 
compromise on policies without com-
promising on our principles. 

I mentioned that Frank Lautenberg 
used to sit at one of these desks behind 
me, and so did Ted Kennedy. I will 
never forget going and having a lunch 
with him when I was fairly new in the 
Senate. I wasn’t sure that we had the 
kind of interpersonal relationship that 
I wanted, and as the Presiding Officer 
knows, this place works a lot on rela-
tionships. 

I said to him: Maybe someday I can 
come to your office and just sit and 
talk with you for a while and have a 
cup of coffee. 

He said: Why don’t you come to my 
hideaway, and we will have lunch to-
gether. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 01:33 Jun 09, 2016 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00024 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G08JN6.038 S08JNPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
3G

LQ
08

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S3623 June 8, 2016 
I said: Really? 
He said: Yes. 
After about a week or two, we went 

to his hideaway, and we had lunch to-
gether. His hideaway was an amazing 
place. It was almost like a museum in 
terms of all the things about the Ken-
nedy family and his brothers and his 
own life. 

Among the things we talked about 
that day was his ability to find com-
promise and consensus with one of our 
current colleagues, a guy named MIKE 
ENZI—a wonderful guy named MIKE 
ENZI who the Presiding Officer knows 
is one of two Senators from Wyoming, 
a former mayor of Gillette, an account-
ant—I think maybe a CPA. When I was 
presiding over the Senate years ago, I 
remember MIKE ENZI coming to the 
floor of the Senate and speaking about 
the 80–20 rule and how the 80–20 rule al-
lowed the folks in a committee he 
served on as the senior Republican 
called the HELP Committee, or the 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions Committee—Ted Kennedy was 
the senior Democrat on that com-
mittee. It was an incredibly productive 
committee. There were all kinds of bi-
partisan legislation coming out of it. 

Later on that day I asked Senator 
ENZI off the floor: How do you and Ted 
Kennedy manage to get so much done 
in the Senate Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pension Committee? How 
do you do that? 

He said: It is the 80–20 rule. 
I said: What’s that? 
He said: Ted Kennedy and I agree on 

about 80 percent of this stuff, and we 
disagree on the other 20 percent. What 
we do is we focus on the 80 percent 
where we agree, and we set aside the 
other 20 percent to another day and we 
will figure that out some other time. 

When I talked to Ted Kennedy about 
the same thing, he said: I am always 
willing to compromise on policy, proc-
ess, but I just don’t want to com-
promise on my principles. He and MIKE 
ENZI managed to have an incredibly 
productive partnership on that com-
mittee and here in the Senate. 

Senator Kennedy had a similar rela-
tionship with ORRIN HATCH, who now 
chairs the Finance Committee, as we 
know. 

But we are where we are today be-
cause both Democrats and Republicans 
have worked together to compromise 
on policy without having to com-
promise our principles. The final prod-
uct is a testament to a robust and a 
transparent committee process. I think 
it is a textbook example of how we 
ought to legislate around here. If we 
can get something that difficult, that 
complex, and that controversial behind 
us in an appropriate way and get sup-
port from environmental groups, busi-
ness groups, Democrats and Repub-
licans, maybe there are some other 
things we can get done, and God knows 
we need to. 

I am proud of the work we have done 
together to reach this historic agree-
ment. In addition to thanking Senator 

UDALL, Senator VITTER, and the chair-
man of the Environment and Public 
Works Committee, Senator INHOFE, I 
also want to say a special thank-you to 
the members of our staff. I think those 
of us who serve or are privileged to 
work here as Senators work hard, but 
on this issue—and some of us worked 
hard on this issue, but the folks who 
really worked hard on this issue are 
the members of our staff. I will not go 
through the names of all the folks who 
worked with this Senator and that 
Senator, but I just want to say to those 
of you who know who you are, thank 
you. You have done great work, and 
you have enabled us to do the people’s 
work. 

I would say to a fellow who was a 
member of my staff for the last maybe 
3 years and who worked day and night 
on this legislation—a fellow named 
Colin Peppard who now works for the 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority out on the 
west coast—a special shout out to him 
and a special thank-you to him for all 
his efforts. 

Mr. President, I think that is pretty 
much it for me today. It looks as 
though the Senator from Minnesota is 
here and has a hungry look on his face. 
He hungers to share something with all 
of us. 

With that having been said, I will 
yield the floor to Senator FRANKEN of 
Minnesota. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Minnesota. 

Mr. FRANKEN. I thank my good 
friend from Delaware. 

NOMINATION OF MERRICK GARLAND 
Mr. President, I rise today to address 

the nomination of Chief Judge Merrick 
Garland to the U.S. Supreme Court. 
Today marks 84 days since President 
Obama nominated Judge Garland to fill 
the vacant seat on the Supreme Court 
bench. In that time the consequences 
of permitting that vacancy to persist 
have become clear. The eight-member 
Court has now deadlocked four times, 
and in two cases where the Court found 
itself evenly divided and unable to 
reach consensus it punted, sending 
cases back to the lower courts. 

There is no denying that the Senate’s 
refusal to do its job, to take up the 
business of filling that vacancy, means 
that in some cases the Court is not 
able to fulfill its core function, mean-
ing in some cases the Court does not 
resolve circuit splits and cannot serve 
as the final arbiter of the law. That is 
not just my view, that is an opinion 
shared by one of the Court’s current 
members, Associate Justice Anthony 
Kennedy. Testifying before the House 
Appropriations Committee back in 
2013, Justice Kennedy described what 
happens when the Court is short- 
staffed. Although he is discussing the 
effect of recusals on the ability of the 
Court to do its job, his comments are 
no less relevant in the case of vacan-
cies. This is what Justice Kennedy 
said: ‘‘On our Court, if we recuse with-
out absolutely finding it necessary to 

do so, then you might have a 4–4 Court, 
and everybody’s time is wasted.’’ 

Let me say that again. ‘‘Everybody’s 
time is wasted.’’ Well, my Republican 
colleagues don’t seem to be bothered 
by wasting everybody’s time. 

Mr. President, 116 days ago, less than 
an hour after the news of Justice 
Scalia’s death, the majority leader pro-
claimed that the Senate would not con-
sider a replacement until after the 
Presidential election and said that 
‘‘the American people should have a 
voice in the selection of their next Su-
preme Court Justice.’’ 

In the 116 days since the majority 
leader made that bold announcement, 
Republican Senator after Republican 
Senator has taken to the Senate floor 
to deliver variations on that theme. 
My good friend Senator CORNYN help-
fully explained that Senate Repub-
licans had made a decision to ‘‘give the 
voters a voice on who makes the next 
lifetime appointment to the Supreme 
Court.’’ He said, ‘‘I want to be clear 
that the American people do deserve a 
voice here and we will make sure that 
they are heard.’’ 

We have been through this before. We 
agree. The American people should 
have a voice in this process. They did. 
They elected Barack Obama to be 
President of the United States. By my 
read of the Constitution—article II, 
section 1, to be exact—the President 
shall ‘‘hold his office during the term 
of 4 years’’—a term which has not yet 
expired. 

It seems clear to me that in the text 
of our founding documents, our democ-
racy was designed to ensure that its 
citizens have a voice in this process. 
President Ronald Reagan made this 
point quite eloquently when he pre-
sided over the swearing in of not just 
William Rehnquist as Chief Justice of 
the Supreme Court but also one 
Antonin Scalia as Associate Justice. 
President Reagan explained that ‘‘the 
Founding Fathers recognized that the 
Constitution is the supreme and ulti-
mate expression of the will of the 
American people.’’ Of course, President 
Reagan was right. The Founding Fa-
thers recognized that the very purpose 
of the Constitution was to embody the 
spirit and the voice of the American 
people. 

I find it preposterous when my Re-
publican colleagues, who purport to re-
vere the Constitution and the Framer’s 
original intent, insist that the only 
way to guarantee that the people’s 
voice is heard is to delay filling the va-
cancy, because, after all, the Founding 
Fathers did not just contemplate such 
a situation, they actually experienced 
it. 

When President John Adams—him-
self a Founding Father and a drafter of 
the Declaration of Independence—was 
presented with the opportunity to ap-
point a Supreme Court Justice, he him-
self was a lameduck President. The 
Chief Justice at the time, Oliver Ells-
worth, resigned after the 1800 Presi-
dential election—an election that 
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President Adams lost. Nevertheless, 
Adams set about the work of selecting 
a replacement. When he eventually 
nominated John Marshall in January 
of 1801, more than 2 months after los-
ing the election to a President of a dif-
ferent party—and the country still did 
not know who that would be because 
Thomas Jefferson and Aaron Burr had 
tied, but they were not his political 
party. Despite an unresolved election 
and in the face of great uncertainty, 
Adams nominated Justice Marshall, 
and the Senate took up John Mar-
shall’s nomination and confirmed him 
to the post of Chief Justice on January 
27, 1801, by voice vote. 

John Adams was by every definition 
of the term a lameduck President. The 
Senate could have refused to fill the 
vacancy. They could have left the Su-
preme Court short-staffed. Senators 
could have insisted that the seat not be 
filled until it was clear just exactly 
whom the American people had se-
lected as their next President. But the 
Senate recognized that it had a con-
stitutional obligation to confirm a re-
placement. That should come as no 
surprise because of the 32 Senators 
serving in the Sixth Congress, 5 of 
them had been delegates to the Con-
stitutional Convention: Abraham Bald-
win of Georgia; Jonathan Dayton of 
New Jersey; John Langdon of New 
Hampshire; Gouverneur Morris of New 
York, whose first name was 
Gouverneur, but he wasn’t a Governor; 
his mother’s maiden name was 
Gouverneur; and Charles Pinckney of 
South Carolina. All of them are real 
Founding Fathers. If anyone should 
have known what the Constitution re-
quired in this situation, it was they. 

Now, picture them milling about the 
floor of the Old Senate Chamber on 
January 27, 1801, talking amongst 
themselves and their colleagues and 
whipping votes. At the time, the Sen-
ate’s practice was to consider nomina-
tions in an executive session with the 
doors closed. Only Senators and certain 
staff were allowed in the Chamber and 
the proceedings were intended to be se-
cret, so the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
contains no debate on John Marshall’s 
nomination. We can only imagine what 
Senators said, but I suspect it went 
something like this: 

Well, John, Abraham, Gouverneur, I 
suppose we should vote now on the 
President’s nomination to the Supreme 
Court. 

Why, yes, Jonathan, of course. I re-
member when we wrote into the Con-
stitution that when a vacancies occurs, 
the President shall appoint a nominee 
to fill the vacancy and we Senators 
shall provided our advice and consent. 

Yes, John, I recall the day we wrote 
that. You were in a particularly good 
mood because your wife Betsy had ar-
rived by carriage the night before from 
New Hampshire. 

Yes, Abraham, I recall that well. 
After all, it was only 13 years ago, and 
the next day we wrote the provisions 
about the Supreme Court. I remember 

very well how specific we were. The 
President appoints a nominee in the 
event of a vacancy and we in the Sen-
ate do our job by providing advice and 
consent. So by all means, let’s vote. 

These men, these Founding Fathers 
set aside whatever reservations they 
may have had about the unique cir-
cumstances surrounding John Mar-
shall’s nomination and a lameduck 
President of a different party than the 
party that won the Presidential elec-
tion. They allowed the Senate to hold a 
vote. These are the Founding Fathers 
who wrote the Constitution. As a con-
sequence, John Marshall went on to 
serve as our Nation’s fourth Chief Jus-
tice, authoring opinions that make up 
the foundation of constitutional law. It 
was obvious to those Founding Fathers 
in the Senate, as it should be to all of 
us serving here today, that the Su-
preme Court is too important, too cen-
tral to our democracy to ignore. 

I urge my colleagues—particularly 
those motivated by a fidelity to the 
Framers’ original intent—to end their 
obstruction and grant the President’s 
nominee full and fair consideration. 

Thank you. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Montana. 
Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I rise to 

speak on amendment No. 4251. I have 
filed the amendment; I have not yet re-
quested it to be made pending. I would 
like to see this amendment move 
through. It seeks to remove the Presi-
dent’s authority to deny troops their 
mandated pay raise. 

The issue of paying our troops should 
not be a partisan issue any longer. We 
have fought this battle for too many 
years on the Senate floor. This year I 
put forth a bipartisan solution with my 
colleague from Montana, JON TESTER, 
and with Senators RUBIO, PORTMAN, 
and BOOZMAN. It is a long-term solu-
tion. 

Since 2004, the President has been re-
quired by law to give troops a pay raise 
matching the Employment Cost Index, 
also called the ECI, but when we man-
dated that the President raise troop 
pay with the ECI, we gave the ability 
for an exemption; that is, when the 
country is facing serious economic con-
ditions or for matters of national secu-
rity. 

Now, citing economic conditions, the 
President has used this exemption the 
past 3 years and he used it again this 
year—all while citing a growing econ-
omy. What happens is our troops are 
not getting the pay raise that Congress 
says they should, matching the ECI. 
When we are facing economic uncer-
tainty, that is when our troops need it 
the most. 

The amendment is very clear cut. It 
removes the President’s authority and 
future Presidents’ authority to cite 
economic concerns when sending over a 
Presidential budget request without 
the mandated pay raise. It is clear that 
this exemption is being abused. For ex-
ample, in 2016, in his State of the 
Union Address, President Obama said 

that ‘‘anyone claiming that America’s 
economy is in decline is peddling fic-
tion.’’ But just 1 month later, in his fis-
cal year 2017 budget request he sent to 
Congress, President Obama cited ‘‘eco-
nomic concerns affecting the general 
welfare’’ and only asked for a 1.6-per-
cent pay raise for our troops, despite 
the ECI being 2.1 percent. 

As we continue to debate this bill 
and call up amendments, I urge my col-
leagues to support amendment 4251. 
Again, we have good bipartisan support 
on it. This is a long-term solution. This 
is not just about the current President, 
this is about future Presidents as well 
and the problems we continue to face; 
that is, our troops have not seen a pay 
raise over 2 percent in the past 6 years. 
As our Nation continues to find itself 
threatened abroad, we rely on our 
troops now more than ever. They de-
serve better. It is time to act. 

I thank Senator TESTER, Senator 
RUBIO, Senator PORTMAN, and Senator 
BOOZMAN for their support. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Maine. 
Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I rise 

today to speak in support of an amend-
ment offered by the senior Senator 
from Alaska, Ms. MURKOWSKI, to strike 
the changes to the basic allowance for 
housing, or BAH, that are proposed in 
section 604 of the Defense authoriza-
tion bill. This amendment is very simi-
lar to one I filed this year as well as 
one I sponsored last year. 

Currently, each servicemember re-
ceives a housing stipend based on his or 
her rank, geographic location, and de-
pendency status. Under section 604, 
however, this part of the military com-
pensation package would no longer be 
considered a cash allowance. Instead, 
servicemembers would be compensated 
on an actual cost basis similar to the 
system that was in place in the 1990s, 
which resulted in a burdensome and in-
efficient administrative approval proc-
ess. 

Notably, the 2015 Military Compensa-
tion and Retirement Modernization 
Commission established by the fiscal 
year 2013 National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act examined the issue of allow-
ances as it assessed the military’s com-
pensation and retirement system. The 
Commission found that the current al-
lowance system strikes an appropriate 
balance in providing compensation to 
military members and assistance for 
their living expenses. The Commission 
deliberately chose not to recommend 
any changes to the allowance system, 
and this view is shared by the Depart-
ment of Defense. In fact, the Secretary 
of the Navy called me today to express 
to his concerns about this provision. 

In its Statement of Administration 
Policy, the administration notes that 
it strongly objects to section 604, 
which, in its words, ‘‘would inappropri-
ately penalize some servicemembers 
over others by linking their BAH pay-
ments to their status as members of 
dual-military couples’’—in other 
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words, members of our military who 
are married to other servicemembers. 
Under section 604, both members of a 
dual military couple would be provided 
a lesser compensation package than 
other members of equal grade, sending 
a message that their service is not as 
highly valued. 

The Statement Of Administration 
Policy went on to note that ‘‘Section 
604 would disproportionately affect fe-
male servicemembers and those mili-
tary families in which both military 
members have chosen to serve their 
country.’’ Twenty percent of service-
women are married to other service-
members. By comparison, only 3.8 per-
cent—in other words, less than 4 per-
cent of Active-Duty men—are married 
to other servicemembers. Thus, women 
are five times more likely to be af-
fected by this reduction in housing al-
lowances than their male counter-
parts—five times more likely for the 
women servicemembers to be affected 
because they are more likely to be 
married to servicemembers. 

This proposed change would similarly 
penalize our junior servicemembers 
who are more likely to live with an-
other servicemember as a roommate to 
help defray the cost-of-living expenses. 
As such, this provision could have a 
profound implication for both recruit-
ment and retention of our all-volunteer 
force and discourage our best and our 
brightest from staying in the service. 

I do recognize that the Department’s 
personnel costs are a budget concern, 
but finding savings that unfairly single 
out some military members is not the 
way to do it, particularly when one 
considers the growing role women serv-
icemembers are playing and which I 
strongly support and admire. 

Last year I spearheaded a successful 
movement to remove a similar provi-
sion from the fiscal year 2016 NDAA. I 
am disappointed to see that this pro-
posal has resurfaced again this year. I 
am pleased to work with my colleague 
from Alaska Senator MURKOWSKI to re-
move a provision that I believe is both 
unfair and harmful. 

I do recognize the very difficult task 
the Senate Armed Services Committee 
had in putting together this bill. I com-
mend both the chairman, Senator 
MCCAIN, and the ranking member, Sen-
ator JACK REED, for their terrific work 
on so many issues. I do hope they will 
look again at this particular cut in the 
basic housing allowance and support 
our amendment. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LEE). 

The Senator from Illinois. 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

TRIBUTE TO BILLY LAWLESS 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, we all 

know the Senate of the United States 
is composed of two Senators from each 
State. Today I have news. My home 
State of Illinois just picked up a third 
senator. 

Last month, the Irish Prime Min-
ister—Taoiseach—Enda Kenny, an-
nounced eight appointees to the Irish 
Senate. One of the appointees is my 
dear friend in Chicago, Billy Lawless. 

Billy is the first Irish citizen living 
in the United States to be appointed to 
the Irish Senate. This is truly historic. 
Today Billy takes a seat in the Irish 
Senate. Ireland will get a senator who 
will fight for the disenfranchised, the 
dispossessed, and those yearning to 
work hard for a better life. 

No one has been a stronger voice and 
advocate for the Irish diaspora and im-
migration reform than Billy Lawless of 
Chicago, IL. Prime Minister Kenny 
couldn’t have made a better choice. 

For generations, sons and daughters 
of the Emerald Isle have landed on our 
shores in search of the American 
dream. Billy Lawless is no different. As 
a young boy, he grew up on a dairy 
farm in Galway, a city in western Ire-
land, delivering unpasteurized milk to 
local restaurants and hotels. 

As an adult, he made a name for him-
self as a prominent businessman in 
Galway. He ran several pubs, res-
taurants, and hotels. Life was good, but 
for years he had always had a dream of 
opening a restaurant in the United 
States. When his youngest daughter 
earned a full college scholarship in the 
United States, Billy took that as a sign 
from Heaven. He moved his family to 
America. After 48 years in Galway, he 
wanted to see if he could succeed in the 
United States and he personally could 
live the American dream. 

He first went to Boston and Philadel-
phia, but on December 31, 1997, New 
Year’s Eve, a historic day, Billy Law-
less arrived in Chicago and knew he 
had found a home. From Galway, that 
most Irish of Irish cities, to Chicago, 
the most Irish of American cities, it 
was a perfect transition. 

Within 6 months, Billy opened an es-
tablishment known as Irish Oak, just a 
couple blocks south of Wrigley Field. 
Today he owns four restaurants and a 
fifth one is about to open. All the Law-
less restaurants are known for three 
things—great food, great fun, and great 
people. 

Simply put, the Lawless family is 
restaurant royalty in Chicago. The 
family business started with 10 employ-
ees. Now they have 300. Since arriving 
in Chicago nearly 20 years ago, Billy 
has brought new energy to the city— 
Irish energy—hard work, and a stub-
born drive to succeed. With the great 
help of his great wife Anne and his four 
children—Billy, Jr., Amy, John Paul, 
and Clodagh—Billy achieved the Amer-
ican dream. 

Billy could have said: I have achieved 
my American dream. Good luck with 
yours. 

That is not who he is. After all, Billy 
is Irish. He looks out for his friends 
and neighbors. 

The first bar Billy opened, the Irish 
Oak, became a favorite for Irish con-
struction workers. Many of them were 
undocumented and asked for Billy’s 

help in getting their papers in order. 
Billy never hesitated. He became their 
champion and a strong defender of 
Irish immigrants everywhere. When 
asked why he took such an interest in 
the issue, he said: ‘‘That’s what we 
Irish do for each other.’’ But he didn’t 
stop there. When he learned that those 
same problems were shared by others, 
Billy became an eloquent and forceful 
advocate for all immigrants. 

Billy Lawless gets it. He understands 
that protecting immigrants’ rights is 
part of the strength of our immigrant 
Nation. I know he will continue to be 
an energetic and compassionate guard-
ian of the Irish diaspora and all immi-
grants’ rights from his seat in the Irish 
Senate. 

The United States and Ireland have 
long and proud histories, forged in the 
fires of a proud and rebellious spirit 
and united in friendship. Having Billy 
Lawless’s unique and authentic voice 
in the Irish Senate will only strength-
en our countries here and abroad. He 
represents the very best of the both the 
Irish and American spirit. 

It was only 2 years ago that I came to 
the Senate floor to congratulate Billy 
and his wife Anne on becoming citizens 
of the United States. They had waited 
a long time, and they had worked hard 
for it. I was proud to call them not just 
my friends but my fellow Americans. 
Today I am proud to call Billy Lawless 
my fellow Senator. 

Congratulations on a well-deserved 
honor. 

INDEPENDENCE OF OUR FEDERAL JUDICIARY 
Mr. President, I rise to address an 

issue of serious constitutional gravity. 
I rise to address the latest in a long 
line of appalling and insulting remarks 
made by the Republican Party’s pre-
sumptive Presidential nominee. 

Last week Donald Trump attacked 
the ethnicity of U.S. district court 
judge Gonzalo Curiel, who is presiding 
over a civil fraud lawsuit against 
Trump’s so-called university. 

Mr. Trump referred to Judge Curiel’s 
heritage in a lengthy tirade about the 
judge’s ruling in the case. He also 
called Judge Curiel a ‘‘hater’’ and ‘‘a 
total disgrace,’’ suggesting that the 
judge should recuse himself due to his 
‘‘negative’’ rulings. 

When pressed on the issue, Mr. 
Trump doubled down. In an interview 
with the Wall Street Journal published 
last Thursday, Mr. Trump stated that 
Judge Curiel had ‘‘an absolute con-
flict’’ in presiding over the lawsuit be-
cause the judge is of ‘‘Mexican herit-
age.’’ 

Mr. Trump went on to explain that 
the judge’s ethnicity presents an ‘‘in-
herent conflict of interest’’ because of 
Mr. Trump’s campaign pledge to build 
a wall on the U.S. border with Mexico. 

Let me be clear. Mr. Trump’s attacks 
on Judge Curiel have been character-
ized—even by Republican Senators and 
Congressmen—as racist, inappropriate, 
and completely unfounded. 

Judge Curiel is an American. He was 
born in East Chicago, IN, just steps 
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away from the border with my State. 
His parents had emigrated from Mexico 
to the United States. 

He has a distinguished record. After 
attending law school at Indiana Uni-
versity, Judge Curiel practiced law in 
Indiana and California. In 1989, he 
joined the U.S. Attorney’s office in the 
Southern District of California. 

As a Federal prosecutor, Judge Curiel 
served in the Narcotics Enforcement 
Division and worked to bring down 
drug cartels. After prosecuting a major 
cartel, he received a death threat and 
was forced to live under guard for 
months. 

In 2007, he was appointed by a Repub-
lican Governor in California to serve as 
a State judge. President Obama later 
nominated Judge Curiel to the Federal 
bench. The Senate confirmed his nomi-
nation by a unanimous vote on Sep-
tember 22, 2012. 

Judge Curiel is well respected in the 
legal community. A former colleague 
recently said: ‘‘His integrity is beyond 
reproach.’’ And a California attorney 
who led the screening committee that 
reviewed Judge Curiel in 2011 said: 

He was very highly recommended. No one 
could say a bad thing about him. 

Despite these accomplishments, Don-
ald Trump views Judge Curiel as in-
capable of serving as an impartial ju-
rist in this case involving Trump Uni-
versity due to the judge’s ethnicity. 
Mr. Trump believes the lawsuit that 
Judge Curiel is presiding over should 
have been dismissed long ago. Maybe 
Mr. Trump should take a closer look at 
reality. 

Multiple lawsuits have been filed 
against Mr. Trump’s so-called univer-
sity, and in one of the two lawsuits 
that Judge Curiel is presiding over, 
former students allege that Mr. Trump 
and Trump University defrauded them 
by making misrepresentations about 
the education they would receive. 

The plaintiffs provided evidence to 
support their claims and, as a result, 
Judge Curiel denied a motion from Mr. 
Trump to grant summary judgment in 
his favor, which would have avoided a 
trial. Nothing in this ruling suggests a 
lack of impartiality. Instead, Judge 
Curiel’s rulings indicate that a factual 
dispute exists in the case and the plain-
tiffs deserve their day in court. 

Unfortunately, reality and the facts 
don’t seem to matter to Mr. Trump. In-
stead of acknowledging the inappropri-
ateness of his attacks on Judge Curiel’s 
character and heritage, he has doubled 
down on them. Mr. Trump apparently 
believes that after he bullies and de-
means a group of people, he should 
never have to face a member of that 
community in a courtroom. 

One of Mr. Trump’s most reprehen-
sible statements—and there are 
many—calls for a total and complete 
ban on Muslim immigrants coming to 
the United States of America. In an 
interview that aired on ‘‘Face the Na-
tion’’ on Sunday, Mr. Trump was 
asked: 

If it were a Muslim judge, would you also 
feel like they wouldn’t be able to treat you 
fairly because of that policy of yours? 

He responded: 
It’s possible, yes. Yeah. That would be pos-

sible, absolutely. 

Where does Mr. Trump’s twisted logic 
end? Does his crude attack on a dis-
abled reporter present a conflict of in-
terest for a judge with a disability who 
presides over a case against him? Do 
his disparaging remarks about women 
disqualify female judges from ruling on 
lawsuits filed against his failed busi-
ness ventures? 

Mr. Trump’s assertions are not only 
bigoted, they also endanger the inde-
pendence of the Federal judiciary as he 
aspires to the highest office in the 
land. Despite those concerns, Senate 
Republicans are keeping 89 Federal ju-
dicial seats vacant, including an empty 
seat on the U.S. Supreme Court, in the 
hopes that Donald Trump will be able 
to fill those vacancies. 

After Mr. Trump’s racist diatribes, I 
would like to ask my colleagues how 
they can possibly trust Mr. Trump to 
appoint judges to the Federal bench. 
Are they comfortable with a potential 
President who apparently believes that 
the only qualified candidates for Fed-
eral judgeships are those who possess 
racial, religious, or other characteris-
tics that he has not yet disparaged? 

Trusting Donald Trump to fill judge-
ships in our Nation’s Federal court-
rooms is a risky and constitutionally 
dangerous bet. Placing that trust in 
Trump would threaten grave harm to 
our system of justice and to our rule of 
law. 

I thought—or had hoped—that we had 
moved past the dark time in our Na-
tion’s history when defendants believed 
it was appropriate to try to remove 
judges from a lawsuit on the basis of 
race. It was just over 40 years ago that 
an African-American Federal judge 
named A. Leon Higginbotham, Jr. pre-
sided over a class action lawsuit in-
volving civil rights claims. 

The defendants in the lawsuit filed 
motions to disqualify Judge 
Higginbotham from the case based on 
his race. In his opinion denying their 
motions, Judge Higginbotham wrote 
the following: 

It would be a tragic day for the nation and 
the judiciary if a myopic vision of the 
judge’s role should prevail, a vision that re-
quired judges to refrain from participating 
in their churches, in their non-political com-
munity affairs, in their universities. So long 
as Jewish judges preside over matters where 
Jewish and Gentile litigants disagree; so 
long as Protestant judges preside over mat-
ters where Protestant and Catholic litigants 
disagree; so long as White judges preside 
over matters where White and Black liti-
gants disagree, I will preside over matters 
where Black and White litigants disagree. 

In light of Mr. Trump’s reprehensible 
remarks, Judge Higginbotham’s words 
have taken on a renewed resonance. If 
Mr. Trump’s myopic vision for the Fed-
eral judiciary prevails, it will indeed be 
a tragic day for the Nation. 

I yield the floor. 

Mr. ISAKSON addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Georgia. 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, if the 

Senator from Georgia would yield for 
me to make a unanimous consent re-
quest. 

Mr. ISAKSON. I yield. 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that I be recog-
nized following the remarks of the Sen-
ator from Georgia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The Senator from Georgia 
Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the distin-
guished Senator from Alaska, Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI, be allowed to follow the Sen-
ator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
VETERANS FIRST ACT 

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, last 
week, the Attorney General of the 
United States sent a letter to KEVIN 
MCCARTHY, the majority leader of the 
House, to inform Mr. MCCARTHY and all 
of us, that she would not defend the ad-
ministration on the constitutional 
challenge to the firing of Sharon 
Helman, the director of the Arizona 
hospital of the Veterans’ Administra-
tion. 

The firing took place because Ms. 
Helman had manipulated the books and 
overseen the manipulation of appoint-
ments to the point where as many as 40 
veterans waiting in line to get their 
first appointment died before they were 
ever seen by the VA. She was convicted 
by a court of law for taking illegal gra-
tuities in her position as director of 
the hospital. 

Ms. Helman filed a constitutional 
challenge as to whether we had the 
ability in the administration to fire 
her constitutionally, and Loretta 
Lynch has said she is not going to de-
fend the United States or the law we 
passed, called the Veterans Account-
ability and Choice Act, which calls for 
the firing of employees by the Sec-
retary of the Veterans’ Administration 
for cause. 

Today, in Phoenix, AZ, it was an-
nounced that the Veterans’ Adminis-
tration is firing three more employees 
of the Veterans’ Administration hos-
pital. Yet, in the shadow of that, Lo-
retta Lynch is telling America she will 
not defend the country on the carrying 
out of the laws we pass in this country, 
in this body, and that the President of 
the United States has signed. 

There is a solution to this problem, 
Mr. President. It is called the Veterans 
First Act, which was written originally 
by 19 members of the Senate—all mem-
bers of the Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee. It has been signed and cospon-
sored by 43 other Members of the Sen-
ate and once and for all ends the hide- 
and-go-seek that takes place at the 
Veterans’ Administration. It takes the 
Veterans’ Administration out from 
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under the Merit Systems Protection 
Board for all senior executive leader-
ship. In other words, the 434 senior ex-
ecutives in the Veterans’ Administra-
tion now protected by the Merit Sys-
tems Protection Board no longer would 
be protected by that Board but instead 
would be subject to the Secretary’s fir-
ing or the Secretary’s hiring. Any ap-
peal for actions taken on behalf of the 
Secretary will be to the Secretary, not 
to the Merit Systems Protection 
Board. 

The American people and the brave 
veterans who have fought and sac-
rificed for this country deserve the 
right to know that if they are injured 
by the Veterans’ Administration or if 
the Veterans’ Administration is not 
carrying out what it is supposed to do 
for them, we will take action, and we 
will be effective. 

I resent the fact that the Attorney 
General of the United States has cho-
sen not to defend a constitutional chal-
lenge to our authority, which this Con-
gress passed and our President signed 
to give that authority to Secretary 
Bob McDonald and whoever would fol-
low him as Secretary of the VA. 

But that is not the only thing in the 
Veterans First Act. For the first time 
ever, we are going to give caregiver 
benefits to Vietnam-era veterans— 
22,500 handicapped veterans—who 
today can’t get the same benefits that 
post-9/11 vets can get. That is wrong, 
and we are taking care of that. 

We are dealing with the opioid prob-
lem that started at the Tomah hospital 
in Wisconsin. We are correcting that 
and putting in good standards for the 
use of opioids and the prescription of 
opioids and therapies to get people off 
opioids. 

We are cleaning up the mental health 
access situation to improve mental 
health access for all our veterans. We 
are giving the type of discipline to the 
leaders of the Veterans’ Administra-
tion to see to it that our hospitals are 
run like they should be, our veterans 
get the services they deserve, and we 
give to our veterans who return home 
after fighting for us the best quality 
health care and the most responsive 
health care system we can possibly 
provide. 

I urge the Presiding Officer and the 
other Members of the Senate to join 
with me when our bill comes to the 
floor and to pass the Veterans First 
Act. It brings about real accountability 
in the Veterans’ Administration, real 
choice for our veterans, and real care 
for our Vietnam veterans. It addresses 
the opioid problem and once and for all 
provides for a comprehensive reform 
for the Veterans’ Administration, 
which hasn’t taken place in decades 
and decades. 

I commend the members of the Vet-
erans’ Affairs Committee for their 
leadership. I thank the Presiding Offi-
cer for the time, and I yield to the dis-
tinguished Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I thank 
my distinguished colleague from Geor-
gia. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4549 
Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, Senator 

MCCAIN, the chairman of the Armed 
Services Committee, believes that $602 
billion is not enough for the Depart-
ment of Defense. Rather than reject 
unnecessary spending for weapons and 
other programs the Pentagon says it 
does not want or need, the Senator 
from Arizona not only says we should 
fund them, he also proposes to spend 
another $18 billion on defense. 

I will leave it to others to defend or 
contest the assumptions on which Sen-
ator MCCAIN’s amendment is based. 
But I do want to speak briefly in sup-
port of the second degree amendment 
offered by the ranking member of the 
Armed Services Committee, Senator 
REED of Rhode Island. 

Because if there is one thing we have 
learned over and over, it is that pro-
tecting U.S. national security is not 
only about a strong military that can 
respond when all other options fail. It 
is also about homeland security, in-
cluding border control and maintaining 
critical infrastructure. It is about law 
enforcement within the United States. 
It is about cyber security. It is about 
educating the next generation of Amer-
icans and creating jobs that lead to ad-
vancements in science and technology. 
And it is about strengthening the capa-
bilities of foreign partners and acting 
as a leader in international diplomatic 
efforts to prevent and respond to 
threats to global security. 

The fiscal year 2017 budget allocation 
for the Department of State and for-
eign operations is $591 million below 
fiscal year 2016. That, coupled with the 
fact that the President’s budget 
underfunds programs for refugees and 
other victims of disasters by $1 billion, 
presents us with an untenable budg-
etary situation. The amendment of-
fered by the Senator from Rhode Island 
would help to alleviate this shortfall. 

While there are many foreign crises, 
Senator REED’s amendment focuses on 
one area where the situation is particu-
larly dire. It authorizes $1.9 billion to 
support the Department of State and 
U.S. Agency for International Develop-
ment to implement their portions of 
the Integrated Campaign Plan to 
Counter ISIL. The funds would also 
support embassy security, as well as 
additional assistance for Israel, and for 
Jordan and Lebanon which have been 
severely impacted by the influx of hun-
dreds of thousands of Syrian refugees. 

This is directly related to U.S. secu-
rity interests in the Middle East at a 
time when the stability of the entire 
region is under threat. 

In a June 2 piece in Time Magazine, 
Retired GEN James Conway, former 
Commandant of the Marine Corps, and 
Retired ADM James M. Loy, former 
Commandant of the U.S. Coast Guard, 
wrote that: 

. . . the security challenges our nation 
faces today are not the same as when we 

began our service during the Cold War. . . . 
Twenty-first century problems require fine 
scalpels, and the military is a broad sword. 
We can start by better resourcing and 
strengthening our own institutions. The 
State Department, the Peace Corps and 
USAID are the front lines of keeping our 
country safe, but they are underfunded and 
undermanned. 

Mr. President, we should also remem-
ber that the Balanced Budget Act is 
based on parity. The spending caps we 
put in place have consequences for both 
the defense and nondefense sides of the 
ledger. Yet the Senator from Arizona’s 
one dimensional approach ignores this 
bipartisan compromise. His amend-
ment ignores the essential roles that 
development and diplomacy play in na-
tional security. It ignores the many do-
mestic components to a strong defense, 
like a well-trained workforce and reli-
able infrastructure, like energy inde-
pendence, like health systems that 
have the resources to protect the pub-
lic from infectious diseases, contami-
nated drinking water, and unsafe food. 

If you ask the American people 
whether these investments are as im-
portant as more fighter planes and 
warships, they would emphatically an-
swer ‘‘yes’’. And that is why the very 
name of the Balanced Budget Act in-
cludes the word ‘‘balanced’’. 

The amendment of the Senator from 
Rhode Island should be passed over-
whelmingly. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the RECORD the 
June 2 article I referred to by General 
Conway and Admiral Loy. 

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

FORMER MILITARY LEADERS: 3 LESSONS FOR 
OUR NEXT COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF 

(James Conway and James M. Loy, June 2, 
2016) 

MILITARY ALONE CANNOT KEEP US SAFE 
As Hillary Clinton makes a national secu-

rity speech Thursday and with Trump’s re-
cent major foreign policy speech, it’s impor-
tant to remember that the military alone 
cannot keep us safe. As the former com-
mandants of the Marine Corps and the Coast 
Guard, we believe our next Commander-in- 
Chief will also need the civilian tools in our 
arsenal to keep our nation strong and secure. 

For centuries, the blessing of two large 
oceans on our flanks acted as geographical 
barriers. But in the modern era, technology 
has made the world smaller and increasingly 
interconnected. The recent attacks in Brus-
sels, Paris and San Bernardino, Calif., re-
mind us that global threats do not respect 
borders, and oceans are not enough to pre-
serve our peace and prosperity. 

The security challenges our nation faces 
today are not the same as when we began our 
service during the Cold War. National secu-
rity challenges have become more resistant 
to bullets. Ebola, the Zika virus, the influx 
of undocumented children from Latin states, 
and even the rise of ISIS cannot be resolved 
only with the force of arms. 

If there was one immutable lesson of the 
Sept. 11 attacks, it is that instability in re-
mote corners of the world can pose a direct 
threat to our way of life. The rise of ISIS is 
only a recent example that underscores that 
reality. 

Military force will continue to be a nec-
essary deterrent for the exercise of American 
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power, but it cannot be the only option. To 
preserve our flag and freedom, there are 
three areas where America must do better. 

1. We must strengthen not only our sol-
diers, sailors, Marines, Coast Guard, and air-
men but also our diplomats and development 
experts who are critical to our national secu-
rity. 

Fighting terrorism means more than 
bombing the Middle East from the air. It 
means supporting weak or fragile states, in-
creasing foreign military training and assist-
ance, and devoting more resources to fight 
weapons proliferation. These are battles best 
fought at the local level with knowledge of 
cultures, economics and history. 

2. We must help create economic opportu-
nities around the world—particularly those 
where there are security concerns. 

Think of America’s engagement with Ger-
many, Japan and South Korea in the postwar 
years. They are now our fourth, fifth, and 
sixth largest trading partners, respectively. 
Helping promote rule of law and economic 
development strengthens our economy here 
at home. 

3. We must strengthen the humanitarian 
values that undergird American global lead-
ership. 

U.S. foreign assistance has helped cut ex-
treme poverty in half since 1990. It has in-
creased life expectancy in the developing 
world by 33%, afforded two billion people ac-
cess to clean water, and the number of chil-
dren in primary school has tripled over the 
last 25 years. 

Pandemics and diseases like Ebola and the 
Zika virus are more easily defeated in the 
countries where they originate when those 
countries have strong health care systems, 
an educated population and the economic 
means to combat the virus. We can help 
build those institutions. To those concerned 
about the cost of assistance to the devel-
oping world, we would submit to you that 
economic development is cheaper than send-
ing in the military. 

Twenty-first century problems require fine 
scalpels, and the military is a broad sword. 
We can start by better resourcing and 
strengthening our own institutions. The 
State Department, the Peace Corps and 
USAID are the front lines of keeping our 
country safe, but they are underfunded and 
undermanned. 

Facing the largest global displacement of 
people since World War II, we have much 
more work to do. If we are not helping to 
support and build up allies and friends, then 
we are reducing our prospects for success and 
ceding immense benefits for our own na-
tional security. 

General James Mattis got it right when he 
said: ‘‘If you don’t fund the State Depart-
ment fully, then I need to buy more ammuni-
tion.’’ 

Keeping all the tools of American national 
security strong will help save lives and pro-
mote global stability and prosperity. Regard-
less of who is elected in November, a can-
didate who understands these challenges, 
and acts accordingly, will be in America’s 
best interests. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I see the 
distinguished senior Senator from 
Alaska on the floor, and I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
rise today to speak about an amend-
ment that I have filed to the National 
Defense Authorization Act. This is 
amendment No. 4222, and it addresses 
an issue of great interest to military 
families not only in my State, where 

we are proud to host a strong contin-
gent of military that defend our Na-
tion, but this is an issue that really 
stretches across the country. What we 
propose in amendment No. 4222 is to 
strike section 604 of the NDAA, which 
represents a paradigm shift in the way 
the basic allowance for housing is paid 
to our Active-Duty members. 

The Department of Defense and our 
military families have long believed 
that BAH is part of a total compensa-
tion. Effectively, it is part of your pay-
check. It is part of what you earn. It is 
something that you can count on based 
on where you are posted, what your 
rank is, and whether you have any de-
pendents. We have seen the BAH be 
subject to arbitrary and somewhat un-
fair reductions in recent years. It has 
unfortunately become the bill payer for 
other priorities. 

BAH is regarded by the Defense De-
partment as a component of a service-
member’s total compensation. It is a 
compensation program. Section 604 
turns the BAH into a reimbursement 
program. So instead of having BAH in 
your bank account to spend on living 
expenses as you deem fit, Section 604 
essentially requires servicemembers to 
turn their receipts in to an accounting 
office and basically plead your entitle-
ment to that reimbursement for the 
cost of your housing as well as utili-
ties. I suppose alternatively you could 
take your entitlement and accept the 
risk that some audit or verification 
process will require you to pay some-
thing back, perhaps a lot back. Section 
604 does not explain how this whole 
verification process will work. 

Believe me, when I had an oppor-
tunity to visit with military spouses at 
Fort Wainwright just last week about 
this, they asked me: How does this re-
imbursement work? How do I get these 
utilities statements in for reimburse-
ment? Already there are not enough 
people to process the basic paperwork 
that goes on for reimbursement of 
other expenses like permanent change 
of station moves. Tell me how this is 
going to be a better system. 

Our military families are very famil-
iar with deep bureaucracy and endure a 
fair amount of hassle to get what they 
are already entitled to. 

I heard loud and clear from these 
military spouses the concerns they had 
about a proposal. They are looking at 
this as a one-size-fits-all solution; per-
haps it is not a well-formed solution 
and it could have extreme con-
sequences for those who serve in highly 
rural places, like in Alaska. 

The BAH doesn’t pay only for hous-
ing, it pays for the utilities. BAH pays 
for lights and heat, but keep in mind 
what it means to be in a very remote, 
very rural place. In places like Fair-
banks, you are limited in terms of your 
options for energy, for power. Your 
costs are high. You could be looking at 
a home heating fuel bill on a monthly 
basis that could actually exceed the 
cost of your mortgage. Think about 
what that means. You may be in the 

enviable position of having found a 
home in a community that you think 
is affordable. The monthly rent is af-
fordable, the mortgage might be afford-
able, but if it is an older house, if it is 
not fully weatherized, if you are on 
home heating fuel, you may be looking 
at a situation where you are paying 
more in utilities than for the cost of 
your housing. 

Another cost you might use your 
BAH to pay is snow removal. It is not 
an option to not have your snow re-
moved, and if your spouse is deployed, 
you need a way to get out of a long 
driveway. Who is going to be paying for 
the snow removal? Oftentimes, BAH 
pays to pump out the septic system, 
which has to be done on a somewhat 
quarterly basis because there are so 
many homes that are not on water and 
sewer. By the way, when we talk about 
water, is the cost of hauling water re-
coverable under this new reimburse-
ment program? When you are not on a 
water system, you have to get your 
water from somewhere. Some military 
families at Fort Wainwright are paying 
to have water hauled to their homes ei-
ther by a truck or they go out to the 
community tap to fill up their tank, 
but there is a cost associated with 
that. These spouses are asking me: 
How is that going to be accommodated 
under the new BAH plan? Will this be 
considered part of these allowable re-
imbursements? 

This is all very troubling to me. It 
was certainly very troubling to the 
military families I spent time with. It 
is not like our military families don’t 
have enough to worry about. 

One military spouse told me of the 
situation in her family. She is a li-
censed attorney in another State. She 
hasn’t been able to get waived in to 
practice in the State of Alaska. Her 
husband is an E7 soldier and has been 
in for 19 years, so effectively two pro-
fessionals. They have three children. 
She says she spends about $1,500 a 
month for food, formula, and diapers 
for the three small children. She pays 
$38,000 a year for childcare. Childcare 
in and around the Fort Wainwright 
area is very expensive, and she is not 
able to get reimbursement for 
childcare because she is not working. 
She is trying to get a job. But recog-
nizing that they have all these other 
costs on top of it all, this military 
spouse—two professionals in the house-
hold, three children—tells me her fam-
ily is WIC eligible. 

The stories I hear about our military 
families who are accessing our commu-
nity food banks—our military families 
are worried. They are worried about 
what is happening at home, the finan-
cial issues they are faced with. 

This was one concern I heard specifi-
cally: If this is a reimbursement sys-
tem and I have to submit receipts for 
expenses—expenses that may exceed 
the cost of housing, exceed the cost of 
a mortgage, and it takes a long while 
to get this reimbursement—what hap-
pens if I can’t pay my bills on time? 
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My job requires a security clearance? 
And that security clearance requires 
that your credit record be absolutely 
impeccable. How is all this going to 
work? 

There is so much stress, so much 
anxiety that I heard from these spouses 
as we were discussing these issues. 

When we think about what our mili-
tary families are worried about, they 
are focused on the stress that comes 
with force structure reductions, fre-
quent PCS moves, needing to under-
stand the latest and greatest TRICARE 
complexity, figuring out whether the 
old retirement paradigm or the new re-
tirement paradigm is better. And then 
they have this—yet another layer of 
complexity with section 604 that just 
adds to the stress and adds to the anx-
iety. 

We have to be honest with one an-
other. We have to be honest with our 
military families. The bill before us 
does not afford those who serve a pay 
increase that is commensurate with 
the value of their service. Thankfully, 
we are working on a fix, and I greatly 
appreciate the leadership of Senator 
MCCAIN and his willingness to work 
with so many of us on these issues that 
are a concern to our families. 

When we look at what is going on 
now with BAH, I think we are messing 
with a very significant component of 
total compensation. That is simply not 
an appropriate way to thank families 
who have already suffered through 
multiple deployments to Iraq and Af-
ghanistan, and now they have to con-
tend with a host of uncertainties cre-
ated by the rise of ISIL, the tensions 
on the Korean Peninsula, a resurgent 
Russia, and an ambitious China. This is 
not right for our military families. 

The Pentagon has issued a Statement 
of Administration Policy. They are 
quite clear about where they are on 
this. They believe section 604 is dam-
aging to the force, and that is why they 
oppose section 604. It is burdensome to 
move from a compensation approach to 
a reimbursement approach. It is ineffi-
cient. It appears to completely elimi-
nate the BAH increment presently paid 
to families with children. It penalizes 
dual military couples. It disproportion-
ately impacts female servicemembers. 
Think about it. About 20 percent of 
women on Active Duty are in a dual 
military marriage, compared to about 
3.8 percent of Active-Duty men. So 
women on Active Duty are effectively 
taking a harder hit. And if we think 
this is not going to have an impact on 
recruitment and retention—I think we 
are going to be looking at some second- 
order consequences with respect to 
that and also as it relates to adminis-
tration of the GI bill education benefit. 

I mentioned the effective penalty on 
dual military couples. I know a dual- 
career military couple. I am very 
pleased to know that their military ca-
reer has taken them to some pretty 
good places and the better news is that 
they have moved together. One spouse 
has been selected for promotion to 

lieutenant colonel 2 years below the 
zone, which is a very big deal. This 
week, his wife learned that she, too, 
has been selected for promotion to 
lieutenant colonel 1 year below the 
zone. So we can see that both of these 
individuals are very high performers, 
really rock stars when it comes to a 
competitive promotion environment. 
They are doing great, but they are 
looking at the impact section 604 will 
have on their specific situation as a 
dual military couple. They estimate 
that if their next assignment is here in 
the lower 48, they will lose about 
$20,000 from their compensation. If we 
are fortunate that they should both get 
assigned to Alaska on the next rota-
tion, that hit to them will rise to 
$29,000—an almost $30,000 reduction in 
total compensation from what they as 
a military couple would receive under 
the current system. That is significant. 
They are exactly the kinds of people 
the private sector wants to recruit but 
our military wants to retain, and I am 
not the only person who appreciates 
this fact. 

When I was in Fort Wainwright, one 
dual military spouse said: Who I am 
married to should not affect my BAH 
entitlement. That summed it up in a 
pretty neat and tidy way. 

Over this past week since I have been 
back here, I have heard from senior 
military leaders and senior enlisted ad-
visers to those leaders, all of one voice. 
They are saying that this brings down 
the morale in the volunteer force. I 
will relay to my colleagues the com-
ments from one of the commanders in 
Fort Wainwright when I was there last 
week. He had been sitting in the back 
of the room listening to all of the mili-
tary spouses weigh in and voice their 
concerns and their anxiety about what 
was going on. He said to me: This is a 
clear reminder of how morale affects 
the overall mission. I have been on as-
signment. I have been deployed to Af-
ghanistan. I have broken down doors. I 
have been on patrol looking for IEDs. 

When you are on these missions, your 
head has to be 100 percent in the game. 
You can’t be thinking about what is 
happening at home. You cannot be 
thinking about whether or not there 
are financial struggles that your 
spouse is dealing with. You cannot be 
distracted from where you are in the 
here and now. We are not just talking 
about ‘‘quality of life’’ issues; we are 
talking about ‘‘matter of life and 
death’’ issues. 

He said: If my head is not 100 percent 
in the game, then somebody’s life po-
tentially is on the line. 

It was a clear reminder to me of how 
morale affects the mission and how we 
need to ensure that our men and 
women whom we have tasked to take 
on the most difficult of tasks are able 
to focus on where they are right then. 
And making sure all is well at home is 
a responsibility we also have. 

There has been a lot of discussion 
about the BAH over the years. Some of 
us think that it is in need of reform or 

that perhaps right-sizing the BAH will 
mean more money for readiness and 
modernization. I certainly get that ar-
gument. I may not agree with all of 
that, but I do know there are some 
very hard choices that have to be made 
in a difficult budget environment. I re-
spect the work the chairman has done, 
along with the ranking member, in try-
ing to deal with all of that. But I do 
feel very certain about one thing: 
Those who believe that BAH should be 
reformed need to make that case open-
ly and directly and transparently to 
our military families. I think putting a 
game-changing provision like section 
604 in the NDAA without that consulta-
tion misses the mark. 

The changes we are considering in 
BAH would not be effective until 2018. 
We have some time here, and we can 
get this right. My amendment, which is 
a bipartisan amendment, simply says: 
Take a timeout. Let’s take a step back. 

To those who think the BAH is in 
need of reform, make the case to mili-
tary families if you choose, but let’s 
not rush this through. This is not what 
we should be doing. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the RECORD let-
ters from the Military Officers Associa-
tion of America as well as the Air 
Force Sergeants Association in support 
of my amendment. 

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

MILITARY OFFICERS ASSOCIATION 
OF AMERICA, 

May 27, 2016. 
Hon. LISA MURKOWSKI (R–AK), 
Hart Senate Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR SENATOR MURKOWSKI: I am writing to 
thank you for your continued strong support 
for our men and women in uniform and their 
families, as most recently demonstrated by 
your introduction of amendment #4222, 
which would remove § 604 from S. 2943, the 
Senate’s FY17 defense policy legislation. 

Section 604 aims to recoup more than $200 
million annually from the Regular Military 
Compensation (RMA), earned by 
servicemembers through reductions to the 
Basic Allowance for Housing (BAH), a main 
component of RMA of which they are enti-
tled to under law. These reductions would 
begin in January 2018 for new entrants into 
military service and after the next Perma-
nent Change of Station (PCS), for those al-
ready serving. 

The reductions to BAH, as called for in 604, 
undoes the diligent work done by Congress 
over the past 15 years to rectify the out of 
pocket housing costs long borne by 
servicemembers and clearly sends the wrong 
message to them and their families—that 
their service and sacrifice is not important. 

At a time when we have asked 
servicemembers to contribute more to their 
retirement savings, more to their housing, 
and possibly more to their healthcare, this 
proposal is wrongly conceived, unfair, and 
would do harm to the retention of our cur-
rently serving men and women and their 
families. 

The Military Officers Association of Amer-
ica (MOAA) strongly supports amendment 
#4222 to remove § 604 and urges other mem-
bers of the Senate to support the amendment 
as well. 
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Thank you for your leadership and for your 

continued strong support for our men and 
women in uniform and their families. 

Sincerely, 
DANA T. ATKINS. 

AIR FORCE SERGEANTS ASSOCIATION, 
Suitland, MD, June 1, 2016. 

Hon. LISA MURKOWSKI, 
Hart Senate Office Building, 
Washington DC. 

DEAR SENATOR MURKOWSKI: on behalf of 
the 100,000 members of the Air Force Ser-
geants Association I want to thank you for 
introducing amendment #4222 to S. 2943. Re-
moving § 604 from the Senate’s FY17 NDAA, 
as articulated in your amendment, is abso-
lutely the right call! 

To propose BAH reductions while 
servicemembers are already concurrently 
contributing more to their retirement and 
potentially to their healthcare clearly sends 
the wrong message. Keeping in mind that 
vast numbers of military families funnel 
their children into similar service, retention 
of those now serving in uniform as well as re-
cruitment of future talent both stand to suf-
fer. 

AFSA strongly supports amendment #4222 
to remove § 604 from S.2943 and urges other 
members of the Senate to also support this 
amendment. 

Respectfully, 
ROBERT L. FRANK, 
Chief Executive Officer. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
yield the floor to my colleague from 
North Dakota. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota. 

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, I thank 
the senior Senator from Alaska. I ap-
preciate that. 

I rise today to speak in support of 
the NDAA, the National Defense Au-
thorization Act, which we are cur-
rently working on. The NDAA is clear-
ly one of the most important pieces of 
legislation we take up in Congress be-
cause it authorizes vital programs de-
signed to keep our Nation secure and 
our people safe. 

We have worked very hard to make 
sure the bill upholds the nuclear mis-
sions at our missile bases, as well as 
unmanned aerial systems—the UAS 
missions—that have emerged as a vig-
orous part of our Nation’s defense. 

I commend the chairman and the 
ranking member for their good work in 
bringing this bill to the floor. It is a 
massive undertaking. In particular, I 
thank them for their support on some 
important priorities. 

This bill fully authorizes programs to 
sustain our strategic forces, including 
plans to upgrade the Minuteman III 
ICBM, the venerable B–52 bomber, and 
our nuclear cruise missiles. The bill 
also fully authorizes the Global Hawk 
program, which is proving its worth 
every day and demonstrates the value 
of unmanned aircraft in performing in-
telligence, surveillance, and reconnais-
sance missions. 

The Appropriations Committee, on 
which I serve, approved the National 
Defense Appropriations Act last 
month, putting in place the funding to 
support our armed services. As soon as 
we pass the authorization bill that is 
now before the full Senate, I under-

stand we will work to bring its com-
panion bill, the appropriations bill, to 
the floor for a vote as well. Both are 
vital for our armed services. 

Together, these two bills—the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act and 
the National Defense Appropriations 
Act—will provide our armed services 
with both the blueprint and the fund-
ing they need to defend our Nation and 
the American people. 

As I have said, I have filed several 
amendments that I believe will 
strengthen the bill and our national se-
curity, and I wish to take a minute to 
talk about them now. 

First, I have filed a measure that re-
quires the Air Force to procure, in a 
timely manner, Black Hawk heli-
copters to replace the Vietnam-era 
Huey helicopters that currently pro-
vide security to our intercontinental 
ballistic missile fields. These fields are 
located near Minot Air Force Base in 
my home State of North Dakota, as 
well as at missile bases in Wyoming 
and the State of Montana. 

The Air Force uses helicopters to 
provide security for missiles that are 
in transit, as well as to move security 
forces quickly to any missile field site 
that could come under any kind of 
threat. 

I love the old Huey helicopters. They 
are great. I have flown in them for 
many years, on many occasions, and it 
is certainly an iconic aircraft and one 
that has served our Nation’s military 
very well through the Vietnam era and 
through today. But the reality is that 
it is no longer able to do the job that 
we need done. 

I spent some time with pilots at 
Minot Air Force Base earlier this year 
and heard about the challenges they 
face. For example, the front panel of 
the Huey sometimes will not light up. 
Remember, these are aircraft that were 
manufactured in 1969. The pilots flying 
these aircraft are a lot younger than 
the helicopters they are flying, but 
they do a remarkable job. The mechan-
ics do an amazing job in keeping them 
going. 

For example, sometimes the front 
panel of the Huey will not light up. 
When they are flying at night, they 
stick a portable LED light on the dash 
so they can see their gauges. Think 
about that. We have amazing young 
men and women in the military flying 
these helicopters that are much older 
than they are—helicopters from 1969. 
Some of the gauges don’t have lights 
on them, so they put LED lights on as 
a makeshift way to see the gauges in 
the dark when they are flying to the 
missile fields performing their mission. 
If they hit some rough weather, guess 
what happens. The jostling knocks the 
LED lights off the control panel, and 
now they are in the dark. They can’t 
even see their gauges. 

Think about being out there flying 
helicopters on a military mission, and 
it is dark. You may be in rough weath-
er, and you can’t see your gauges. Ob-
viously, that doesn’t get the job done. 

That is not something that is accept-
able for our men and women in uni-
form. 

The Air Force acknowledges this, and 
they are working on getting an up-
graded helicopter. To their credit, the 
Air Force wanted to move this as fast 
as possible, but under the plan DOD 
had approved, it would take 5 years be-
fore we would get new helicopters. 

Think about the situation I just de-
scribed. Here are these air men and 
women flying in this makeshift condi-
tion, in a situation where the Air Force 
has acknowledged that this equipment 
does not meet the mission require-
ments—does not meet the mission re-
quirements. That is why we have to ac-
celerate this timeline, and that is what 
this amendment does. 

Specifically, my amendment in-
structs the Air Force to get Black 
Hawk helicopters on contract by 2018, 
which accelerates the Air Force’s cur-
rent procurement plan by approxi-
mately 2 years. It would enable them 
to acquire Black Hawk helicopters 
under the Army contract. The Army is 
already buying these helicopters. It has 
been fully bid. They have been doing it 
for some period of time. It would allow 
the Air Force to piggyback on it and 
buy the Black Hawk helicopters they 
need. It saves millions of dollars, I 
think somewhere between $80 and $120 
million. This is commonsense stuff. I 
think it is a win all the way around. 

This provision is coauthored by Sen-
ator JON TESTER, Democrat of Mon-
tana. Obviously, he is well aware of the 
problem, too, because they face the 
same difficulty across our border in 
Montana. It is cosponsored by the 
other members of the Senate’s ICBM 
coalition. It is bipartisan. We have a 
number of Senators on board sup-
porting it. 

Also, it is a companion bill to the 
amendment that Senator TESTER and I 
included in the fiscal year 2017 Defense 
appropriations bill. We have already 
put $75 million in the Defense appro-
priations bill to start the acquisition. 
The dollars are there; this is the au-
thorization that goes with the dollars. 
We worked very hard on this. We set it 
up the right way, and it is something 
we need to do. 

The second amendment I introduced 
will help to meet the challenge of 
training enough pilots to fly RPAs, or 
remotely piloted aircraft—unmanned 
aircraft. I don’t know that there is any 
mission in the Air Force or perhaps the 
whole DOD that is more in demand 
right now than RPAs, unmanned air-
craft. All over the world, we are using 
this amazing tool—Global Hawk, Pred-
ator—and it is in tremendous demand 
right now. That also creates a tremen-
dous demand for pilot training. 

Chairman MCCAIN and Ranking Mem-
ber REED included language in the base 
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bill that requires the Air Force to 
make the transition to using enlisted 
pilots to fly RPAs, so we would have 
both officers and enlisted pilots able to 
fly RPAs. It is needed because of the 
incredible demand for pilots, which re-
sults from the incredible demand for 
this mission. 

I want to make sure that if the Air 
Force is going to make this transition, 
it can guarantee that pilots in the Air 
Guard, who use separate personnel sys-
tems and different training schedules, 
are able to receive training at a rate 
that is commensurate with their Ac-
tive-Duty counterparts. Obviously, we 
rely heavily on the Air Guard, and they 
need to have the necessary access to 
training. This amendment directs that 
the Air Force is able to use contractor 
services to ensure that there is enough 
training capacity to train Air National 
Guard pilots to fly RPAs in order to 
keep pace with Active-Duty pilot train-
ing. 

We know that the Air Force has had 
difficulty training RPA pilots fast 
enough to meet operational demands. 
One way to correct that deficiency is 
to use the private sector to augment 
the training the Air Force provides di-
rectly. 

In North Dakota, General Atomics— 
the manufacturer of the Predator and 
the Reaper—is building a training 
academy to train pilots. It is at the 
Grand Forks Air Force Base. It is in a 
technology park on the Grand Forks 
Air Force Base. They are going to train 
pilots for their foreign military sales. 
So for aircraft that has been purchased 
by our military allies—France, Eng-
land, Italy, Netherlands, I think maybe 
Australia—there are a litany of our al-
lies who are now using RPAs, and Gen-
eral Atomics will conduct that training 
at Grand Forks Air Force Base. There 
is no reason our own Air Force can’t le-
verage that incredible resource as well 
or resources like it at other locations. 
Clearly, it is something we need to help 
leverage our pilot training. 

With that, I will wrap up. Again, I 
want to emphasize the importance of 
this and the National Defense Author-
ization Act. I thank both the chairman 
and the ranking member for their 
work. 

I encourage all of my colleagues to 
join together in a bipartisan way and 
pass this important legislation for our 
men and women in uniform. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

TILLIS). The Senator from South Caro-
lina. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. President, to be 
recognized to speak in support of the 
McCain amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4229 
Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. President, to 

Members of the body on both sides of 
the aisle, I appreciate the effort to 
produce a bipartisan national defense 
authorization bill. I think our com-
mittee did a good job in coming up 

with a bipartisan bill, but as a body 
and as a country we haven’t done 
enough and this is a chance to rectify 
what I think is an incredibly big prob-
lem. 

We are at war—at least I think we 
are. We have been at war for the last 15 
years. I cannot tell you how hard it has 
been on the all-voluntary force. I was 
in the Air Force for 33 years. I retired 
last year. I had the pleasure of meeting 
a lot of men and women in uniform in 
Iraq and Afghanistan. I think I have 
been to Iraq and Afghanistan 37 times 
in the last decade. I have seen incred-
ible sacrifice by those who serve our 
Nation to defend us against another 9/ 
11 and what their families have gone 
through. 

As a nation and a Congress, what 
have we done to those who have been 
fighting this war? We are on track to 
have the smallest Army since 1940. Se-
questration—across-the-board budget 
cuts that have taken almost $1 trillion 
out of the defense budget—is insanity 
and nobody seems to give a damn about 
fixing it. None of us have to go and fly 
in planes that are about to fall out of 
the sky. None of us are commanders of 
troops and having to use duct tape to 
get through the day. None of us have to 
worry about going over and over and 
over to the war zone because the war is 
getting worse, not better. 

It looks like all of us should listen to 
our commanders who have said with 
one voice that the readiness of the U.S. 
military is in an emergency situation. 
The ability to give the flying hours our 
pilots need can’t be done because of 
budget constraints. It looks like we 
would want to listen to the Chief of 
Staff of the Army, Air Force, Navy, 
and the Commandant of the Marine 
Corps who are telling us that seques-
tration has taken a toll on the ability 
to defend this Nation. 

We have had some patchwork solu-
tions. We put some money back, but we 
are due to go back into sequestration 
next year. The amount of money we 
put back in the Ryan-Murray com-
promise was much appreciated, and 
Senator MCCAIN is trying to put an $18 
billion infusion into the military to 
meet their unfunded needs that would 
plus-up the Army by 15,000 and would 
plus-up the Marine Corps and the Na-
tional Guard and would give more 
money for operation and maintenance. 

The problem that seems lost on this 
Congress is that training hours have to 
give way to operational needs in the-
ater. Let me give one small example. 
There is a Marine Corps readiness rapid 
response force in Spain that is sta-
tioned in Spain to deal with Benghazi- 
type events throughout Africa. They 
have to fly—in case something went 
bad—thousands of miles. They have 12 
aircraft, B–22s, and 2 teams. The Com-
mandant of the Marine Corps is having 
to take six of these aircraft away from 
Spain to bring them back to the United 
States because we don’t have enough 
airplanes to train the B–22 pilots. That 
means there is a hole in our ability to 

protect our citizens and diplomats in 
Africa. 

I cannot tell you the damage that se-
questration has done to our military, 
and we seem unmoved by all of this. I 
cannot believe that the body is not re-
sponding more aggressively to the 
needs of our military, given the threats 
we are facing. How much more infor-
mation do we need from our com-
manders to believe this is an emer-
gency? 

I say to my Democratic colleagues, I 
know sequestration is hurting on the 
nondefense side, but all spending is not 
equal. I stand ready with you to find a 
way to buy back sequestration and pay 
for it by having some revenue come 
from closing loopholes and deductions 
like the supercommittee envisioned by 
using some revenue and some entitle-
ment reform to buy back what is left 
on sequestration. I am not asking that 
you just spend money on defense and 
ignore the rest of the problems associ-
ated with sequestration. 

I have sat done on two separate occa-
sions with Members on the other side 
to try to find ways to buy back seques-
tration so we could actually achieve 
the savings, and we have been able to 
not do a whole lot. Ryan and Murray 
came up with a fix that provided some 
relief that expires at the end of the 
year. 

The bottom line is this. The McCain 
amendment is making the argument 
that the $18 billion in this amendment 
has to be spent based on an emergency. 

Here is the question: Is there an 
emergency when it comes to the oper-
ational needs of this country on the de-
fense side? Have we put our troops in a 
spot where we are risking their lives 
and their ability to prosecute the war 
because we have gone too far with de-
fense cuts? I think we have, but if you 
don’t believe me, you should listen to 
our commanders and hopefully I can 
read some of their quotes. 

With this $18 billion infusion, we are 
able to increase the size of the Army, 
and if you are in the Army, you could 
use a little help right about now. You 
have been busting your ass for the last 
15 years, going back and forth, back 
and forth, and the way we reward your 
service is to decrease the size of the 
Army. 

I just got back from Asia, and every-
body in Asia is wondering: What the 
heck is America doing? We are going to 
have the smallest Navy since 1915. We 
are going to pivot to Asia with what? 
Under sequestration our ability to 
modernize the Navy has been lost. 
They don’t have the money to build the 
new ships that we need to fight the 
wars of the future and contain a 
threatening China because they are in 
a war now. They are robbing Peter to 
pay Paul. It looks like we would want 
to help the Marines. If you are a ma-
rine, boy, have you been on the tip of 
the spear. 

This amendment would allow us to 
have 3,000 more marines. What does 
that mean? It means we will have 3,000 
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more people to help prosecute the war 
and take a little burden off the Marine 
Corps, which has been absolutely worn 
out. Seventy percent of the F–18s in 
the Marine Corps have problems flying. 
We are cannibalizing planes to keep 
other planes in the air. 

To those who say we need to reform 
the Pentagon, you are right. Not only 
do we need to, we have. Fifty percent 
of the Department of Defense budget is 
personnel costs. Last year we reformed 
retirement. At 20 years, you are not 
going to get half of your base pay. You 
will get 40 percent in the future. That 
will save money. We are going to allow 
a Thrift Savings Plan for those who 
want to contribute 5 percent of their 
pay and we will match 5 percent, but 
they can’t get the money until they 
are 59 or 60. That will be money for the 
servicemembers, but it comes later. 

We are going to ask our retirees to 
pay a little bit more for the military 
health care system because we haven’t 
had a premium adjustment of any con-
sequence since 1995. We are going to go 
to fixed-price contracts to deal with 
the abuse of cost-plus contracts to save 
money. We are trying to reduce the 
number of general officers because 
they have exploded. 

We are doing a lot of things to make 
the Pentagon operate better, but at the 
end of the day, you need people to de-
fend this country. When sequestration 
kicks back in, we are going to go from 
475,000 to 420,000. 

What I am asking for is a bipartisan 
effort to stop the bleeding, to take the 
request for the military that is un-
funded and desperately needed and give 
them a little bit of hope. We need to let 
them know Congress is listening to 
their problem because we are not. We 
are ignoring the problems of our mili-
tary because if we were really serious 
about helping them, we would pass this 
by a voice vote, but, no, we can’t in-
crease defense spending by $18 billion 
to increase the size of the Army, Ma-
rine Corps, and the National Guard, to 
give more flight time to our pilots, 
more money to maintain the equip-
ment and increase the size of the Na-
tional Guard, which has really suffered 
during the last 15 years, and to buy 
more airplanes. The bottom line is, we 
can’t do all of that because we have to 
increase nondefense spending. 

To my Democratic colleagues, if you 
don’t think there is an emergency in 
the military, then you haven’t been lis-
tening. To those Republicans who be-
lieve the appropriations bill has ade-
quately funded the needs of the mili-
tary, you haven’t been listening. Well, 
I have been listening. Washington is 
broken in many ways. I enjoy being a 
Member of the Senate, and I respect 
my colleagues, even though we dis-
agree, but this one I can’t understand. 
I can’t understand this. I can under-
stand ideology, I can understand the 
differences between pro-life, pro- 
choice, guns, revenue, and taxes. I can 
understand conservatism, liberalism, 
libertarianism. I can understand that 

in a great country we have differences, 
but this I can’t understand. 

I can’t understand why any of us 
would let this happen to our military. 
Whether you are a Libertarian, vege-
tarian, Republican, or Democrat, you 
need these men and women defending 
you so you can argue among your-
selves. We can argue until the cows 
come home about how America should 
be, and it is a privilege to have this de-
bate. While we are arguing among our-
selves about how to make America 
great again or to become one, stronger 
together, or whatever damn phrase is 
out there, the people who are giving us 
the privilege to argue are being worn 
out and underfunded. 

Let me tell you the consequence of 
this. At a time the enemy is growing in 
capability to attack this country, we 
are gutting our ability to defend this 
country. A perfect storm is brewing. 
We have an America in retreat and in 
decline all over the world. We have a 
Presidential contest that is absolutely 
crazy. The Republican nominee, when 
he talks about foreign policy, it is com-
plete gibberish. 

The Democratic nominee seems to be 
afraid to articulate how to change 
things. What is she going to do dif-
ferently? Where is she on sequestra-
tion? 

Secretary Clinton, do you think now 
is the time to spend more on our mili-
tary because we are in an emergency 
situation? Tell me why I am wrong. 
Tell me why you don’t believe all of 
the things said by those in leadership. 

I am dumbfounded that this is hard 
given the state of readiness of our mili-
tary. I am dumbfounded that we can’t 
improve military readiness without in-
creasing spending for food safety mod-
ernization. I am sure there is probably 
something legitimate there, but the 
Food Safety Modernization Act is not 
going to stop ISIL from coming here. 

There is $1.9 billion for water infra-
structure. I am sure it is legitimate, 
but all I can say is that whatever prob-
lems we have with water, they pale in 
comparison to the problems we have 
with terrorism. 

Who are we as a body, who are we as 
a people if we can’t see this being an 
emergency? If you are not listening 
and you have shut your mind and eyes 
to what is going on, then shame on 
you. 

This is the low point to me; that we 
cannot as a body agree that our men 
and women in the military are in a bad 
spot and they need our help yesterday. 
So vote the way you are going to vote, 
but don’t tell me that the Appropria-
tions Committee, of which I am a 
member, has fixed the problem because 
we haven’t. We did appropriate more 
money, and I appreciate it, but the $18 
billion on this list is not addressed by 
the Appropriations Committee’s effort 
to do more, and don’t tell me this is 
not an emergency because I don’t be-
lieve it. Don’t hold the men and women 
hostage from getting the money they 
desperately need to defend us all be-

cause you want more money some-
where else. 

Whatever differences we have, what-
ever hopes and dreams we have as indi-
viduals or collectively as Americans 
are at risk because the people we are 
fighting would kill every one of us if 
they could. They could care less if you 
are a Republican or Democrat, liberal 
or conservative. They want to hurt us, 
and they want to hurt us badly, and 
the only way to keep them from hurt-
ing us is for some of us to go over there 
in partnership with others over there 
to keep the fight from coming back 
over here. 

It looks like all of us can agree on 
giving the people going over there the 
best chance they can to survive the 
fight, come back home and protect us 
all, but apparently we can’t get there. 
Shame on us. Shame on us all. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT 
AGREEMENT—H.R. 2577 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that at 7:30 p.m. 
this evening, the Chair lay before the 
Senate the House message accom-
panying H.R. 2577; that Senator 
MCCONNELL or his designee be recog-
nized to make a motion that the Sen-
ate disagree to the amendment of the 
House, agree to the request by the 
House for a conference, and authorize 
the Presiding Officer to appoint con-
ferees; further, that Senator MCCON-
NELL or his designee be recognized to 
offer a motion to invoke cloture on the 
motion to go to conference and that 
once a cloture motion is offered, all 
time be yielded back and the Senate 
vote on the motion to invoke cloture 
on the motion to go to conference; fur-
ther, that if the motion to go to con-
ference is agreed to, that Senator NEL-
SON or his designee be recognized to 
offer a motion to instruct conferees 
and Senator SULLIVAN or his designee 
be recognized to offer a motion to in-
struct conferees and that the Senate 
vote with no intervening action or de-
bate on the motions to instruct con-
ferees in the order listed and that both 
motions require 60 affirmative votes 
for adoption; finally, that there be no 
further motions to instruct in order 
and that there be 4 minutes, equally di-
vided, prior to each vote on the mo-
tions to instruct. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I am 
grateful you will not make me repeat 
that. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S3633 June 8, 2016 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

TRANSPORTATION, HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT, AND RE-
LATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TIONS ACT, 2017 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the Chair lays be-
fore the Senate a message from the 
House of Representatives. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the House insist upon its 

amendment to the Senate amendment to the 
bill (H.R. 2577) entitled ‘‘An Act making ap-
propriations for the Departments of Trans-
portation, and Housing and Urban Develop-
ment, and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2016, and for other pur-
poses,’’ and ask a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

COMPOUND MOTION 
Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 

move that the Senate disagree to the 
amendment of the House, agree to the 
request by the House for a conference, 
and authorize the Presiding Officer to 
appoint conferees. 

CLOTURE MOTION 
Mr. President, I send a cloture mo-

tion to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-

ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the mo-
tion to disagree to the House amendment, 
agree to the request from the House for a 
conference, and authorize the Presiding Offi-
cer to appoint conferees with respect to H.R. 
2577, an act making appropriations for the 
Departments of Transportation, and Housing 
and Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2016, and for other purposes. 

John McCain, John Cornyn, Marco 
Rubio, Deb Fischer, Rob Portman, 
Roger F. Wicker, Richard Burr, Joni 
Ernst, David Vitter, James M. Inhofe, 
Dean Heller, Pat Roberts, Lamar Alex-
ander, Ron Johnson, Tom Cotton, 
Thom Tillis, Mitch McConnell. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. I ask unanimous 
consent that the mandatory quorum 
call be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Under the previous order, all time is 

yielded back. 
CLOTURE MOTION 

Pursuant to rule XXII, the Chair lays 
before the Senate the pending cloture 
motion, which the clerk will state. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 

Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the mo-
tion to disagree to the House amendment, 
agree to the request from the House for a 
conference, and authorize the Presiding Offi-
cer to appoint conferees with respect to H.R. 
2577, an act making appropriations for the 
Departments of Transportation, and Housing 
and Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2016, and for other purposes. 

John McCain, John Cornyn, Marco 
Rubio, Deb Fischer, Rob Portman, 
Roger F. Wicker, Richard Burr, Joni 
Ernst, David Vitter, James M. Inhofe, 
Dean Heller, Pat Roberts, Lamar Alex-
ander, Ron Johnson, Tom Cotton, 
Thom Tillis, Mitch McConnell. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the motion to 
disagree to the House amendment to 
the Senate amendment, agree to the 
request by the House for a conference, 
and authorize the Presiding Officer to 
appoint conferees with respect to H.R. 
2577, an act making appropriations for 
the Departments of Transportation, 
and Housing and Urban Development, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2016, and for 
other purposes, shall be brought to a 
close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 

is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. TOOMEY). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
TOOMEY) would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Maryland (Ms. MIKUL-
SKI), the Senator from Nevada (Mr. 
REID), the Senator from Vermont (Mr. 
SANDERS), and the Senator from Vir-
ginia (Mr. WARNER) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 93, 
nays 2, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 92 Leg.] 

YEAS—93 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Baldwin 
Barrasso 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Booker 
Boozman 
Boxer 
Brown 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cassidy 
Coats 
Cochran 
Collins 
Coons 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cotton 

Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Feinstein 
Fischer 
Flake 
Franken 
Gardner 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kaine 

King 
Kirk 
Klobuchar 
Lankford 
Leahy 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCain 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Nelson 
Perdue 
Peters 
Portman 
Reed 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Rubio 

Sasse 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott 
Sessions 
Shaheen 

Shelby 
Stabenow 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Thune 
Tillis 

Udall 
Vitter 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 

NAYS—2 

Lee Paul 

NOT VOTING—5 

Mikulski 
Reid 

Sanders 
Toomey 

Warner 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 93, the nays are 2. 

Three-fifths of the Senators duly cho-
sen and sworn having voted in the af-
firmative, the motion is agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question occurs on agreeing to the 
compound motion to go to conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Florida. 
MOTION TO INSTRUCT 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I have a 
motion to instruct conferees at the 
desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
The Senator from Florida [Mr. NELSON] 

moves that the managers on the part of the 
Senate at the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the Senate 
amendment to the bill H.R. 2577 be in-
structed to reject proposals that would re-
scind existing Ebola emergency funds pro-
vided by the Consolidated and Further Con-
tinuing Appropriations Act, 2015 (Public Law 
113–235), and designated by Congress as an 
emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, as 
such funds support Ebola preparedness and 
response efforts which are critical to pre-
venting, detecting, and responding to poten-
tial future Ebola outbreaks, and to insist 
that the final conference report include 
$510,000,000 to reimburse Ebola accounts, as 
provided for in the Consolidated and Further 
Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015 (Public 
Law 113–235) and designated by Congress as 
an emergency requirement pursuant to sec-
tion 251(b)(2)(A) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, for 
obligations incurred for Zika virus response, 
as such emergency Ebola funds support crit-
ical initiatives to prevent Ebola outbreaks, 
such as country operations and public health 
infrastructure in Liberia, Sierra Leone, and 
Guinea, public health research on infection 
control, including detection of person to per-
son transmission of Ebola, and advanced re-
search and development of new Ebola vac-
cines and therapeutics. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will be 4 min-
utes of debate, equally divided. 

The Senator from Florida. 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, this is a 

motion to instruct the conferees that 
whatever is decided in the conference 
to fund the Zika crisis, the money 
would not be taken out of the Ebola 
fund and that the money that has been 
borrowed from the Ebola fund would be 
replenished. 

Remember that since the Ebola out-
break was contained 1 year ago, there 
have been seven more clusters of out-
breaks since that time, and the CDC 
still employs 80 employees working on 
Ebola. With the last recent Ebola case 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES3634 June 8, 2016 
in Guinea, the CDC has had to vac-
cinate 1,700 people and then go out and 
do the infection control over there in 
West Africa in 50 health centers and 
make 20,000 connections to try to en-
sure that it does not spread, which of 
course is the source of how Ebola gets 
to the United States. 

So this motion is simply to say: Let’s 
not take the Zika crisis funds out of 
Ebola and replenish what has already 
been taken out. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Missouri. 
Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, we did 

just vote to go to conference. I would 
like to see the conference be able to 
deal with this issue. 

In the Ebola funds, there is still $1.2 
billion left in the Ebola funds. There is 
still $1.2 billion left in the Ebola fund. 
This is $510 million that was to be used 
for things like reimbursing hospitals 
that would have an influx of Ebola pa-
tients in this country, which never 
happened, and other issues. 

The administration has said they do 
not need this $510 million for Ebola. 
They clearly would like to use it for 
other purposes, and in fact have used 
$510 million for other purposes. 

I would urge a ‘‘no’’ vote. 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, do I 

have any time left? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Twenty- 

nine seconds. 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I would 

say to my friend from Missouri simply 
that the administration does not say 
that they don’t need this. As a matter 
of fact, in their $1.9 billion request, 
they have asked for the replenishment 
of this, and the statements that I just 
made were made by Dr. Frieden and Dr. 
Fauci as early as this morning. 

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, do I have 
any time left? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator has 1 minute. 

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, in the 
$1.9 billion request, they would not 
have asked for this money because 
they were asking for $1.9 billion of new 
money, some justified and some not. 

I believe we worked hard to get a 
good start here. This can clearly be an 
open item in the conference, but I don’t 
think it should be a directed item in 
the conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

Mr. DURBIN. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 

is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. TOOMEY). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
TOOMEY) would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Maryland (Ms. MIKUL-
SKI), the Senator from Nevada (Mr. 
REID), the Senator from Vermont (Mr. 
SANDERS), and the Senator from Vir-

ginia (Mr. WARNER) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
DAINES). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 46, 
nays 49, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 93 Leg.] 
YEAS—46 

Ayotte 
Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Boxer 
Brown 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coons 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Feinstein 

Franken 
Gillibrand 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Hirono 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 

Nelson 
Peters 
Portman 
Reed 
Rubio 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—49 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Coats 
Cochran 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Enzi 
Ernst 

Fischer 
Flake 
Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kirk 
Lankford 
Lee 
McCain 
McConnell 
Moran 

Murkowski 
Paul 
Perdue 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Sasse 
Scott 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Vitter 
Wicker 

NOT VOTING—5 

Mikulski 
Reid 

Sanders 
Toomey 

Warner 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order requiring 60 votes 
for the adoption of this motion, the 
motion is rejected. 

The Senator from Alaska. 
MOTION TO INSTRUCT 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I 
have a motion to instruct conferees at 
the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

The Senator from Alaska [Mr. SULLIVAN] 
moves that the managers on the part of the 
Senate at the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the Senate 
amendment to the bill H.R. 2577 be in-
structed to insist upon the inclusion of the 
provisions contained in Senate amendment 
4065 (relating to the reconstruction of cer-
tain bridges). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska is recognized. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, this 
instruction relates to an earlier 
amendment I had, No. 4065. It is a sim-
ple amendment that would allow 
States and communities throughout 
our Nation to expedite the permitting 
process and construction of their 
bridges that pose safety concerns for 
their citizens. This would only apply to 
bridges that are built in the same 
place—they are not expanding 
bridges—same size, and bridges they 
are replacing. It is essentially mainte-
nance on bridges. If State environ-
mental agencies determine that Fed-
eral permitting requirements should be 

waived, then they are allowed to do 
this to expedite the permitting of the 
bridge. 

Let me explain why this is impor-
tant. Right now in America, there are 
61,000 structurally deficient bridges in 
need of repair. Yet when we try to re-
pair these bridges, it takes 5 years to 6 
years just to get the Federal permit-
ting requirements. This amendment— 
these instructions would allow this 
process to move much more quickly. It 
will be important for the safety of our 
citizens, to put Americans back to 
work, and to grow our economy. It is a 
commonsense instruction. 

I know my colleagues on both sides 
of the aisle are focused on permitting 
reform. This is something very simple 
that we can do that will benefit all of 
our States and all of our citizens. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, I have 
laryngitis, which is the dream of my 
friends on the other side of the aisle, 
but I want to say that the Sullivan 
amendment is dangerous and it is un-
necessary. It is the last thing we 
should do given the lessons we have 
learned in Flint, MI, because what the 
Sullivan amendment says is that you 
can be exempted from nine Federal 
health and safety laws when you re-
build the bridge. For example, it would 
allow the dumping of oil, toxic mate-
rials that could include lead, construc-
tion debris, and that all will go in the 
water—water we swim in, water we fish 
in, water we drink. After Flint, how 
could we do this? 

This is not a problem. If you ask Sen-
ator KLOBUCHAR—I just talked to her— 
and Senator FRANKEN, they rebuilt 
their bridge in a year because there is 
already expedited language in all of the 
laws on which we worked together. 

So please reject this. It is dangerous, 
it is unnecessary, and it certainly is 
unrelated to the underlying bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska has 15 seconds. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. I yield to my col-
league from Maine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Maine. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, in 15 sec-
onds I yield to no one here in my com-
mitment to the environment, but I also 
have a commitment to common sense. 
We are talking about bridges, not ex-
panding—same size, same dimensions, 
and same location. If that were it, I 
would oppose this amendment; how-
ever, this amendment has a safety 
valve that the construction, recon-
struction, or maintenance of the bridge 
must pass muster with the State-level 
permitting and environmental protec-
tion authority. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time 
of the Senator has expired. 

Mr. KING. I understand. I think we 
should support it. Thank you. 

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, do I 
have any time remaining? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator has 55 seconds. 

Mrs. BOXER. Wow. In the beginning, 
God created. 

I just want to say to my friend Sen-
ator KING, just ask the people of Flint, 
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MI, how happy they were that the 
State took over the health and safety 
rules. Their kids are suffering from 
lead poisoning. Sometimes you are 
talking about bridges that are 100 
years old. They contain toxic mate-
rials. Again, this is not necessary. We 
haven’t got a problem because we have 
taken care of expedited procedures. My 
arm was twisted on it in the FAST Act. 
So let’s reject this because we want to 
protect the health and safety of the 
people we represent. 

I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on agreeing to the motion. 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 

for the yeas and nays. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 

sufficient second? 
There appears to be a sufficient sec-

ond. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 

are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. TOOMEY) and 
the Senator from South Carolina (Mr. 
GRAHAM). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
TOOMEY) would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Maryland (Ms. MIKUL-
SKI), the Senator from Nevada (Mr. 
REID), the Senator from Vermont (Mr. 
SANDERS), and the Senator from Vir-
ginia (Mr. WARNER) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 56, 
nays 38, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 94 Leg.] 
YEAS—56 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Coats 
Cochran 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Donnelly 
Enzi 

Ernst 
Fischer 
Flake 
Gardner 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
King 
Kirk 
Lankford 
Lee 
Manchin 
McCain 
McConnell 

Moran 
Murkowski 
Paul 
Perdue 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Vitter 
Wicker 

NAYS—38 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Boxer 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coons 
Durbin 
Feinstein 

Franken 
Gillibrand 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Markey 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 

Nelson 
Peters 
Reed 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—6 

Graham 
Mikulski 

Reid 
Sanders 

Toomey 
Warner 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order requiring 60 votes 

for the adoption of this motion, the 
motion is rejected. 

The Presiding Officer appointed Ms. 
COLLINS, Mr. KIRK, Mr. MCCONNELL, 
Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. BOOZ-
MAN, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. 
BLUNT, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. TESTER, Mrs. 
MURRAY, Mr. REED, Mr. UDALL, Mr. 
SCHATZ, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. MURPHY, Ms. 
MIKULSKI, and Mr. LEAHY conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

f 

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 
2017—Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader is recognized. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
send a cloture motion to the desk for 
S. 2943. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on Calendar 
No. 469, S. 2943, a bill to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2017 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

John McCain, John Cornyn, Orrin G. 
Hatch, Tom Cotton, Kelly Ayotte, Deb 
Fischer, Mike Rounds, Lindsey Gra-
ham, John Barrasso, Roger F. Wicker, 
Joni Ernst, Thom Tillis, Daniel Coats, 
Chuck Grassley, John Thune, Steve 
Daines, Mitch McConnell. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the man-
datory quorum call with respect to the 
cloture motion be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

50TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
NEVADA JUSTICE ASSOCIATION 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, today I 
wish to recognize the 50th anniversary 
of the Nevada Justice Association. 
Since 1966, the Nevada Justice Associa-
tion has been a fierce advocate for jus-
tice and worked to fulfill the ideals en-
shrined in our Nation’s justice system. 

The Nevada Justice Association is a 
nonprofit, professional organization of 
lawyers, united over their goal of im-
proving the justice system. In addition 
to keeping members and other lawyers 

informed about Nevada’s legal system, 
the Nevada Justice Association seeks 
‘‘to educate the public regarding their 
individual rights and responsibilities 
as citizens.’’ The Nevada Justice Asso-
ciation also operates student chapters 
to help develop the next generation of 
lawyers and prepare them to defend Ne-
vadans’ access to justice in the future. 
In their effort to educate the public, 
the Nevada Justice Association’s ac-
tivities range from debunking legal 
myths to televising lecture series that 
explain important aspects of the law 
that people who do not have a legal 
background can understand. The Ne-
vada Justice Association’s outreach 
and education programs also encourage 
citizens to play an active role in the 
lawmaking process and participate in 
civil society. 

For 50 years, the Nevada Justice As-
sociation has made tremendous ad-
vances in educating everyday Nevadans 
about their legal rights. Their commit-
ment to ensuring that people have 
equal and lasting access to the justice 
system has helped Nevadans enjoy the 
protections our system of government 
has to offer. I commend the Nevada 
Justice Association for their hard work 
in educating the public on their rights 
and protecting people’s access to jus-
tice. 

f 

BUDGET SCOREKEEPING REPORT 
Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I wish to 

submit to the Senate the budget 
scorekeeping report for June 2016. The 
report compares current law levels of 
spending and revenues with the 
amounts the Senate agreed to in the 
budget resolution for fiscal year 2016, 
the conference report to accompany S. 
Con. Res. 11, and the Bipartisan Budget 
Act of 2015, P.L. 114–74, BBA 15. This in-
formation is necessary for the Senate 
Budget Committee to determine 
whether budget points of order lie 
against pending legislation. It has been 
prepared by the Republican staff of the 
Senate Budget Committee and the Con-
gressional Budget Office, CBO, pursu-
ant to section 308(b) of the Congres-
sional Budget Act. 

This is the fifth report that I have 
made this calendar year. It is the sec-
ond report since I filed the statutorily- 
required fiscal year 2017 enforceable 
budget limits on April 18, 2016, pursu-
ant to section 102 of BBA 15, and the 
ninth report I have made since adop-
tion of the fiscal year 2016 budget reso-
lution on May 5, 2015. My last filing 
can be found in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD on May 11, 2016. The informa-
tion contained in this report is current 
through June 6, 2016. 

Tables 1–7 of this report, which are 
prepared by my staff on the Budget 
Committee, remain unchanged from 
the May report. 

In addition to the tables provided by 
the Senate Budget Committee Repub-
lican staff, I am submitting additional 
tables from CBO that I will use for en-
forcement of budget totals agreed to by 
the Congress. 
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Because legislation can still be en-

acted that would have an effect on fis-
cal year 2016, CBO provided a report for 
both fiscal year 2016 and fiscal year 
2017. This information is used to en-
force aggregate spending levels in 
budget resolutions under section 311 of 
the CBA. CBO’s estimates show that 
current law levels of spending for fiscal 
year 2016 exceed the amounts in last 
year’s budget resolution by $138.9 bil-
lion in budget authority and $103.6 bil-
lion in outlays. Revenues are $155.2 bil-
lion below the revenue floor for fiscal 
year 2016 set by the budget resolution. 
As well, Social Security outlays are at 
the levels assumed for fiscal year 2016, 
while Social Security revenues are $23 
million below levels in the budget. 

For fiscal year 2017, CBO estimates 
that current law levels are below the 
fiscal year 2017 enforcement filing’s al-
lowable budget authority and outlay 
aggregates by $974.3 billion and $592.4 
billion, respectively. The allowable 
spending room will be reduced as ap-
propriations bills for fiscal year 2017 
are enacted. Revenues are at the level 
assumed for fiscal year 2017. Finally, 
Social Security outlays and revenues 
are at the levels assumed in the fiscal 
year 2017 enforcement filing. 

CBO’s report also provides informa-
tion needed to enforce the Senate’s 
pay-as-you-go rule. As part of the fiscal 
year 2017 enforcement filing, the Sen-
ate’s pay-as-you-go scorecard was reset 
to zero, which remains its current bal-
ance. The Senate’s pay-as-you-go rule 
is enforced by section 201 of S. Con. 
Res. 21, the fiscal year 2008 budget reso-
lution. 

New to this report are two additional 
tables that track the Senate’s budget 
enforcement activities. The first table, 
Enforcement Report of Legislation 
Post-S. Con. Res. 11, fiscal year 2016 
Congressional Budget Resolution, 
shows the 11 levels-based points of 
order that were raised after passage of 
the last budget resolution but before 
my April 18 filing. The largest budg-
etary violation during that period was 
the nonappropriations portion of H.R. 
2029, the Consolidated Appropriations 
Act of 2016. The final table of this fil-
ing, Enforcement Report of Legislation 
Post-Bipartisan Budget Act of 2015 En-
forcement Filing, shows the three 
points of order that have been raised 
since my April 18 enforcement filing. 
Two of those three points of order were 
raised against emergency designations 
in an appropriations bill. The first was 
raised against the emergency designa-
tion in Senator BLUNT’s amendment 
No. 3900, that provided $1.1 billion to 
address the Zika virus. This point of 
order was waived with 70 votes. The 
second was raised against the emer-
gency designation in Senator MCCAIN’s 
amendment No. 4039, that would in-
crease spending by $7.7 billion for the 
Veterans Choice Program. This point 
of order was waived with 84 votes. 

All years in the accompanying tables 
are fiscal years. 

I ask unanimous consent that the ac-
companying tables be printed in the 
RECORD. 

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

TABLE 1.—SENATE AUTHORIZING COMMITTEES—ENACTED 
DIRECT SPENDING ABOVE (+) OR BELOW (¥) BUDGET 
RESOLUTIONS 

[In millions of dollars] 

2016 2017 2017– 
2021 

2017– 
2026 

Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry 

Budget Authority ............ 0 0 0 0 
Outlays ........................... 0 0 0 0 

Armed Services 
Budget Authority ............ ¥66 0 0 0 
Outlays ........................... ¥50 0 0 0 

Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs 

Budget Authority ............ 0 0 0 0 
Outlays ........................... 0 0 0 0 

Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation 

Budget Authority ............ 130 0 0 0 
Outlays ........................... 0 0 0 0 

Energy and Natural Resources 
Budget Authority ............ 0 0 0 0 
Outlays ........................... 0 0 0 0 

Environment and Public Works 
Budget Authority ............ 2,880 0 0 0 
Outlays ........................... 252 0 0 0 

Finance 
Budget Authority ............ 365 0 0 0 
Outlays ........................... 365 0 0 0 

Foreign Relations 
Budget Authority ............ 0 0 0 0 
Outlays ........................... 0 0 0 0 

Homeland Security and Gov-
ernment Affairs 

Budget Authority ............ 0 0 0 0 
Outlays ........................... 0 0 0 0 

Judiciary 
Budget Authority ............ ¥3,358 0 0 0 
Outlays ........................... 1,713 0 0 0 

Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions 

Budget Authority ............ 0 0 0 0 
Outlays ........................... 0 0 0 0 

Rules and Administration 
Budget Authority ............ 0 0 0 0 
Outlays ........................... 0 0 0 0 

Intelligence 
Budget Authority ............ 0 0 0 0 
Outlays ........................... 0 0 0 0 

Veterans’ Affairs 
Budget Authority ............ ¥2 0 0 0 
Outlays ........................... 388 0 0 0 

Indian Affairs 
Budget Authority ............ 0 0 0 0 
Outlays ........................... 0 0 0 0 

Small Business 
Budget Authority ............ 0 0 0 0 
Outlays ........................... 1 0 0 0 

Total 
Budget Authority ... ¥51 0 0 0 
Outlays .................. 2,669 0 0 0 

TABLE 2.—SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE— 
ENACTED REGULAR DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS 1 

[Budget authority, in millions of dollars] 

2016 

Security 2 Nonsecurity 2 

Statutory Discretionary Limits .............. 548,091 518,491 

Amount Provided by Senate Appropriations Subcommittee 
Agriculture, Rural Development, and 

Related Agencies .............................. 0 21,750 
Commerce, Justice, Science, and Re-

lated Agencies .................................. 5,101 50,621 
Defense ................................................. 514,000 136 
Energy and Water Development ............ 18,860 18,325 
Financial Services and General Govern-

ment ................................................. 44 23,191 
Homeland Security ................................ 1,705 39,250 
Interior, Environment, and Related 

Agencies ........................................... 0 32,159 
Labor, Health and Human Services, 

Education and Related Agencies ..... 0 162,127 
Legislative Branch ................................ 0 4,363 
Military Construction and Veterans Af-

fairs, and Related Agencies ............. 8,171 71,698 
State Foreign Operations, and Related 

Programs .......................................... 0 37,780 
Transportation and Housing and Urban 

Development, and Related Agencies 210 57,091 

Current Level Total ............. 548,091 518,491 

TABLE 2.—SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE—EN-
ACTED REGULAR DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS 1— 
Continued 

[Budget authority, in millions of dollars] 

2016 

Security 2 Nonsecurity 2 

Total Enacted Above (+) or Below 
(¥) Statutory Limits .............. 0 0 

1 This table excludes spending pursuant to adjustments to the discre-
tionary spending limits. These adjustments are allowed for certain purposes 
in section 251(b)(2) of BBEDCA. 

2 Security spending is defined as spending in the National Defense budg-
et function (050) and nonsecurity spending is defined as all other spending. 

TABLE 3.—SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE— 
ENACTED REGULAR DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS 1 

[Budget authority, in millions of dollars] 

2017 

Security 2 Nonsecurity 2 

Statutory Discretionary Limits .............. 551,068 518,531 

Amount Provided by Senate Appropriations Subcommittee 

Agriculture, Rural Development, and 
Related Agencies .............................. 0 9 

Commerce, Justice, Science, and Re-
lated Agencies .................................. 0 0 

Defense ................................................. 45 0 
Energy and Water Development ............ 0 0 
Financial Services and General Govern-

ment ................................................. 0 0 
Homeland Security ................................ 0 9 
Interior, Environment, and Related 

Agencies ........................................... 0 0 
Labor, Health and Human Services, 

Education and Related Agencies ..... 0 24,690 
Legislative Branch ................................ 0 0 
Military Construction and Veterans Af-

fairs, and Related Agencies ............. 0 60,634 
State Foreign Operations, and Related 

Programs .......................................... 0 0 
Transportation and Housing and Urban 

Development, and Related Agencies 0 4,400 

Current Level Total ............. 45 89,742 
Total Enacted Above (+) or Below 

(¥) Statutory Limits .............. ¥551,023 ¥428,789 

1 This table excludes spending pursuant to adjustments to the discre-
tionary spending limits. These adjustments are allowed for certain purposes 
in section 251(b)(2) of BBEDCA. 

2 Security spending is defined as spending in the National Defense budg-
et function (050) and nonsecurity spending is defined as all other spending. 

TABLE 4.—SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE—EN-
ACTED OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS/GLOBAL 
WAR ON TERRORISM DISCRETIONARY APPROPRIATIONS 

[In millions of dollars] 

2016 

BA OT 

OCO/GWOT Allocation 1 .......................... 73,693 32,079 
Amount Provided by Senate Appropriations Subcommittee 

Agriculture, Rural Development, and 
Related Agencies .............................. 0 0 

Commerce, Justice, Science, and Re-
lated Agencies .................................. 0 0 

Defense ................................................. 58,638 27,354 
Energy and Water Development ............ 0 0 
Financial Services and General Govern-

ment ................................................. 0 0 
Homeland Security ................................ 160 128 
Interior, Environment, and Related 

Agencies ........................................... 0 0 
Labor, Health and Human Services, 

Education and Related Agencies ..... 0 0 
Legislative Branch ................................ 0 0 
Military Construction and Veterans Af-

fairs, and Related Agencies ............. 0 0 
State Foreign Operations, and Related 

Programs .......................................... 14,895 4,597 
Transportation and Housing and Urban 

Development, and Related Agencies 0 0 

Current Level Total ............. 73,693 32,079 
Total OCO/GWOT Spending vs. 

Budget Resolution ................... 0 0 

BA = Budget Authority; OT = Outlays 
1 This allocation may be adjusted by the Chairman of the Budget Com-

mittee to account for new information, pursuant to section 3102 of S. Con. 
Res. 11, the Concurrent Resolution of the Budget for Fiscal Year 2016. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 07:33 Jun 09, 2016 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00038 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G08JN6.061 S08JNPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
3G

LQ
08

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E
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TABLE 5.—SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE—EN-
ACTED CHANGES IN MANDATORY SPENDING PROGRAMS 
(CHIMPS) 

[Budget authority, millions of dollars] 

2016 

CHIMPS Limit for Fiscal Year 2016 ................................. 19,100 
Senate Appropriations Subcommittees 

Agriculture, Rural Development, and Related Agencies 600 
Commerce, Justice, Science, and Related Agencies ....... 9,458 
Defense ............................................................................ 0 
Energy and Water Development ....................................... 0 
Financial Services and General Government ................... 725 
Homeland Security ........................................................... 176 
Interior, Environment, and Related Agencies .................. 28 
Labor, Health and Human Services, Education and Re-

lated Agencies ............................................................. 6,799 
Legislative Branch ........................................................... 0 
Military Construction and Veterans Affairs, and Related 

Agencies ...................................................................... 0 
State Foreign Operations, and Related Programs ........... 0 
Transportation and Housing and Urban Development, 

and Related Agencies ................................................. 0 

Current Level Total ........................................ 17,786 
Total CHIMPS Above (+) or Below (¥) Budget 

Resolution ........................................................... ¥1,314 

TABLE 6.—SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE—EN-
ACTED CHANGES IN MANDATORY SPENDING PROGRAM 
(CHIMP) TO THE CRIME VICTIMS FUND 

[Budget authority, millions of dollars] 

2016 

Crime Victims Fund (CVF) CHIMP Limit for Fiscal Year 
2016 ............................................................................ 10,800 

Senate Appropriations Subcommittees 
Agriculture, Rural Development, and Related Agencies 0 
Commerce, Justice, Science, and Related Agencies ....... 9,000 
Defense ............................................................................ 0 
Energy and Water Development ....................................... 0 
Financial Services and General Government ................... 0 
Homeland Security ........................................................... 0 
Interior, Environment, and Related Agencies .................. 0 
Labor, Health and Human Services, Education and Re-

lated Agencies ............................................................. 0 
Legislative Branch ........................................................... 0 
Military Construction and Veterans Affairs, and Related 

Agencies ...................................................................... 0 
State Foreign Operations, and Related Programs ........... 0 

TABLE 6.—SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE—EN-
ACTED CHANGES IN MANDATORY SPENDING PROGRAM 
(CHIMP) TO THE CRIME VICTIMS FUND—Continued 

[Budget authority, millions of dollars] 

2016 

Transportation and Housing and Urban Development, 
and Related Agencies ................................................. 0 

Current Level Total ........................................ 9,000 
Total CVF CHIMP Above (+) or Below (¥) Budget 

Resolution ........................................................... ¥1,800 

TABLE 7.—SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE—EN-
ACTED CHANGES IN MANDATORY SPENDING PROGRAMS 
(CHIMPS) 

[Budget authority, millions of dollars] 

2017 

CHIMPS Limit for Fiscal Year 2017 ................................. 19,100 
Senate Appropriations Subcommittees 

Agriculture, Rural Development, and Related Agencies 0 
Commerce, Justice, Science, and Related Agencies ....... 0 
Defense ............................................................................ 0 
Energy and Water Development ....................................... 0 
Financial Services and General Government ................... 0 
Homeland Security ........................................................... 0 
Interior, Environment, and Related Agencies .................. 0 
Labor, Health and Human Services, Education and Re-

lated Agencies ............................................................. 0 
Legislative Branch ........................................................... 0 
Military Construction and Veterans Affairs, and Related 

Agencies ...................................................................... 0 
State Foreign Operations, and Related Programs ........... 0 
Transportation and Housing and Urban Development, 

and Related Agencies ................................................. 0 

Current Level Total ........................................ 0 
Total CHIMPS Above (+) or Below (¥) Budget 

Resolution ........................................................... ¥19,100 

U.S. CONGRESS, 
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE, 

Washington, DC, June 8, 2016. 
Hon. MIKE ENZI, 
Chairman, Committee on the Budget, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The enclosed report 
shows the effects of Congressional action on 

the fiscal year 2016 budget and is current 
through June 6, 2016. This report is sub-
mitted under section 308(b) and in aid of sec-
tion 311 of the Congressional Budget Act, as 
amended. 

The estimates of budget authority, out-
lays, and revenues are consistent with the 
technical and economic assumptions of S. 
Con. Res. 11, the Concurrent Resolution on 
the Budget for Fiscal Year 2016. 

Since our last letter dated May 11, 2016, the 
Congress has not cleared any legislation for 
the President’s signature that affects budget 
authority, outlays, or revenues. 

Sincerely, 
KEITH HALL, 

Director. 

Enclosure. 

TABLE 1.—SENATE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT FOR SPEND-
ING AND REVENUES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016, AS OF 
JUNE 6, 2016 

[In billions of dollars] 

Budget 
Resolution 

Current 
Level a 

Current 
Level 

Over/Under 
(¥) 

Resolution 

On-Budget 
Budget Authority ............. 3,069.8 3,208.7 138.9 
Outlays ............................ 3,091.2 3,194.9 103.6 
Revenues ......................... 2,676.0 2,520.7 ¥155.2 

Off-Budget 
Social Security Outlays b 777.1 777.1 0.0 
Social Security Revenues 794.0 794.0 0.0 

Source: Congressional Budget Office. 
a Excludes emergency funding that was not designated as an emergency 

requirement pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. 

b Excludes administrative expenses paid from the Federal Old-Age and 
Survivors Insurance Trust Fund and the Federal Disability Insurance Trust 
Fund of the Social Security Administration, which are off-budget, but are 
appropriated annually. 

TABLE 2.—SUPPORTING DETAIL FOR THE SENATE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT FOR ON-BUDGET SPENDING AND REVENUES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016, AS OF JUNE 6, 2016 
[In millions of dollars] 

Budget 
Authority Outlays Revenues 

Previously Enacted a 
Revenues ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. n.a. n.a. 2,676,733 
Permanents and other spending legislation .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 1,968,496 1,902,345 n.a. 
Appropriation legislation ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 500,825 n.a. 
Offsetting receipts .................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. ¥784,820 ¥784,879 n.a. 

Total, Previously Enacted ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 1,183,676 1,618,291 2,676,733 
Enacted Legislation: 

An act to extend the authorization to carry out the replacement of the existing medical center of the Department of Veterans Affairs in Denver, Colorado, to authorize transfers 
of amounts to carry out the replacement of such medical center, and for other purposes (P.L. 114–25) ................................................................................................................... 0 20 0 

Defending Public Safety Employees’ Retirement Act & Bipartisan Congressional Trade Priorities and Accountability Act of 2015 (P.L. 114–26) .......................................................... 0 0 5 
Trade Preferences Extension Act of 2015 (P.L. 114–27) ....................................................................................................................................................................................................... 445 175 ¥766 
Steve Gleason Act of 2015 (P.L. 114–40) ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 5 5 0 
Surface Transportation and Veterans Health Care Choice Improvement Act of 2015 (P.L. 114–41) b ............................................................................................................................... 0 0 99 
Continuing Appropriations Act, 2016 (P.L. 114–53) .............................................................................................................................................................................................................. 700 775 0 
Airport and Airway Extension Act of 2015 (P.L. 114–55) ..................................................................................................................................................................................................... 130 0 0 
Department of Veterans Affairs Expiring Authorities Act of 2015 (P.L. 114–58) ................................................................................................................................................................. ¥2 368 0 
Protecting Affordable Coverage for Employees Act (P.L. 114–60) ........................................................................................................................................................................................ 0 0 40 
Bipartisan Budget Act of 2015 (P.L. 114–74) ....................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 3,424 4,870 269 
Recovery Improvements for Small Entities After Disaster Act of 2015 (P.L. 114–88) ......................................................................................................................................................... 0 1 0 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2016 (P.L. 114–92) .............................................................................................................................................................................. ¥66 ¥5O 0 
Fixing America’s Surface Transportation Act (P.L. 114–94) ................................................................................................................................................................................................. 2,880 252 471 
Federal Perkins Loan Program Extension Act of 2015 (P.L. 114–105) ................................................................................................................................................................................. 269 269 0 
Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2016 (P.L. 114–113) b ...................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,008,016 1,563,177 ¥156,107 
Patient Access and Medicare Protection Act (P.L. 114–115) ................................................................................................................................................................................................ 32 32 0 
Trade Facilitation and Trade Enforcement Act of 2015 (P.L. 114–125) ............................................................................................................................................................................... 20 20 ¥7 

Total, Enacted Legislation ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 2,015,853 1,569,914 ¥155,996 
Entitlements and Mandatories: 

Budget resolution estimates of appropriated entitlements and other mandatory programs ............................................................................................................................................... 9,170 6,674 0 
Total Current Level c ...................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 3,208,699 3,194,879 2,520,737 
Total Senate Resolution d .............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 3,069,829 3,091,246 2,675,967 

Current Level Over Senate Resolution ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 138,870 103,633 n.a. 
Current Level Under Senate Resolution ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................... n.a. n.a. 155,230 

Source: Congressional Budget Office. 
Notes: n.a. = not applicable, P.L. = Public Law. 
a Includes the following acts that affect budget authority, outlays, or revenues, and were cleared by the Congress during this session, but before the adoption of S. Con. Res. 11, the Concurrent Resolution on the Budget for Fiscal Year 

2016: the Terrorism Risk Insurance Program Reauthorization Act of 2014 (P.L. 114–1); the Department of Homeland Security Appropriations Act, 2015 (P.L. 114–4), and the Medicare Access and CHIP Reauthorization Act of 2015 (P.L. 114– 
10). 

b Emergency funding that was not designated as an emergency requirement pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A) of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 shall not count for certain budgetary enforcement pur-
poses. These amounts, which are not included in the current level totals, are are follows: 

Budget 
Authority Outlays Revenues 

Surface Transportation and Veterans Health Care Choice Improvement Act of 2015 (P.L. 114–41) ........................................................................................................................................... 0 917 0 
Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2016 (P.L. 114–113) ................................................................................................................................................................................................................. ¥2 0 0 
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Budget 

Authority Outlays Revenues 

Total ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... ¥2 917 0 

c For purposes of enforcing section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act in the Senate, the resolution, as approved by the Senate, does not include budget authority, outlays, or revenues for off-budget amounts. As a result, current level 
does not include these items. 

d Periodically, the Senate Committee on the Budget revises the budgetary levels in S. Con. Res. 11, pursuant to various provisions of the resolution. The Initial Senate Resolution total below excludes $6,872 million in budget authority 
and $344 million in outlays assumed in S. Con. Res. 11 for disaster-related spending. The Revised Senate Resolution total below includes amounts for disaster-related spending: 

Budget 
Authority Outlays Revenues 

Initial Senate Resolution ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 3,032,343 3,091,098 2,676,733 
Revisions: 

Pursuant to section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 and section 4311 of S. Con. Res. 11 ............................................................................................................... 445 175 ¥766 
Pursuant to section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 and S. Con. Res. 11 ......................................................................................................................................... 700 700 0 
Pursuant to section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 and S. Con. Res. 11 ......................................................................................................................................... 0 1 0 
Pursuant to section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 and section 4313 of S. Con. Res. 11 ............................................................................................................... 269 269 0 
Pursuant to section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 and section 3404 of S. Con. Res. 11 ............................................................................................................... 36,072 ¥997 0 

Revised Senate Resolution .............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 3,069,829 3,091,246 2,675,967 

U.S. CONGRESS, 
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE, 

Washington, DC, June 8, 2016. 
Hon. MIKE ENZI, 
Chairman, Committee on the Budget, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The enclosed report 
shows the effects of Congressional action on 
the fiscal year 2017 budget and is current 
through June 6, 2016, This report is sub-

mitted under section 308(b) and in aid of sec-
tion 311 of the Congressional Budget Act, as 
amended. 

The estimates of budget authority, out-
lays, and revenues are consistent with the 
allocations, aggregates, and other budgetary 
levels printed in the Congressional Record on 
April 18, 2016, pursuant to section 102 of the 
Bipartisan Budget Act of 2015 (Public Law 
114–74). 

Since our last letter dated May 11, 2016, the 
Congress has not cleared any legislation for 
the President’s signature that affects budget 
authority, outlays, or revenues. 

Sincerely, 
KEITH HALL, 

Director. 

Enclosure. 

TABLE 1.—SENATE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT FOR SPENDING AND REVENUES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017, AS OF JUNE 6, 2016 
[In billions of dollars] 

Budget 
Resolution 

Current 
Level 

Current Level 
Over/Under (¥) 

Resolution 

ON-BUDGET 
Budget Authority ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 3,212.4 2,238.0 ¥974.3 
Outlays ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 3,219.2 2,626.8 ¥592.4 
Revenues ..................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,682.0 2,682.0 0.0 

OFF-BUDGET 
Social Security Outlays a ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 805.4 805.4 0.0 
Social Security Revenues ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................ 826.1 826.1 0.0 

Source: Congressional Budget Office. 
a Excludes administrative expenses paid from the Federal Old-Age and Survivors Insurance Trust Fund and the Federal Disability Insurance Trust Fund of the Social Security Administration, which are off-budget, but are appropriated an-

nually. 

TABLE 2.—SUPPORTING DETAIL FOR THE SENATE CURRENT LEVEL REPORT FOR ON-BUDGET SPENDING AND REVENUES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017, AS OF JUNE 6, 2016 
[In millions of dollars] 

Budget 
Authority Outlays Revenues 

Previously Enacted: 
Revenues ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. n.a. n.a. 2,681,976 
Permanents and other spending legislation .......................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,054,886 1,960,659 n.a. 
Appropriation legislation ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 0 504,803 n.a. 
Offsetting receipts .................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. ¥834,250 ¥834,301 n.a. 

Total, Previously Enacted ............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 1,220,636 1,631,161 2,681,976 
Entitlements and Mandatories: 

Budget resolution estimates of appropriated entitlements and other mandatory programs ............................................................................................................................................... 1,017,381 995,610 0 
Total Current Level a ...................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 2,238,017 2,626,771 2,681,976 
Total Senate Resolution ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. 3,212,350 3,219,191 2,681,976 
Current Level Over Senate Resolution ........................................................................................................................................................................................................................... n.a. n.a. n.a. 
Current Level Under Senate Resolution ......................................................................................................................................................................................................................... 974,333 592,420 n.a. 

Memorandum: 
Revenues, 2017–2026: 

Senate Current Level .............................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. n.a. n.a. 32,350,752 
Senate Resolution ................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... n.a. n.a. 32,350,752 

Current Level Over Senate Resolution .................................................................................................................................................................................................................................... n.a. n.a. n.a. 
Current Level Under Senate Resolution .................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. n.a. n.a. n.a. 

Source: Congressional Budget Office. 
Notes: n.a. = not applicable; P.L. = Public Law. 
a For purposes of enforcing section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act in the Senate, the budget resolution does not include budget authority, outlays, or revenues for off-budget amounts. As a result, current level does not include 

these items. 

TABLE 3.—SUMMARY OF THE SENATE PAY-AS-YOU-GO 
SCORECARD FOR THE 114TH CONGRESS, AS OF JUNE 
6, 2016 

[In millions of dollars] 

2016–2021 2016–2026 

Beginning Balance a ............................. 0 0 
Enacted Legislation.b c d 

Breast Cancer Awareness Com-
memorative Coin Act (P.L. 
114–148) c ............................... 0 0 

Protect and Preserve Inter-
national Cultural Property Act 
(P.L. 114–151) ........................ * * 

Defend Trade Secrets Act of 2016 
(P.L. 114–153) ........................ * * 

Transnational Drug Trafficking 
Act of 2015 (P.L. 114–154) .... * * 

TABLE 3.—SUMMARY OF THE SENATE PAY-AS-YOU-GO 
SCORECARD FOR THE 114TH CONGRESS, AS OF JUNE 
6, 2016—Continued 

[In millions of dollars] 

2016–2021 2016–2026 

A bill to direct the Administrator 
of General Services, on behalf 
of the Archivist of the United 
States, to convey certain Fed-
eral property located in the 
State of Alaska to the Munici-
pality of Anchorage, Alaska 
(P.L. 114–161) ........................ * * 

Disapproving the rule submitted 
by the Department of Labor 
relating to the definition of 
the term ‘‘Fiduciary’’ (H.J. Res. 
88) ........................................... * * 

TABLE 3.—SUMMARY OF THE SENATE PAY-AS-YOU-GO 
SCORECARD FOR THE 114TH CONGRESS, AS OF JUNE 
6, 2016—Continued 

[In millions of dollars] 

2016–2021 2016–2026 

Current Balance .................................... 0 0 
Memorandum: 

2016–2021 2016–2026 

Changes to Revenues .................. 0 0 
Changes to Outlays ..................... 0 0 

Source: Congressional Budget Office. 
Notes: n.e. = not able to estimate; P.L. = Public Law. * = between 

¥$500,000 and $500,000. 
a Pursuant to the statement printed in the Congressional Record on April 

18, 2016, the Senate Pay-As-You-Go Scorecard was reset to zero. 
bThe amounts shown represent the estimated impact of the public laws 

on the deficit. Negative numbers indicate an increase in the deficit; positive 
numbers indicate a decrease in the deficit. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S3639 June 8, 2016 
c Excludes off-budget amounts. 
d Excludes amounts designated as emergency requirements. 

e P.L. 114–148 will cause a decrease in spending of $7 million in 2018 
and an increase in spending of $7 million in 2020 for a net impact of zero 
over the six-year and eleven-year periods. 

ENFORCEMENT REPORT OF LEGISLATION POST-S. CON. RES. 11, FY 2016 CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET RESOLUTION 

Vote Date Measure Violation Motion to Waive e Result 

276 October 7, 2015 ......................... Conference Report to Accompany H.R. 1735, the National De-
fense Authorization Act of 2016 (Sen. McCain, R–AZ).

Sec 3101 of S. Con. Res. 11—Long-Term Deficit 
Increased by More Than $5 Billion.

Senator McCain (R–AZ) ............. 71–26, Waived 

293 October 30, 2015 ....................... House Amendment to the Senate Amendment to H.R. 1314, the 
Bipartisan Budget Act of 2015.

Sec. 311(a)(3)—Social Security Levels Violation a Senator Cornyn (R–TX) ............... 64–35, Waived 

313 December 3, 2015 ...................... S. Amdt. 2883 (Sen Brown, D–OH) to S. Amdt 2874 to H.R. 
3762, the Restoring Americans’ Healthcare Freedom Reconcili-
ation Act of 2015.

Sec 302(f)—Committee Allocation Violation a ..... Senator Brown (D–OH) ............... 45–55, Not Waived 

315 December 3, 2015 ...................... S. Amdt. 2893 (Sen Casey, D–PA) to S. Amdt 2874 to H.R. 3762, 
the Restoring Americans’ Healthcare Freedom Reconciliation 
Act of 2015.

Sec 302(f)—Committee Allocation Violation a ..... Senator Casey (D–PA) ................ 46–54, Not Waived 

317 December 3, 2015 ...................... S. Amdt. 2892 (Sen. Shaheen, D–NH) to S. Amdt 2874 to H.R. 
3762, the Restoring Americans’ Healthcare Freedom Reconcili-
ation Act of 2015.

Sec 302(f)—Committee Allocation Violation a ..... Senator Shaheen (D–NH) ........... 47–52, Not Waived 

322 December 3, 2015 ...................... S. Amdt. 2907 (Sen. Bennet, D–CO) to S. Amdt 2874 to H.R. 
3762, the Restoring Americans’ Healthcare Freedom Reconcili-
ation Act of 2015.

Sec 302(f)—Committee Allocation Violation a ..... Senator Bennet (D–CO) .............. 47–52, Not Waived 

327 December 3, 2015 ...................... S. Amdt. 2919 (Sen. Baldwin, D–WI) to S. Amdt 2874 to H.R. 
3762, the Restoring Americans’ Healthcare Freedom Reconcili-
ation Act of 2015.

Sec 302(f)—Committee Allocation Violation a ..... Senator Baldwin (D–WI) ............. 45–54, Not Waived 

328 December 3, 2015 ...................... S. Amdt. 2918 (Sen. Murphy, D–CT) to S. Amdt 2874 to H.R. 
3762, the Restoring Americans’ Healthcare Freedom Reconcili-
ation Act of 2015.

Sec 302(f)—Committee Allocation Violation a ..... Senator Murphy (D–CT) .............. 46–53, Not Waived 

338 December 18, 2015 .................... H.R. 2029, Consolidated Appropriations Act of 2016 .................... 311(a)(2)(B)—Revenues reduced below levels 
assumed in the budget resolution c.

Senator Wyden (D–OR) ............... 73–25, Waived 

29 March 2, 2016 ........................... S. Amdt. 3395 (Sen. Wyden, D–OR) to S. Amdt 3378 to S. 524, 
the Comprehensive Addiction and Recovery Act of 2016.

Sec 302(f)—Committee Allocation Violation a ..... Senator Wyden (D–OR) ............... 46–50, Not Waived 

30 March 2, 2016 ........................... S. Amdt. 3345 (Sen. Shaheen, D–NH) to S. Amdt 3378 to S. 524, 
the Comprehensive Addiction and Recovery Act of 2016.

311(a)(2)—Topline Spending Aggregate Viola-
tion d.

Senator Shaheen (D–NH) ........... 48–47, Not Waived 

a Point estimates were unavailable at the time of consideration, however, points of order were able to be raised base on estimated magnitude, timing, or sign (positive or negative) of spending. 
b CBO estimated that this amendment would increase direct spending by $20 billion over ten years. 
c CBO and JCT estimated that this bill would decrease revenues by approximately $520 billion over ten years. 
d CBO estimated that this amendment would increase spending by $600 million over ten years. 
e Unless otherwise noted, the motion to waive was offered pursuant to section 904 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974. 

ENFORCEMENT REPORT OF LEGISLATION POST-BIPARTISAN BUDGET ACT OF 2015 ENFORCEMENT FILING 

Vote Date Measure Violation Motion to Waive d Result 

53 April 19, 2016 ............................ S. Amdt. 3787 (Sen. Paul, R–KY) to S. Amdt. 2953 to S. 2012 
(Energy Policy Modernization Act of 2015).

311(a)(2)(B)—Revenues reduced below levels 
assumed in the budget resolution a.

Sen. Paul (R–KY) ........................ 33–64, Not Waived 

76 May 19, 2016 ............................. S. Amdt. 3900 (Sen. Blunt, R–MO) to S. Amdt 3896 to H.R. 2577 
(Transportation, Housing and Urban Development Appropria-
tions Act of 2017).

314(e)—Inclusion of emergency designations 
pursuant to Sec. 251 of BBEDCA b.

Sen. Collins (R–ME) ................... 70–28, Waived 

79 May 19, 2016 ............................. S. Amdt. 4039 (Sen. McCain, R–AZ) to S. Amdt 3896 to H.R. 
2577 (Transportation, Housing and Urban Development Appro-
priations Act of 2017).

314(e)—Inclusion of emergency designations 
pursuant to Sec. 251 of BBEDCA c.

Sen. McCain (R–AZ) ................... 84–14, Waived 

a At the time of consideration, a point estimate was unavailable for the Paul amendment. However, it was estimated that it would decrease revenues below the levels assumed in the budget resolution. 
b This amendment designated $1.1 billion in outlays as being for emergency purposes. This funding, which was not offset, would be used to combat the Zika virus. 
c This amendment designated $7.7 billion in outlays as being for emergency purposes. This funding, which was not offset, would be used to extend the Veterans Choice Program. 
d Unless otherwise noted, the motion to waive was offered pursuant to section 904 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974. 

BARBARA BUSH FOUNDATION FOR 
FAMILY LITERACY 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD a copy of my remarks 
from earlier today at the Barbara Bush 
Foundation for Family Literacy’s Con-
versation on the Future of Adult Lit-
eracy. 

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

BARBARA BUSH FOUNDATION FOR FAMILY 
LITERACY 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I’m glad to be invited to 
join the conversation on adult literacy and 
to do as my late friend Alex Haley used to 
say, ‘‘Find the good and praise it,’’ especially 
about Barbara Bush. Tomorrow, one of the 
speakers you’re going to hear, Jon Meacham, 
just finished his book, a biography of George 
H. W. Bush, and had the extraordinary oppor-
tunity to go through the personal diaries of 
Barbara and President Bush going back to 
the 1960s. I don’t know any other biographer 
who’s had that kind of access to that much 
material. The name of the book is ‘‘Destiny 
and Power.’’ I have a friend in Nashville who 
says that a better name for the book would 
be ‘‘The Last Gentleman.’’ I think an even 
better name for the book would be ‘‘The Last 
Gentleman and His Lady,’’ and perhaps the 
best name for the book would be ‘‘The Last 
Gentleman and His Very Independent Lady’’ 
because as we all know Barbara Bush was 
and is a very independent lady. I know that 
from experience. 

In 1991, it was a sunny day on the South 
Lawn of the White House, and President 
Bush was walking out to announce his pro-
gram to help give scholarships to low-income 
children so they could choose schools. It was 
called the ‘‘GI Bill for Kids’’ and President 
and Mrs. Bush were walking along toward 
the event, and I was with them and Barbara 
looked at the president and said, ‘‘You’ve got 
on the wrong pants.’’ He had one suit coat on 
and different pants on. She insisted that he 
turn around and go back into the White 
House and change his clothes before making 
his announcement. 

On another occasion, the President and 
Mrs. Bush invited Honey and me to go with 
them one evening to Ford’s Theatre. When 
we arrived there in the presidential lim-
ousine, the Secret Service opened the door 
and the President got out first and Barbara 
said, ‘‘I’ll get the door, George.’’ 

On another occasion, I was sitting with 
them and I forget what it was, he may have 
been vice president then, but he was called 
on to speak unexpectedly and he leaned over 
to Barbara and said, ‘‘What should I speak 
about?’’ and she said, ‘‘About five minutes, 
George.’’ So she is a very independent lady. 

Before we go much further in this discus-
sion about adult literacy, let’s recognize 
that today is our lady’s 91st birthday. 

As was mentioned, I was education sec-
retary in 1991 when the National Literacy 
Act was enacted. Let’s use Barbara Bush’s 
own words to describe the event—you’ll find 
them in her memoir. She wrote, ‘‘I must say, 
I got more credit than I deserved.’’ I don’t 
agree with that, but, she continued, ‘‘I heard 
that George was going to give the pen to me, 
but before he could, Senator Simon spoke up 

and said, ‘That pen ought to go to Barbara.’ 
I donated it to the George Bush Presidential 
Library Center. In the end, however, it’s not 
pens and pictures that count; it’s the Na-
tional Literacy Act that really counts. It 
was the first piece of legislation—and, to 
date, the only one—ever enacted specifically 
for literacy with the goal of ensuring that 
every American adult acquires the basic lit-
eracy skills necessary to achieve the great-
est possible satisfaction professionally and 
personally. But even more than that, the act 
seeks to strengthen our nation by giving us 
more productive workers and informed citi-
zens.’’ That was Barbara Bush’s memoir. 

Three years before that, in 1988, the year 
President George H. W. Bush was elected, the 
Saturday Evening Post did a cover story on 
Barbara and her passion for literacy. The 
writer told a story of JT Pace, the 63-year- 
old son of a former sharecropper who had 
just learned to read and was invited to read 
the Preamble to the Constitution on a tele-
vised program celebrating the bicentennial 
of the Constitution as well as the cause of 
literacy. When Mr. Pace arrived in St. Louis 
for the event, he discovered there were a few 
words in the Preamble that he couldn’t read. 
Right when he decided he couldn’t partici-
pate, Pace was introduced to Barbara Bush. 
She put him at ease and asked if they might 
read the Preamble together. The reporter 
writes: ‘‘That evening, they stood together 
on the podium and slowly began to read the 
Preamble. JT mumbled some of the difficult 
words; gradually Barbara Bush’s voice sub-
sided as JT gained confidence and finished 
his reading in a strong voice, his eyes glis-
tening with tears.’’ That was the story from 
the Saturday Evening Post. 
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How important it is for the future of our 

country that adult Americans will be able to 
read our Constitution and understand that 
we are united by our principles and what 
those principles are—and not by our eth-
nicity. It’s an important reminder to think 
about the fact that if you move to say, 
Japan, you can’t become Japanese, really, 
but if you move to America and embrace our 
principles, you are an American. 

In 1989, President George H. W. Bush did an 
extraordinary thing. He convened a meeting 
of all the governors in Charlottesville. The 
governors do not get together for a single 
purpose like that very much in history. They 
established voluntary, I underline voluntary, 
national goals. In 1991, by then I had been in-
vited to be education secretary, the presi-
dent announced America 2000, to move the 
nation voluntarily toward those goals state 
by state, community by community. Amer-
ica 2000 had six goals, and one of those was 
to increase adult literacy. We said then that 
a ‘‘Nation at Risk’’ must become a ‘‘Nation 
of Students.’’ In 1991, Congress passed the 
National Literacy Act. That act increased 
authorization of literacy programs, estab-
lished a National Institute for Literacy, au-
thorized state literacy resource centers, cre-
ated national workforce demonstration 
projects, literacy programs for some incar-
cerated individuals, and required ‘‘Gateway 
Grants’’ to public housing authorities. 

Today, we continue to focus on literacy. 
The National Literacy Act was most re-
cently reauthorized, as we say in Congress, 
in 2014 as a part of the Workforce Innovation 
and Opportunity Act. Then, in December, as 
was mentioned, we passed a law to fix No 
Child Left Behind. That included several ref-
erences to encourage literacy, by innovative, 
competitive literacy programs, allowing 
states and schools to use federal money in 
all their formula programs on improving the 
literacy skills of students and defining read-
ing and literacy activities as part of a well- 
rounded education. 

We are all very fortunate that Barbara 
Bush is still as active in her pursuit of lit-
eracy for all as she used to be, and we honor 
her lifetime of work by gathering here for 
this conversation today. Last year, on her 
90th birthday, she announced the $7 million 
Barbara Bush Adult Literacy XPRIZE. This 
global competition challenges teams from 
around the world to develop an app that will 
help people learn to read by just using their 
smartphone. There are currently 109 teams 
from 15 countries working on this. Barbara 
has always been able to see what’s impor-
tant, what endures—while also looking for-
ward to the future with optimism and wit. It 
reminds me of the story that Jon Meacham 
tells in the biography of President H. W. 
Bush that I had mentioned earlier. 

He writes of a ‘‘generational controversy’’ 
that Barbara Bush endured in May 1990. 
‘‘Generational controversy’’ are Meacham’s 
words; he always comes up with good, big 
words. It was during the visit by Mikhail 
Gorbachev and his wife to the White House 
to see the President and Mrs. Bush. Accord-
ing to Meacham, ‘‘Mrs. Bush was invited by 
Wellesley College to speak at graduation and 
receive an honorary degree; the First Lady 
was being criticized by Wellesley’s young 
women, as President Bush put into his diary 
‘because she hasn’t made it on her own— 
she’s where she is because she’s her hus-
band’s wife. What’s wrong with the fact that 
she’s a good mother, a good wife, great vol-
unteer, great leader for literacy and other 
fine causes? Nothing. But to listen to these 
elitist kids there is.’ Mrs. Bush invited [Mrs.] 
Gorbachev along with her to Wellesley. 
There, the American First Lady confronted 
the issues of work versus family and the role 
of women head-on, delivering a well-received 

commencement address.’’ This is what Bar-
bara Bush said: ‘‘ ‘Maybe we should adjust 
faster, maybe we should adjust slower,’ she 
told the graduates. ‘But whatever the era, 
whatever the times, one thing will never 
change: fathers and mothers. If you have 
children, they must come first. You must 
read to your children, and you must hug 
your children, and you must love your chil-
dren. Your success as a family, our success 
as a society depends not on what happens in 
the White House, but on what happens inside 
your house.’ ’’ 

Meacham goes on, ‘‘She received her most 
sustained applause when she remarked that 
perhaps there was someone in the audience 
that day who would, like her, one day pre-
side over the White House as the president’s 
spouse. ‘And I wish him well,’ she said, to 
cheers from the crowd.’’ So Barbara Bush, we 
wish you well on your 91st birthday and 
we’re grateful for your lifetime of commit-
ment to our children, our country, and to lit-
eracy. 

f 

RECOGNIZING MICHAEL 
FELDMAN’S WHAD’YA KNOW 

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. President, today, 
I wish to commemorate Michael Feld-
man’s Whad’Ya Know, the live, 2-hour 
weekly Wisconsin public radio program 
as it nears the end of production after 
a tremendously entertaining 31-year 
run. 

Michael, a Milwaukee native, Univer-
sity of Wisconsin graduate, and self-de-
scribed ‘‘kosher beefcake,’’ created one 
of the most successful programs in 
WPR history. Broadcasting live from 
their radio home at Monona Terrace in 
my hometown of Madison, WI, Michael 
and his team have found a home on 
Saturday morning in the hearts of mil-
lions of people. They have brought 
their listeners a uniquely Wisconsin 
blend of humor, taking us on a trip 
into the Whad’Ya Know world of com-
edy, satire, quizzes and interviews. 
From covering ‘‘all the news that 
isn’t’’ to delighting audiences across 
the country on his road show tours, Mi-
chael has established this show as a 
reason to get out of bed early on Satur-
day and a good excuse to put off shov-
eling snow. 

I am pleased to honor the work of Mi-
chael Feldman and all who have con-
tributed to the success of Whad’Ya 
Know. They should all be proud of the 
joy they have brought to so many. 
When asked about the show, Michael 
has commented, ‘‘It may be called Mi-
chael Feldman’s Whad’Ya Know?, but 
it really has been Everybody Who Lis-
tens And Comes To The Shows’s 
Whad’Ya Know?’’ With that being said, 
after Whad’Ya Know airs its final 
broadcast on June 25, 2016, Wisconsin-
ites across the State will be missing a 
longstanding part of our community. 
We may laugh a little less, but we will 
never forget all the smiles he put on 
people’s faces. 

It has been my delight to be a fea-
tured guest on Whad’Ya Know several 
times, and I will appear for the last 
time on June 11, 2016. I wish Michael 
and the entire Whad’Ya Know staff all 
the best for their remaining shows and 
for their future plans. 

With the end of this show, there is 
only one question left to ask and one 
answer to give: 

Well, whad’ya know? 
Not much, you? 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

TRIBUTE TO BOB BURG 

∑ Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. President, today I 
want to take a few minutes and recog-
nize an outstanding achievement by 
one of my constituents, Mr. Bob Burg. 
His story offers us a good lesson about 
perseverance and the importance of 
lifelong learning. His story should in-
spire others. 

After dropping out of school in the 
11th grade, Mr. Burg went on to serve 
in the Air Force for 4 years. Following 
his service in the Air Force, he worked 
for 35 years in his family business. 
Eventually, Mr. Burg retired from that 
position saying, ‘‘I had nothing to do. I 
have plenty of hobbies, but you can 
only fill up your life so much with hob-
bies.’’ 

Instead, he felt that retirement left a 
void in his life, so Mr. Burg decided to 
fill the void by enrolling at the Univer-
sity of South Carolina in Columbia. 

Mr. Burg, then age 74, said he wasn’t 
the best student in high school many 
years ago. In fact, he admitted his aca-
demic shortcomings in his younger 
days. 

Mr. Burg also shared some humorous 
observations about what it was like to 
go back to college and be surrounded 
by fellow students several decades 
younger: ‘‘I walked into school and one 
of the young girls said, ‘Mr. Burg, are 
you over 60?’ I laughed and said ‘honey, 
you were in diapers when I turned 60.’ ’’ 

Well, I am proud to report that Mr. 
Burg, now age 78, just graduated from 
the University of South Carolina with 
a degree in history. His story serves as 
an example to us all that education, 
whether in life or the classroom, can be 
a lifelong endeavor. 

In his nearly eight decades of life he 
has earned many titles—veteran who 
served his Nation, valued employee in 
the family business, retiree, and now 
his newest title—college graduate. 

Job well done, Mr. Burg.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO ANNE GRIFFITH AND 
RECOGNIZING MAINE’S LAW EN-
FORCEMENT COMMUNITY 

∑ Mr. KING. Mr. President, this past 
May, members of Maine’s law enforce-
ment community gathered with the 
members of the public at Mount Hope 
Cemetery in Augusta to honor the 
more than 80 officers who have given 
their lives in the line of duty. 

In Maine, where we have more than 
2,000 sworn police officers, this cere-
mony is both a longstanding and cher-
ished tradition, and this year rep-
resented the 25th consecutive time that 
the Maine Chiefs of Police Association 
and the Maine Sheriffs Association 
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have come together in commemoration 
of their fallen brethren. 

But for one person, this year’s cere-
mony also marked a different anniver-
sary. 

Anne Griffith, whom many of us 
know more affectionately as Woolie, 
was just 3 years old when on April 15, 
1996, her father, Maine State trooper 
James ‘‘Drew’’ Griffith, was killed in a 
car accident while pursuing a speeding 
vehicle. I first met Woolie in the days 
that followed—at her father’s funeral, 
as she endured an experience that no 
child should have to and as I, then Gov-
ernor, attempted to convey the deep 
gratitude of a State that mourned 
alongside her. 

She was strong then, just as she is 
strong now. Woolie is now 25 years old, 
and this year marks two decades since 
her father’s death—and in that time, 
she has grown into a wonderful young 
woman—raised by her mother, Maine 
Warden Chaplain Kate Braestrup. 

In a remarkable testament to her for-
titude and strength of character, 
Woolie several years ago made the con-
scious decision to follow in her father’s 
footsteps by entering the ranks of the 
Maine State police. Today, she serves 
as an investigative analyst for the 
Maine State Police Computer Crimes 
Unit, donning the same blue uniform 
once worn so proudly by her father; 
surrounded by many of the same dedi-
cated public servants who stood beside 
him years ago. 

Woolie spoke at the Maine Law En-
forcement Officers Memorial Service in 
May. Her words were a powerful tribute 
to the law enforcement community, 
not only because they speak so well to 
their constant and ever-present work 
and vigilance to keep us safe, but also 
because they so aptly capture the un-
failing love and kindness that too often 
is overlooked today. 

I deeply hope that future generations 
of Americans may look at her father’s 
life, his legacy, and her tribute to him 
and to the law enforcement community 
and come to more deeply understand 
and appreciate the sacrifices of those 
who protect us every day. 

Mr. President, I ask that Anne Grif-
fith’s remarks at the Maine Law En-
forcement Officers Memorial Service 
on May 19, 2016, be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The material follows: 
[May 19, 2016] 

GOOD HOPE CEMETERY—AUGUSTA, MAINE 
(By Anne Griffith) 

Good morning, 
My name is Anne Griffith. I am the young-

est of four children of Maine Warden Chap-
lain Kate Braestrup and fallen Maine State 
Trooper Drew Griffith. 

It is a privilege to stand with you, and 
honor my father today. On behalf of the fam-
ilies of the fallen, I thank you all for being 
here. 

As the youngest of Drew’s children, I was 
three years old when my dad died, too young 
to form clear memories. 

I did not have much of a chance to experi-
ence him as a father, and my memories of 
him are vague and uncertain. 

What I had, growing up, were stories—sto-
ries of his intelligence, his kindness, and his 
humor—told to me by those who had known 
him well: my mother, and my siblings of 
course, my family . . . and my blue family, 
too. Law enforcement officers who worked 
with Dad supported us, shared our sadness 
and kept us close over the years, caring for 
him by caring for us. They, too, gave me my 
father in stories. 

And so, two decades later I am still a part 
of that blue family. 

In 2014 I worked as a Reserve Patrol Offi-
cer. During this time, I thought often of my 
dad. I got a glimpse of him—his sorrows and 
satisfactions—through performing the tasks 
that he performed; I placed handcuffs on of-
fenders while they fought me. 

I performed CPR on two victims . . . and 
could not save them. 

I helped in preventing the suicide of a men-
tally ill woman. 

For the past year, I have worked as an In-
vestigative Analyst for the Computer Crimes 
Unit. During this time I have assisted in a 
variety of cases from child pornography pos-
session to child molestation offenses. 

Because of the nature of my work for the 
Unit, I can definitively point to particular 
cases and know for certain that I made a dif-
ference in the outcome of the investigation. 
There is a satisfaction in this that my father 
felt . . . and I have felt it, too. 

I know there is no greater sense of honor 
and purpose than participating in the protec-
tion of innocent human lives. This is what 
my father died doing. 

Besides working with an incredible team, I 
am fortunate to work closely with those who 
knew and loved my father—Lt. Glenn Lang 
who helped to carry his casket, Sgt. Laurie 
Northrup who once told me her last con-
versation with my dad was of how much he 
loved his wife and children; Computer Ana-
lyst Andrea Donovan, who worked as a State 
Police Dispatcher and heard my Dad sign on 
10–8, and sign off 10–7. 

I am able to know my father through 
them, just as they are able to know him 
through me. 

April 15, 2016 marked the 20th Anniversary 
of my father’s line of duty death. 

To mark the day, I went for a run. 
A sergeant of the Maine State Police K9 

Unit, and a recently graduated State Troop-
er ran with me, in the area where I grew up— 
and Dad’s patrol area. 

We ended up at Marshall Point Lighthouse 
in Port Clyde, where a bench dedicated in my 
father’s name is placed. The sky was clear 
blue and the air was crisp with salt from the 
nearby ocean. 

Neither the sergeant nor the brand-new 
trooper had ever shaken my father’s hand, or 
laughed at his jokes. Still, they are his fam-
ily, they are his brothers. They ran with him 
by running with me. 

The law enforcement family is large; it 
crosses state lines and international borders. 
Though my siblings and I lost our father, we 
did not lose our connection to his legacy, nor 
the family he became a part of when he 
joined the Maine State Police in 1986. I know 
who my father was because I know you—his 
brothers and sisters in uniform, intelligent, 
good-humored and kind—who continue to 
serve and protect the people of Maine and of 
the United States. In honoring my father 
today, I honor you. 

Thank you.∑ 

f 

100TH ANNIVERSARY OF SINCLAIR 
OIL 

∑ Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, today, on 
behalf of myself and Senator MIKE 
CRAPO, I wish to recognize and cele-

brate the 100th anniversary of Sinclair 
Oil Corporation. A family-owned com-
pany, Sinclair Oil is one of the oldest 
continuously operated brands in the oil 
business. 

On May 1, 1916, Harry F. Sinclair 
founded the Sinclair Oil and Refining 
Corporation. Three years later, the 
company had grown to four times its 
original size. In the 1920s, Sinclair in-
troduced America to the ‘‘first modern 
service station,’’ providing people and 
families with a place to get an oil 
change, fix minor vehicle repairs, and 
public restrooms that motorists could 
use. By creating a modern service sta-
tion, Sinclair paved the way for the 
American road trip. 

The Great Depression was a time of 
growth for Sinclair Oil as they bought 
companies that were going under. If 
not for Sinclair, these companies would 
have completely disappeared, taking 
away countless jobs and revenue for 
local communities. In 1930, Dino the 
Dinosaur became the company’s mas-
cot and logo. To this day, Dino remains 
a visible fixture in Idaho and all across 
the Rocky Mountain region. During 
World War II, Sinclair supported the 
Allies with high-octane fuel, tankers, 
and more. 

After Harry F. Sinclair retired as 
president in January 1949, the company 
had several different owners including 
Atlantic Richfield Company and 
PASCO, Inc., until 1976, when Robert 
Earl Holding acquired Sinclair Oil. 
Known for his steadiness and warmth, 
Earl Holding made Sinclair feel like a 
mom-and-pop business. Further testa-
ment to Earl Holding and his legacy, 
Dale Ensign, former executive presi-
dent of Sinclair, once said ‘‘the em-
ployees learned over a period of time 
that he would do what he said he would 
do.’’ 

Earl Holding was actively involved in 
the management and leadership of Sin-
clair Oil until 2009. Currently, the 
Holding family continues to own and 
run the business under the leadership 
of Mr. ROSS Matthews, CEO and chair-
man of the board of Sinclair Oil Cor-
poration. 

Today Sinclair Oil Corporation in-
cludes more than 1,300 Sinclair-branded 
stations in 24 States, mostly west of 
the Mississippi River, and is the largest 
refinery operation in the Rocky Moun-
tain region. In addition to being a fully 
integrated oil company, Sinclair also 
has hospitality and ranching ventures, 
including the Grand America Hotel in 
Salt Lake City, the Little America ho-
tels and travel centers, the Westgate 
Hotel in San Diego, and Sun Valley Re-
sort in my home State, Idaho. 

So today we recognize Sinclair Oil 
Corporation for achieving this historic 
100-year milestone and applaud their 
entire community for the contribu-
tions they have made to Idaho and 
across our country throughout the 
years.∑ 
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TRIBUTE TO W. EDGAR WELDEN 

∑ Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. President, today 
I wish to recognize Edgar Welden of 
Birmingham, AL, for being named the 
Alabama Sports Hall of Fame’s 2016 
‘‘Distinguished American Sportsman.’’ 
Edgar is a distinguished businessman 
and friend whose life has been marked 
by service to the people of his commu-
nity, State, and Nation. His untiring 
work to benefit young people through 
athletics makes him most deserving of 
this honor. 

Edgar has an extraordinary record of 
accomplishment. A Wetumpka native, 
he grew up with a great passion for 
sports, playing football, baseball, and 
basketball in high school before earn-
ing a degree from the University of 
Alabama. His passion for athletics has 
only grown since then. In fact, he spent 
1997 traveling to seven continents and 
all 50 states to attend more than 250 
sporting events, and he chronicled his 
journeys in his book ‘‘Time Out! A 
Sports Fan’s Dream Year.’’ 

One of his most valuable contribu-
tions to Alabama was his service as di-
rector of the important Alabama De-
velopment Office and the Alabama De-
partment of Economic and Community 
Affairs and as special assistant to the 
Governor for Economic Affairs. He has 
been widely recognized as one of the 
key players in Governor Guy Hunt’s 
successful first term. This work for the 
State, performed on a volunteer basis, 
earned him recognition in 1987 by the 
Alabama Broadcasters Association as 
Alabama’s Citizen of the Year. In 1988, 
he was appointed by Governor Hunt as 
voluntary chairman of the Alabama 
Reunion, a 2-year statewide celebration 
and promotion of the State’s heritage 
and economic development opportuni-
ties. As the architect of this nationally 
recognized program, he was awarded 
the 1992 National Governor’s Associa-
tion Award for Distinguished Service 
to State Government. 

Despite his impressive accomplish-
ments in government, business, and 
politics, it is through athletics that he 
has had perhaps his greatest influence. 
Edgar has a special place in his heart 
for young people, and with his keen in-
sight, he has found ways to utilize ath-
letics to promote character and edu-
cation and improve the lives of young 
people across our State. 

His accomplishments in this regard 
are too many to list comprehensively. 
His work with high school athletics in-
cludes the Crippled Children’s Founda-
tion, where he currently serves as 
chairman, and the Monday Morning 
Quarterback Club, where he is a board 
member. In 2002, he founded the non-
profit Birmingham Athletic Partner-
ship to support the city’s middle and 
high school athletic programs. This 
program has provided Birmingham city 
schools with over $3.5 million in finan-
cial support. Edgar believes that chil-
dren in the inner city should have the 
same chances for athletic success as 
better funded programs and his goal is 
to ensure their athletes, bands, and 

cheerleaders are able to compete on a 
level playing field. In addition, since 
2003, he has served as the chairman and 
president of the hugely successful Bry-
ant-Jordan Scholarship Program, 
which has awarded over $9 million col-
lege scholarships to more than 2,700 
student-athletes in Alabama who ex-
celled athletically and scholastically 
while overcoming adversity. In 2006, he 
was appointed by President George W. 
Bush to serve as a member of the Presi-
dent’s Council on Physical Fitness & 
Sports. 

Edgar also serves as chairman of the 
Alabama Sports Hall of Fame Museum, 
a true State treasure which maintains 
for generations to come the stories of 
legendary Alabama athletes whose sto-
ries never fail to inspire us today. 
Many say it is the best sports hall of 
fame in America. And in a great vic-
tory for the city of Birmingham, he co-
chaired the committee that landed the 
2021 World Games. This was a huge ef-
fort to land this event, and Edgar used 
all his energy and people skills to do 
so. He was inducted into the Alabama 
High School Sports Hall of Fame in 
2007 and was recently elected to the 
board of directors of the National Foot-
ball Foundation. Indeed, while he 
would never say so himself, perhaps no 
other sportsman in the country has 
done more for their State than Edgar 
has for Alabama. 

Edgar also serves on the president’s 
cabinet at the University of Alabama 
and, in 2010, was honored with the Dis-
tinguished Alumnus Award. He has ac-
complished all of this while building a 
successful business career in real es-
tate development and property man-
agement. An essential part of his suc-
cess has been the support and partner-
ship of his wonderful wife, Louise. She 
is a star in her own right and has al-
ways enjoyed seeing young people grow 
and progress. They are a great pair. 
Edgar and Louise get great pleasure 
out of random acts of kindness. On a 
plane flight, Edgar met the wife of a 
soldier that was returning from com-
bat—so typical of his generosity, Edgar 
arranged for them to have the honey-
moon suite in his hotel for free. Edgar 
and Louise are people of generosity, pa-
triotism, and positive spirit. To know 
Edgar and Louise is to love them. 

For all of his accomplishments, I 
commend and congratulate my friend 
today. Being named to receive the Dis-
tinguished American Sportsman Award 
is a fitting honor indeed. It is appro-
priate that our Nation pauses periodi-
cally to recognize, celebrate, and give 
thanks to citizens like Edgar and Lou-
ise whose lives make our country so 
wonderful.∑ 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
At 12:20 p.m., a message from the 

House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has passed 
the following bills, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 87. An act to modify the boundary of 
the Shiloh National Military Park located in 
Tennessee and Mississippi, to establish Park-
er’s Crossroads Battlefield as an affiliated 
area of the National Park System, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 1815. An act to facilitate certain 
pinyon-juniper related projects in Lincoln 
County, Nevada, to modify the boundaries of 
certain wilderness areas in the State of Ne-
vada, and to provide for the implementation 
of a conservation plan for the Virgin River, 
Nevada. 

H.R. 2009. An act to provide for the convey-
ance of certain land inholdings owned by the 
United States to the Tucson Unified School 
District and to the Pascua Yaqui Tribe of 
Arizona. 

H.R. 2733. An act to require the Secretary 
of the Interior to take land into trust for 
certain Indian tribes, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 3070. An act to authorize the Sec-
retary of Commerce to permit striped bass 
fishing in the Exclusive Economic Zone tran-
sit zone between Montauk, New York, and 
Point Judith, Rhode Island, and for other 
purposes. 

H.R. 4904. An act to require the Director of 
the Office of Management and Budget to 
issue a directive on the management of soft-
ware licenses, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 4906. An act to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to clarify the eligibility of em-
ployees of a land management agency in a 
time-limited appointment to compete for a 
permanent appointment at any Federal 
agency, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 5273. An act to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to provide for regu-
latory relief under the Medicare program for 
certain providers of services and suppliers 
and increased transparency in hospital cod-
ing and enrollment data, and for other pur-
poses. 

H.R. 5338. An act to reduce passenger wait 
times at airports, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that 
the House has agreed to the following 
concurrent resolution, in which it re-
quests the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. Con. Res. 129. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing support for the goal of ensuring 
that all Holocaust victims live with dignity, 
comfort, and security in their remaining 
years, and urging the Federal Republic of 
Germany to continue to reaffirm its commit-
ment to this goal through a financial com-
mitment to comprehensively address the 
unique health and welfare needs of vulner-
able Holocaust victims, including home care 
and other medically prescribed needs. 

The message also announced that 
pursuant to section 3(a) of the Evi-
dence-Based Policy Commission Act of 
2016 (Public Law 114–140), and the order 
of the House of January 6, 2015, the 
Speaker appoints the following individ-
uals on the part of the House of Rep-
resentatives to the Commission on Evi-
dence-Based Policymaking: Mr. Ron 
Haskins of Rockville, Maryland, Co- 
Chairman, Mr. Bruce Meyer of Chicago, 
Illinois, and Mr. Robert Hahn of Hills-
boro Beach, Florida. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 

The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 87. An act to modify the boundary of 
the Shiloh National Military Park located in 
Tennessee and Mississippi, to establish Park-
er’s Crossroads Battlefield as an affiliated 
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area of the National Park System, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

H.R. 1815. An act to facilitate certain 
pinyon-juniper related projects in Lincoln 
County, Nevada, to modify the boundaries of 
certain wilderness areas in the State of Ne-
vada, and to provide for the implementation 
of a conservation plan for the Virgin River, 
Nevada; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

H.R. 2009. An act to provide for the convey-
ance of certain land inholdings owned by the 
United States to the Tucson Unified School 
District and to the Pascua Yaqui Tribe of 
Arizona; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

H.R. 3070. An act to authorize the Sec-
retary of Commerce to permit striped bass 
fishing in the Exclusive Economic Zone tran-
sit zone between Montauk, New York, and 
Point Judith, Rhode Island, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

H.R. 4904. An act to require the Director of 
the Office of Management and Budget to 
issue a directive on the management of soft-
ware licenses, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

H.R. 4906. An act to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to clarify the eligibility of em-
ployees of a land management agency in a 
time-limited appointment to compete for a 
permanent appointment at any Federal 
agency, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

H.R. 5273. An act to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to provide for regu-
latory relief under the Medicare program for 
certain providers of services and suppliers 
and increased transparency in hospital cod-
ing and enrollment data, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Finance. 

H.R. 5338. An act to reduce passenger wait 
times at airports, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

The following concurrent resolution 
was read, and referred as indicated: 

H. Con. Res. 129. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing support for the goal of ensuring 
that all Holocaust victims live with dignity, 
comfort, and security in their remaining 
years, and urging the Federal Republic of 
Germany to continue to reaffirm its commit-
ment to this goal through a financial com-
mitment to comprehensively address the 
unique health and welfare needs of vulner-
able Holocaust victims, including home care 
and other medically prescribed needs; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–5637. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Defense, transmitting a report on 
the approved retirement of Lieutenant Gen-
eral James F. Jackson, United States Air 
Force Reserve, and his advancement to the 
grade of lieutenant general on the retired 
list; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–5638. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and 
Readiness), transmitting the report of four 
(4) officers authorized to wear the insignia of 
the grade of brigadier general in accordance 
with title 10, United States Code, section 777; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–5639. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and 
Readiness), transmitting the report of three 
(3) officers authorized to wear the insignia of 
the grade of rear admiral or rear admiral 
(lower half), as indicated, in accordance with 
title 10, United States Code, section 777; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–5640. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of the Army (Manpower and 
Reserve Affairs), transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report on the mobilizations of select 
reserve units, received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on June 6, 2016; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–5641. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and 
Readiness), transmitting the report of nine 
(9) officers authorized to wear the insignia of 
the grade of major general in accordance 
with title 10, United States Code, section 777; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–5642. A communication from the Sec-
retary, Division of Corporation Finance, Se-
curities and Exchange Commission, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Form 10-K Summary’’ (RIN3235– 
AL89) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on June 3, 2016; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–5643. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Revi-
sions to Definitions in the Export Adminis-
tration Regulations’’ (RIN0694–AG32) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
June 3, 2016; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–5644. A communication from the Chair 
of the Board of Governors, Federal Reserve 
System, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
102nd Annual Report of the Federal Reserve 
Board covering operations for calendar year 
2015; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC–5645. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Nevada: Final Authorization of State 
Hazardous Waste Management Program Re-
visions’’ (FRL No. 9947–28–Region 9) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on June 1, 
2016; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC–5646. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Partial Approval and Partial Dis-
approval of Air Quality State Implementa-
tion Plans; Arizona; Infrastructure Require-
ments to Address Interstate Transport for 
the 2008 Ozone NAAQS; Correction’’ (FRL 
No. 9947–27–Region 9) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on June 1, 2016; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–5647. A communication from the Chair-
man, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report entitled 
‘‘Report to Congress on Abnormal Occur-
rences: Fiscal Year (FY) 2015’’; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–5648. A communication from the Regu-
lations Coordinator, Centers for Medicare 
and Medicaid Services, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Medicare Programs; Medicare Shared Sav-
ings Program; Accountable Care Organiza-
tions—Revised Benchmark Rebasing Meth-

odology, Facilitating Transition to Perform-
ance-Based Risk, and Administrative Final-
ity of Financial Calculations’’ ((RIN0938– 
AS67) (CMS–1644-F)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on June 7, 2016; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–5649. A communication from the Regu-
lations Coordinator, Administration for 
Community Living, Department of Health 
and Human Services, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘State 
Health Insurance Assistance Program 
(SHIP)’’ (RIN0985–AA11) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on June 7, 
2016; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–5650. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Regulations and Policy Management 
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De-
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Food Labeling: Revision of 
the Nutrition and Supplemental Facts La-
bels’’ ((RIN0910–AF22) (Docket No. FDA–2012– 
N–1210)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on June 3, 2016; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–5651. communication from the Director 
of Regulations and Policy Management 
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De-
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Mitigation Strategies to 
Protect Food Against Intentional Adultera-
tion’’ ((RIN0910–AG63) (Docket No. FDA– 
2013–N–1425)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on June 3, 2016; to the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–5652. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Regulations and Policy Management 
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De-
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Food Labeling: Serving Sizes 
of Foods That Can Reasonably Be Consumed 
At One Eating Occasion; Dual-Column Label-
ing; Updating, Modifying, and Establishing 
Certain Reference Amounts Customarily 
Consumed; Serving Size for Breath Mints; 
and Technical Amendments’’ ((RIN0910– 
AF23) (Docket No. FDA–2004–N–0258)) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
June 3, 2016; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–5653. A communication from the Regu-
lations Coordinator, Administration for 
Community Living, Department of Health 
and Human Services, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Admin-
istration for Community Living—Regulatory 
Consolidation’’ (45 CFR Parts 1321, 1322, 1323, 
1324, 1325, 1326, 1327, 1328, 1385, 1386, 1387, and 
1388) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on June 2, 2016; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–5654. A communication from the Chair-
man, U.S. Election Assistance Commission, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Commis-
sion’s Semiannual Report of the Inspector 
General for the period from October 1, 2015 
through March 31, 2016; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–5655. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Labor, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the Department of Labor’s Semiannual 
Report of the Inspector General for the pe-
riod from October 1, 2015 through March 31, 
2016; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–5656. A communication from the Board 
Members of the Railroad Retirement Board, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Semi-
annual Report of the Inspector General for 
the period from October 1, 2015 through 
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March 31, 2016; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–5657. A communication from the Chief 
Executive Officer, Corporation for National 
and Community Service, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the Semiannual Report of the 
Inspector General and the Corporation for 
National and Community Service’s Response 
and Report on Final Action for the period 
from October 1, 2015 through March 31, 2016; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–5658. A communication from the In-
spector General of the General Services Ad-
ministration, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the Semiannual Report of the Inspector Gen-
eral for the period from October 1, 2015 
through March 31, 2016; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–5659. A communication from the Chief 
Executive Officer, Millennium Challenge 
Corporation, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the Office of Inspector General’s Semiannual 
Report for the period of October 1, 2015 
through March 31, 2016, and the Millennium 
Challenge Corporation’s response; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–5660. A communication from the Dep-
uty Secretary of Defense, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the Department of Defense 
Semiannual Report of the Inspector General 
for the period from October 1, 2015 through 
March 31, 2016; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–5661. A communication from the Chair-
man, U.S. Election Assistance Commission, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Commis-
sion’s Semiannual Report of the Inspector 
General for the period from October 1, 2015 
through March 31, 2016; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–5662. A communication from the Dis-
trict of Columbia Auditor, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report entitled ‘‘Fiscal Year 
2015 Annual Report on Advisory Neighbor-
hood Commissions’’; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–5663. A communication from the Dis-
trict of Columbia Auditor, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report entitled ‘‘The Impact 
of ‘Ban the Box’ in the District of Colum-
bia’’; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–5664. A communication from the Execu-
tive Director of the Federal Labor Relations 
Authority, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the Office of Inspector General Semiannual 
Report for the period of October 1, 2015 
through March 31, 2016; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–5665. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Chief Financial Officer and Director 
for Financial Management, Office of the 
Chief Financial Officer and Assistant Sec-
retary for Administration, Department of 
Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Commerce Debt 
Collection’’ (RIN0605–AA40) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on June 3, 2016; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–5666. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Economic Exclusive Zone 
Off Alaska; Pacific Cod by Trawl Catcher 
Vessels in the Western Regulatory Area of 
the Gulf of Alaska’’ (RIN0648–XE505) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on June 3, 
2016; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–5667. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Fluensulfone; Pesticide Tolerances’’ 
(FRL No. 9946–07) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on May 27, 2016; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC–5668. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Fluazinam; Pesticide Tolerances; 
Technical Correction’’ (FRL No. 9945–05) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
May 27, 2016; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–5669. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Aldicard, Alternaria destruens, 
Ampelomyces quisqualis, Azinphos-methyl, 
Etridiazole, Fenarimol, et al.; Tolerance Ex-
emption Actions’’ (FRL No. 9943–73) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on May 27, 
2016; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry. 

EC–5670. A communication from the Acting 
Congressional Review Coordinator, Animal 
and Plant Health Inspection Service, Depart-
ment of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Mexican 
Hass Avocado Import Program’’ ((RIN0579– 
AE05) (Docket No. APHIS–2014–0088)) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
May 31, 2016; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–5671. A communication from the Judi-
cial Proceedings Panel, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a report entitled ‘‘Statistical 
Data Regarding Military Adjudication of 
Sexual Assault Offenses’’; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC–5672. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and 
Readiness), transmitting a report on the ap-
proved retirement of General Mark A. Welsh 
III, United States Air Force, and his ad-
vancement to the grade of general on the re-
tired list; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. 

EC–5673. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of the Navy (Acquisition, 
Technology, and Logistics), transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report entitled, ‘‘Ground/ 
Air Task Oriented Radar’’; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC–5674. A communication from the Presi-
dent and Chief Executive Officer, Federal 
Home Loan Bank of Topeka, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the Bank’s management re-
ports and statements on system of internal 
controls for fiscal year 2015; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

EC–5675. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the National Credit Union 
Administration, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Risk Based 
Capital’’ (RIN3133–AD77) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on May 31, 2016; to 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC–5676. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel of the National Credit Union 
Administration, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Member 
Business Loans; Commercial Lending’’ 
(RIN3133–AE37) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on May 31, 2016; to the Com-

mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

EC–5677. A communication from the Assist-
ant General Counsel for Regulations, Office 
of the Secretary, Department of Housing and 
Urban Development, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Re-
moval of the Equal Employment Oppor-
tunity; Policy, Procedures and Programs 
Regulation’’ (RIN2501–AD78) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on May 31, 2016; 
to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC–5678. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Legislative Affairs, Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘As-
sessments’’ (RIN3064–AE37) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on May 31, 2016; 
to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC–5679. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a six-month periodic report on 
the national emergency with respect to the 
Western Balkans that was declared in Execu-
tive Order 13219 of June 26, 2001; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

EC–5680. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a six-month periodic report on 
the national emergency with respect to 
North Korea that was declared in Executive 
Order 13466 of June 26, 2008; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

EC–5681. A communication from the Assist-
ant General Counsel for Legislation, Regula-
tion and Energy Efficiency, Office of Energy 
Efficiency and Renewable Energy, Depart-
ment of Energy, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Energy 
Conservation Program: Test Procedures for 
Portable Air Conditioners’’ ((RIN1904–AD22) 
(Docket No. EERE–2014–BT–TP–0014)) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
June 2, 2016; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

EC–5682. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Finding of Attainment and Approval 
of Attainment Plan for Klamath Falls, Or-
egon Fine Particulate Matter Nonattain-
ment Area’’ (FRL No. 9947–23–Region 10) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
May 27, 2016; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–5683. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Wyoming; 
Revisions to Wyoming Air Quality Standards 
and Regulations; Chapter 6, Permitting Re-
quirements, Section 13, Nonattainment New 
Source Review Permit Requirements, and 
Section 14, Incorporation By Reference’’ 
(FRL No. 9947–13–Region 8) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on May 27, 2016; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works. 

EC–5684. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; North Carolina; 
Prong 4–2008 Ozone, 2010 NO2, SO2, and 2012 
PM2.5’’ (FRL No. 9947–22–Region 4) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on May 27, 
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2016; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC–5685. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Regulations and Reports Clear-
ance, Social Security Administration, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Extension of Expiration Dates for 
Two Body System Listings’’ (RIN0960–AI00) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on June 2, 2016; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

EC–5686. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Credit for Renew-
able Electricity Production and Refined Coal 
Production, and Publication of Inflation Ad-
justment Factor and Reference Prices for 
Calendar Year 2016’’ (Notice 2016–34) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on May 26, 2016; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

EC–5687. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report relative to section 36(c) and 
36(d) of the Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 
16–015); to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

EC–5688. A communication from the Assist-
ant Legal Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to the 
Case-Zablocki Act, 1 U.S.C. 112b, as amended, 
the report of the texts and background state-
ments of international agreements, other 
than treaties (List 2016–0071 - 2016–0076); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–5689. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel, National Science Foundation, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report 
relative to a vacancy for the position of Dep-
uty Director, National Science Foundation, 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on May 26, 2016; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–5690. A communication from the Dep-
uty Inspector General, Office of Inspector 
General, Department of the Interior, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the Department of 
the Interior’s Semiannual Report of the In-
spector General for the period from October 
1, 2015 through March 31, 2016;; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–5691. A communication from the In-
spector General, Department of Agriculture, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Semi-
annual Report of the Inspector General for 
the period from October 1, 2015 through 
March 31, 2016; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–5692. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the Semiannual Report of the In-
spector General for the period from October 
1, 2015 through March 31, 2016; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–5693. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the Department’s 
Semiannual Report of the Inspector General 
for the period from October 1, 2015 through 
March 31, 2016; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–5694. A communication from the Chief 
of the Office of Regulatory Affairs, Bureau of 
Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Explosives, 
Department of Justice, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Federal Firearms License Proceedings— 
Hearings’’ (RIN1140–AA38) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on May 26, 
2016; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC–5695. A communication from the Fed-
eral Liaison Officer, Patent and Trademark 

Office, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘USPTO Law School Clinic Certifi-
cation Program’’ (RIN0651–AC99) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on May 31, 
2016; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC–5696. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Regulation Policy and Management, 
Veterans Health Administration, Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Mailing Address of the Board of Veterans’ 
Appeals’’ (RIN2900–AP71) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on May 26, 
2016; to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

EC–5697. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘At-
lantic Highly Migratory Species; Atlantic 
Bluefin Tuna Fisheries’’ (RIN0648–XE579) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
June 2, 2016; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–5698. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pacific Cod by Vessels Using Pot 
Gear in the Central Regulatory Area of the 
Gulf of Alaska’’ (RIN0648–XE556) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on June 2, 
2016; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–5699. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pacific Cod by Catcher Vessels 
Using Trawl Gear in the Bering Sea and 
Aleutian Islands Management Area’’ 
(RIN0648–XE557) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on June 2, 2016; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–5700. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pacific Cod by Catcher Vessels 
Using Trawl Gear in the Bering Sea and 
Aleutian Islands Management Area’’ 
(RIN0648–XE611) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on June 2, 2016; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–5701. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pacific Cod in the Bering Sea 
Subarea of the Bering Sea and Aleutian Is-
lands Management Area’’ (RIN0648–XE563) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on June 2, 2016; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–5702. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fish-
eries of the Exclusive Economic Zone Off 
Alaska; Sablefish Managed Under the Indi-
vidual Fishing Quota Program’’ (RIN0648– 
XE507) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on June 2, 2016; to the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–5703. A communication from the Chief 
of Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica-

tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Television 
Broadcasting Services; Scottsbluff, Nebraska 
and Sidney, Nebraska’’ ((MB Docket No. 16– 
29) (DA 16–543)) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on June 2, 2016; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–5704. A communication from the Chief, 
Wireless Telecommunications Bureau, Fed-
eral Communications Commission, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Amendment of the Commission’s 
Rules with Regard to Commercial Operations 
in the 2550–2650 MHz Band’’ ((FCC 16–55) (GN 
Docket No. 12–354)) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on June 2, 2016; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–5705. A communication from the Acting 
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Deep-Water Species Fishery by 
Vessels Using Trawl Gear in the Gulf of Alas-
ka’’ (RIN0648–XE623) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on June 2, 2016; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. THUNE, from the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation, 
with an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute: 

S. 1935. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Commerce to undertake certain activities to 
support waterfront community revitaliza-
tion and resiliency (Rept. No. 114–272). 

By Mr. COCHRAN, from the Committee on 
Appropriations: 

Special Report entitled ‘‘Further Revised 
Allocation to Subcommittees of Budget To-
tals for Fiscal Years 2016 and 2017’’ (Rept. No. 
114–273). 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. TESTER: 
S. 3030. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 

Social Security Act to count resident time 
spent in a critical access hospital as resident 
time spent in a nonprovider setting for pur-
poses of making Medicare direct and indirect 
graduate medical education payments; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. MURPHY: 
S. 3031. A bill to require certain standards 

and enforcement provisions to prevent child 
abuse and neglect in residential programs, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. ISAKSON (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. MORAN, Mr. BOOZ-
MAN, Mr. HELLER, Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. 
ROUNDS, Mr. TILLIS, Mr. SULLIVAN, 
Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. 
BROWN, Mr. TESTER, Ms. HIRONO, and 
Mr. MANCHIN): 

S. 3032. A bill to provide for an increase, ef-
fective December 1, 2016, in the rates of com-
pensation for veterans with service-con-
nected disabilities and the rates of depend-
ency and indemnity compensation for the 
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survivors of certain disabled veterans, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. MARKEY: 
S. 3033. A bill to provide for an Atomic 

Veterans Service Medal; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

By Mr. CRUZ (for himself, Mr. LEE, and 
Mr. LANKFORD): 

S. 3034. A bill to prohibit the National 
Telecommunications and Information Ad-
ministration from allowing the Internet As-
signed Numbers Authority functions con-
tract to lapse unless specifically authorized 
to do so by an Act of Congress; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

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

S. 3035. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to carry out a pilot pro-
gram to increase the use of medical scribes 
to maximize the efficiency of physicians at 
medical facilities of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs; to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, Mr. REED, Ms. WARREN, 
Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. 
BROWN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, and Mr. 
BOOKER): 

S. 3036. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide for an invest-
ment tax credit related to the production of 
electricity from offshore wind; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. COTTON (for himself and Mr. 
LEE): 

S. 3037. A bill to help individuals receiving 
disability insurance benefits under title II of 
the Social Security Act obtain rehabilitative 
services and return to the workforce, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

By Mr. NELSON (for himself and Mr. 
WICKER): 

S. 3038. A bill to reauthorize the Coastal 
Zone Management Act of 1972, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 
S. 83 

At the request of Mr. HELLER, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) was added as a cosponsor of S. 83, 
a bill to amend the Fair Labor Stand-
ards Act of 1938 to improve nonretalia-
tion provisions relating to equal pay 
requirements. 

S. 356 
At the request of Mr. LEE, the name 

of the Senator from Michigan (Mr. 
PETERS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
356, a bill to improve the provisions re-
lating to the privacy of electronic com-
munications. 

S. 366 
At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 

name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 366, a bill to require Sen-
ate candidates to file designations, 
statements, and reports in electronic 
form. 

S. 386 
At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 

name of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
LEE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 386, 
a bill to limit the authority of States 
to tax certain income of employees for 
employment duties performed in other 
States. 

S. 1212 

At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 
name of the Senator from Iowa (Mr. 
GRASSLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1212, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 and the Small 
Business Act to expand the availability 
of employee stock ownership plans in S 
corporations, and for other purposes. 

S. 1378 

At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name 
of the Senator from Utah (Mr. LEE) was 
added as a cosponsor of S. 1378, a bill to 
strengthen employee cost savings sug-
gestions programs within the Federal 
Government. 

S. 1555 

At the request of Ms. HIRONO, the 
name of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. BARRASSO) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1555, a bill to award a Congres-
sional Gold Medal, collectively, to the 
Filipino veterans of World War II, in 
recognition of the dedicated service of 
the veterans during World War II. 

S. 1858 

At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 
name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1858, a bill to prohibit dis-
crimination on the basis of sex, gender 
identity, and sexual orientation, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 2593 

At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mrs. MCCASKILL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2593, a bill to require the 
Secretary of Labor to maintain a pub-
licly available list of all employers 
that relocate a call center overseas, to 
make such companies ineligible for 
Federal grants or guaranteed loans, 
and to require disclosure of the phys-
ical location of business agents engag-
ing in customer service communica-
tions, and for other purposes. 

S. 2599 

At the request of Mrs. MCCASKILL, 
the name of the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 2599, a bill to prohibit 
unfair and deceptive advertising of 
hotel room rates, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 2652 

At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
the name of the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added 
as a cosponsor of S. 2652, a bill to ex-
tend the authorization of the High-
lands Conservation Act. 

S. 2707 

At the request of Mr. SCOTT, the 
name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. COTTON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2707, a bill to require the Sec-
retary of Labor to nullify the proposed 
rule regarding defining and delimiting 
the exemptions for executive, adminis-
trative, professional, outside sales, and 
computer employees, to require the 
Secretary of Labor to conduct a full 
and complete economic analysis with 
improved economic data on small busi-
nesses, nonprofit employers, Medicare 

or Medicaid dependent health care pro-
viders, and small governmental juris-
dictions, and all other employers, and 
minimize the impact on such employ-
ers, before promulgating any substan-
tially similar rule, and to provide a 
rule of construction regarding the sal-
ary threshold exemption under the 
Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 2773 
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 

name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2773, a bill to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 to provide more 
effective remedies to victims of dis-
crimination in the payment of wages 
on the basis of sex, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 2823 
At the request of Mrs. CAPITO, the 

name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
PORTMAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 2823, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to extend and 
modify the section 45 credit for refined 
coal from steel industry fuel, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2890 
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 

name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 2890, a bill to require the Secretary 
of the Treasury to mint coins in rec-
ognition of Christa McAuliffe. 

S. 2912 
At the request of Mr. JOHNSON, the 

names of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. VITTER) and the Senator from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. TOOMEY) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 2912, a bill to au-
thorize the use of unapproved medical 
products by patients diagnosed with a 
terminal illness in accordance with 
State law, and for other purposes. 

S. 2979 
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 

name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2979, a bill to amend the Fed-
eral Election Campaign Act of 1971 to 
require candidates of major parties for 
the office of President to disclose re-
cent tax return information. 

S. 3007 
At the request of Mr. COTTON, the 

name of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. BARRASSO) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 3007, a bill to prohibit funds 
from being obligated or expended to 
aid, support, permit, or facilitate the 
certification or approval of any new 
sensor for use by the Russian Federa-
tion on observation flights under the 
Open Skies Treaty unless the President 
submits a certification related to such 
sensor to Congress and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 3009 
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, her 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3009, a bill to support entrepreneurs 
serving in the National Guard and Re-
serve, and for other purposes. 

S. 3018 
At the request of Mr. KING, the name 

of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. CRAPO) 
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was added as a cosponsor of S. 3018, a 
bill to provide for the establishment of 
a pilot program to identify security 
vulnerabilities of certain entities in 
the energy sector. 

S. CON. RES. 36 
At the request of Mr. NELSON, the 

names of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. PETERS) and the Senator from 
New York (Mr. SCHUMER) were added as 
cosponsors of S. Con. Res. 36, a concur-
rent resolution expressing support of 
the goal of ensuring that all Holocaust 
victims live with dignity, comfort, and 
security in their remaining years, and 
urging the Federal Republic of Ger-
many to reaffirm its commitment to 
that goal through a financial commit-
ment to comprehensively address the 
unique health and welfare needs of vul-
nerable Holocaust victims, including 
home care and other medically pre-
scribed needs. 

S. RES. 340 
At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 

name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. SCOTT) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. Res. 340, a resolution express-
ing the sense of Congress that the so- 
called Islamic State in Iraq and al- 
Sham (ISIS or Da’esh) is committing 
genocide, crimes against humanity, 
and war crimes, and calling upon the 
President to work with foreign govern-
ments and the United Nations to pro-
vide physical protection for ISIS’ tar-
gets, to support the creation of an 
international criminal tribunal with 
jurisdiction to punish these crimes, 
and to use every reasonable means, in-
cluding sanctions, to destroy ISIS and 
disrupt its support networks. 

S. RES. 479 
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 

names of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) and the Senator 
from Delaware (Mr. COONS) were added 
as cosponsors of S. Res. 479, a resolu-
tion urging the Government of the 
Democratic Republic of the Congo to 
comply with constitutional limits on 
presidential terms and fulfill its con-
stitutional mandate for a democratic 
transition of power in 2016. 

S. RES. 482 
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 

name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
COATS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 482, a resolution urging the Euro-
pean Union to designate Hizballah in 
its entirety as a terrorist organization 
and to increase pressure on the organi-
zation and its members to the fullest 
extent possible. 

S. RES. 483 
At the request of Mr. ALEXANDER, the 

name of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. CORKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Res. 483, a resolution designating 
June 20, 2016, as ‘‘American Eagle Day’’ 
and celebrating the recovery and res-
toration of the bald eagle, the national 
symbol of the United States. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4067 
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 

the names of the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Ms. WARREN), the Senator 

from Virginia (Mr. KAINE), the Senator 
from Indiana (Mr. DONNELLY), the Sen-
ator from North Carolina (Mr. TILLIS), 
the Senator from Maine (Mr. KING), the 
Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. MAR-
KEY), the Senator from Colorado (Mr. 
BENNET) and the Senator from Michi-
gan (Mr. PETERS) were added as cospon-
sors of amendment No. 4067 intended to 
be proposed to S. 2943, an original bill 
to authorize appropriations for fiscal 
year 2017 for military activities of the 
Department of Defense, for military 
construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for 
such fiscal year, and for other pur-
poses. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4092 
At the request of Mr. SCHATZ, the 

name of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CORNYN) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 4092 intended to be pro-
posed to S. 2943, an original bill to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2017 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4118 
At the request of Mr. PERDUE, the 

name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
ISAKSON) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 4118 intended to be pro-
posed to S. 2943, an original bill to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2017 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4120 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 

name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. MANCHIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 4120 in-
tended to be proposed to S. 2943, an 
original bill to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2017 for military 
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4129 
At the request of Mr. GARDNER, the 

name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. BENNET) was added as a cosponsor 
of amendment No. 4129 intended to be 
proposed to S. 2943, an original bill to 
authorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2017 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4136 
At the request of Mr. HOEVEN, the 

name of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. ENZI) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 4136 intended to be pro-
posed to S. 2943, an original bill to au-

thorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2017 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4145 
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the 

name of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. BENNET) was added as a cosponsor 
of amendment No. 4145 intended to be 
proposed to S. 2943, an original bill to 
authorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2017 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4158 
At the request of Mr. BOOZMAN, the 

name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mrs. CAPITO) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 4158 in-
tended to be proposed to S. 2943, an 
original bill to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2017 for military 
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4215 
At the request of Mr. REID, the name 

of the Senator from New Jersey (Mr. 
MENENDEZ) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 4215 intended to be pro-
posed to S. 2943, an original bill to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2017 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4222 
At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, the 

name of the Senator from Maine (Ms. 
COLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 4222 intended to be pro-
posed to S. 2943, an original bill to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2017 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4241 
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 

name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 4241 in-
tended to be proposed to S. 2943, an 
original bill to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2017 for military 
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4253 
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, her 

name was added as a cosponsor of 
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amendment No. 4253 intended to be pro-
posed to S. 2943, an original bill to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2017 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4267 
At the request of Mr. COCHRAN, the 

names of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. INHOFE) and the Senator from 
Washington (Mrs. MURRAY) were added 
as cosponsors of amendment No. 4267 
intended to be proposed to S. 2943, an 
original bill to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2017 for military 
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4277 
At the request of Mr. LEE, the name 

of the Senator from Iowa (Mrs. ERNST) 
was added as a cosponsor of amend-
ment No. 4277 intended to be proposed 
to S. 2943, an original bill to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4310 
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 

the name of the Senator from Mary-
land (Ms. MIKULSKI) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 4310 in-
tended to be proposed to S. 2943, an 
original bill to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2017 for military 
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4325 
At the request of Mr. KIRK, the 

names of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. INHOFE) and the Senator from 
Utah (Mr. HATCH) were added as co-
sponsors of amendment No. 4325 in-
tended to be proposed to S. 2943, an 
original bill to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2017 for military 
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4333 
At the request of Mr. UDALL, the 

name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 4333 in-
tended to be proposed to S. 2943, an 
original bill to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2017 for military 
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-

ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4339 

At the request of Mr. CARPER, the 
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
PORTMAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 4339 intended to be pro-
posed to S. 2943, an original bill to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2017 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4343 

At the request of Mr. CASEY, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 4343 intended to be pro-
posed to S. 2943, an original bill to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2017 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4370 

At the request of Mr. KIRK, the 
names of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. INHOFE) and the Senator from 
Utah (Mr. HATCH) were added as co-
sponsors of amendment No. 4370 in-
tended to be proposed to S. 2943, an 
original bill to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2017 for military 
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4401 

At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the 
name of the Senator from New York 
(Mr. SCHUMER) was added as a cospon-
sor of amendment No. 4401 intended to 
be proposed to S. 2943, an original bill 
to authorize appropriations for fiscal 
year 2017 for military activities of the 
Department of Defense, for military 
construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for 
such fiscal year, and for other pur-
poses. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4410 

At the request of Mr. CARPER, the 
names of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN), the Senator from Missouri 
(Mrs. MCCASKILL), the Senator from Il-
linois (Mr. DURBIN), the Senator from 
Washington (Mrs. MURRAY), the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts (Ms. WARREN) 
and the Senator from Connecticut (Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL) were added as cosponsors 
of amendment No. 4410 intended to be 
proposed to S. 2943, an original bill to 
authorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2017 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4414 
At the request of Mr. KAINE, the 

name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 4414 intended to be pro-
posed to S. 2943, an original bill to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2017 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4424 
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 

name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of amendment No. 4424 intended to be 
proposed to S. 2943, an original bill to 
authorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2017 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4433 
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 

name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon-
sor of amendment No. 4433 intended to 
be proposed to S. 2943, an original bill 
to authorize appropriations for fiscal 
year 2017 for military activities of the 
Department of Defense, for military 
construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for 
such fiscal year, and for other pur-
poses. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4437 
At the request of Mrs. MCCASKILL, 

the name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. BLUNT) was added as a cosponsor 
of amendment No. 4437 intended to be 
proposed to S. 2943, an original bill to 
authorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2017 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4438 
At the request of Mr. SCHATZ, the 

names of the Senator from New York 
(Mr. SCHUMER) and the Senator from 
Hawaii (Ms. HIRONO) were added as co-
sponsors of amendment No. 4438 in-
tended to be proposed to S. 2943, an 
original bill to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2017 for military 
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4446 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 

name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 4446 in-
tended to be proposed to S. 2943, an 
original bill to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2017 for military 
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and 
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for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4448 
At the request of Mr. LEE, the names 

of the Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE) and the Senator from 
Delaware (Mr. COONS) were added as co-
sponsors of amendment No. 4448 in-
tended to be proposed to S. 2943, an 
original bill to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2017 for military 
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4452 
At the request of Mr. HEINRICH, the 

names of the Senator from New York 
(Mr. SCHUMER) and the Senator from 
Arkansas (Mr. BOOZMAN) were added as 
cosponsors of amendment No. 4452 in-
tended to be proposed to S. 2943, an 
original bill to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2017 for military 
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4456 
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 

name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. ROUNDS) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 4456 in-
tended to be proposed to S. 2943, an 
original bill to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2017 for military 
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4457 
At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 

names of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. FRANKEN) and the Senator from 
Rhode Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) were 
added as cosponsors of amendment No. 
4457 intended to be proposed to S. 2943, 
an original bill to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2017 for military 
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4483 
At the request of Mr. COTTON, the 

name of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. BARRASSO) was added as a cospon-
sor of amendment No. 4483 intended to 
be proposed to S. 2943, an original bill 
to authorize appropriations for fiscal 
year 2017 for military activities of the 
Department of Defense, for military 
construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for 
such fiscal year, and for other pur-
poses. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4502 
At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, the 

name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. REED) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 4502 intended to be pro-
posed to S. 2943, an original bill to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2017 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4504 
At the request of Mr. HOEVEN, the 

names of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. ENZI) and the Senator from Mon-
tana (Mr. DAINES) were added as co-
sponsors of amendment No. 4504 in-
tended to be proposed to S. 2943, an 
original bill to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2017 for military 
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4509 
At the request of Mr. NELSON, the 

names of the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. SESSIONS) and the Senator from 
Oklahoma (Mr. INHOFE) were added as 
cosponsors of amendment No. 4509 in-
tended to be proposed to S. 2943, an 
original bill to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2017 for military 
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4514 
At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 

name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 4514 intended to be pro-
posed to S. 2943, an original bill to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2017 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4517 
At the request of Mr. BURR, the name 

of the Senator from Delaware (Mr. 
CARPER) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 4517 intended to be pro-
posed to S. 2943, an original bill to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2017 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 4542 
At the request of Ms. HIRONO, the 

name of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. ROUNDS) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 4542 in-
tended to be proposed to S. 2943, an 
original bill to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2017 for military 

activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 4554. Mr. ISAKSON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 2943, to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2017 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 4555. Mr. LANKFORD submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 4556. Mr. COCHRAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 4557. Mr. PETERS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 4558. Mr. BENNET (for himself and Mr. 
HATCH) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill S. 2943, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4559. Mr. BURR (for himself, Mr. TILLIS, 
and Mr. NELSON) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill S. 
2943, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4560. Mr. COATS (for himself and Mr. 
RUBIO) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill S. 2943, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4561. Mr. BARRASSO (for himself, Mr. 
BLUNT, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. COT-
TON, Mr. CRUZ, Mr. DAINES, Mr. ENZI, Mr. 
INHOFE, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. 
ROBERTS, Mr. ROUNDS, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. TILLIS, 
Mr. VITTER, Mr. WICKER, Mr. LEE, Mr. COR-
NYN, and Mr. HATCH) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 4562. Mr. FLAKE (for himself, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. DURBIN, and Mr. CARDIN) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 2943, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4563. Mr. SCOTT submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 4564. Mr. CARPER (for himself and Mr. 
LEAHY) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill S. 2943, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4565. Mr. FRANKEN (for himself and 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill S. 
2943, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4566. Ms. HIRONO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the 
bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 4567. Ms. BALDWIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 4568. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 4569. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
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to the bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 4570. Mr. VITTER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 4571. Mr. MORAN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 4572. Mr. FLAKE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 4573. Ms. HEITKAMP submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 4574. Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for himself, 
Mr. MARKEY, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. COONS, Ms. 
HIRONO, Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, 
Mr. SANDERS, and Mr. BOOKER) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 4575. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 4576. Mr. TILLIS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 4577. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 4578. Ms. HIRONO (for herself and Mr. 
CORNYN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by her to the bill S. 2943, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4579. Mr. BENNET submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 4580. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 4581. Mr. SULLIVAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 4582. Ms. HIRONO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the 
bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 4583. Mr. REID (for Mr. WARNER (for 
himself and Mr. BLUNT)) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. 
REID to the bill S. 2943, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 4584. Mr. TESTER (for himself and Mr. 
ROUNDS) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 2943, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4585. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 4586. Mr. HELLER (for himself, Mr. 
REID, and Mrs. FEINSTEIN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 4587. Ms. COLLINS (for herself and Mr. 
MCCAIN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by her to the bill S. 2943, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4588. Mr. BOOZMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 4589. Mr. HEINRICH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 4590. Mrs. MCCASKILL (for herself and 
Mr. BLUNT) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill S. 
2943, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4591. Mr. REED submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 4592. Ms. HIRONO (for herself and Mr. 
ROUNDS) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by her to the bill S. 2943, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4593. Mr. LEE (for himself and Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 2943, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4594. Mr. GRAHAM (for himself and Mr. 
MCCAIN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 2943, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4595. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 4229 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill S. 
2943, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4596. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and Mr. 
SANDERS) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 2943, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 4597. Mrs. BOXER (for herself, Mrs. 
SHAHEEN, and Mr. MENENDEZ) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 4598. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 4599. Mr. PORTMAN (for himself and 
Mr. MURPHY) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill S. 
2943, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 4600. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

SA 4601. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 4602. Mr. UDALL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 4603. Mr. REID submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2943, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 4554. Mr. ISAKSON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle I of title X add the 
following: 
SEC. 1097. ADVANCING RESEARCH FOR NEURO-

LOGICAL DISEASES. 
Part P of title III of the Public Health 

Service Act (42 U.S.C. 280g et seq.) is amend-
ed by inserting after section 399S, the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘SEC. 399S-1. ADVANCING RESEARCH FOR NEU-

ROLOGICAL DISEASES. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may im-

prove the collection of epidemiological and 

surveillance data on neurological diseases 
(including, for purposes of this section, both 
neurological diseases and neurological condi-
tions), which may include the incorporation 
of such data into a registry, to facilitate re-
search and improve public health, including, 
as appropriate, by leveraging existing sur-
veillance activities and registries established 
under this Act. 

‘‘(b) CONTENT.—In carrying out subsection 
(a), the Secretary— 

‘‘(1) shall provide for the collection and 
storage of information to better describe the 
incidence and prevalence of neurological dis-
eases in the United States identified under 
paragraph (2); 

‘‘(2) shall initially identify and focus on up 
to five neurological diseases that available 
data indicate are the most prevalent or 
present a significant public health burden; 

‘‘(3) shall identify, build upon, leverage, 
and coordinate among existing data and sur-
veillance systems, surveys, registries, and 
other existing Federal public health and in-
frastructure wherever possible; 

‘‘(4) shall ensure that any neurological dis-
ease surveillance activities conducted pursu-
ant to this section, including any such reg-
istry, are designed in a manner that facili-
tates research on neurological diseases; 

‘‘(5) shall, to the extent practicable, pro-
vide for the collection and storage of infor-
mation relevant to the identified neuro-
logical diseases, such as— 

‘‘(A) demographics, such as age, race, eth-
nicity, sex, geographic location, and family 
history, and other information, as appro-
priate; 

‘‘(B) risk factors that may be associated 
with certain neurological diseases; and 

‘‘(C) diagnosis and progression markers; 
‘‘(6) may provide for the collection and 

storage of additional information relevant to 
analysis on neurological diseases, such as in-
formation regarding— 

‘‘(A) the natural history of the diseases; 
‘‘(B) the prevention, detection, manage-

ment, and treatments or treatment ap-
proaches for the diseases; and 

‘‘(C) the development of outcomes meas-
ures; and 

‘‘(7) may address issues identified during 
the consultation process described in sub-
section (c). 

‘‘(c) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out this 
section, the Secretary shall consult with ex-
perts, who may include— 

‘‘(1) epidemiologists with experience in dis-
ease surveillance or registries; 

‘‘(2) representatives of national and vol-
untary health associations that focus on 
neurological diseases and have demonstrated 
experience in research, care, or patient serv-
ices; 

‘‘(3) health information technology experts 
or other information management special-
ists; 

‘‘(4) clinicians with expertise in neuro-
logical diseases; and 

‘‘(5) research scientists with experience 
conducting translational research or uti-
lizing surveillance systems or registries for 
scientific research purposes. 

‘‘(d) GRANTS.—The Secretary may award 
grants to, or enter into contracts or coopera-
tive agreements with, public or private non-
profit entities to carry out activities under 
this section. 

‘‘(e) COORDINATION WITH OTHER FEDERAL 
AGENCIES.—Consistent with applicable pri-
vacy laws, the Secretary shall make infor-
mation and analysis pertaining to informa-
tion collected under this section available, 
as appropriate, to relevant Federal depart-
ments and agencies. 

‘‘(f) ACCESS FOR BIOMEDICAL RESEARCH.— 
The Secretary shall make data collected 
under this section available for purposes of 
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biomedical research as determined appro-
priate by the Secretary, to the extent per-
mitted by applicable laws, and in a manner 
that protects personal privacy. 

‘‘(g) REPORTS.— 
‘‘(1) INTERIM REPORT.—Not later than 1 

year after the date on which any registry is 
established and operational under this sec-
tion, the Secretary shall submit an interim 
report to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions of the Senate 
and the Committee on Energy and Commerce 
of the House of Representatives regarding 
aggregate information collected pursuant to 
this section and epidemiological analyses, as 
appropriate. Such report shall be posted on 
the Internet website of the Department of 
Health and Human Services and shall be up-
dated biennially thereafter. 

‘‘(2) IMPLEMENTATION REPORT.—Not later 
than 4 years after the date of the enactment 
of this section, the Secretary shall submit a 
report to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions of the Senate 
and the Committee on Energy and Commerce 
of the House of Representatives regarding 
the implementation of this section. Such re-
port shall include information on— 

‘‘(A) the development and maintenance of 
any means of collecting neurological disease 
surveillance information gathered pursuant 
to this section; 

‘‘(B) the type of information collected and 
stored; 

‘‘(C) the use and availability of such infor-
mation, including guidelines for such use; 
and 

‘‘(D) the use and coordination of databases 
that collect or maintain information on neu-
rological diseases.’’. 

SA 4555. Mr. LANKFORD submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A title VIII, add the 
following: 
SEC. 807. ENSURING TRANSPARENCY IN ACQUISI-

TION PROGRAMS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 

shall establish and implement a policy that 
will ensure the acquisition programs of 
major systems establish cost, schedule, and 
performance goals at the onset of the pro-
gram. The policy shall also ensure that ac-
quisition programs of major systems report 
on the original cost, schedule, and perform-
ance goals throughout the program to ensure 
transparency. 

(b) MAJOR SYSTEM DEFINED.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘major system’’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 2302d of 
title 10, United States Code. 

SA 4556. Mr. COCHRAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 775, between lines 19 and 20, insert 
the following: 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 60 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 

Secretary of Defense shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees a report on 
counter-drug activities and activities to 
counter transnational organized crime under 
section 384 of title 10, United States Code (as 
added by subsection (a)). The report shall in-
clude the following: 

(1) A description of the manner in which 
counter-drug activities under that section 
will be coordinated with Governors, the Na-
tional Guard Bureau, and State law enforce-
ment agencies, including coordination with 
counterdrug activities conducted under the 
control of the Governors. 

(2) A description of the manner in which 
notice will be given to Governors on all 
counter-drug activities and activities to 
counter transnational organized crime of the 
Department of Defense under that section 
that are conducted within the borders of the 
States. 

(3) A description of the manner in which 
information gathered on and during activi-
ties to counter transnational organized 
crime under that section will be shared with 
State, local, and tribal authorities and law 
enforcement agencies. 

(4) A description of the manner in which 
activities under that section will be coordi-
nated with activities under the National 
Guard Counterdrug Program under section 
112 of title 32, United States Code, including 
mission planning, information analysis, and 
funding. 

(5) A description of the manner in which 
the National Guard will be integrated into 
the provision of support to other agencies as 
described in subsections (a), (b), and (g) of 
such section 384. 

(6) The execution policy of the Department 
of Defense for section 1206 of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 
1990 and 1991 (10 U.S.C. 124 note), include a 
revised definition for the term ‘‘drug-inter-
diction action’’ for purposes of subsection (c) 
of that section. 

(7) In coordination with the Chief of the 
National Guard Bureau, a description of the 
manner in which the five regional National 
Guard Counter-drug Training Centers will be 
used to provide and supplement valid mili-
tary training or operations (including train-
ing exercises) referred to in subsections (b)(5) 
and (g) of such section 384, including a de-
scription of the savings to be achieved. 

SA 4557. Mr. PETERS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

In the funding table in section 4101, in the 
item relating to Hi Mob Multi-Purp Whld 
Veh (HMMWV), strike the amount in the 
Senate authorized column and insert 
‘‘$26,000’’. 

In the funding table in section 4101, in the 
item relating to Generators and Associated 
Equip, strike the amount in the Senate au-
thorized column and insert ‘‘$108,266’’. 

SA 4558. Mr. BENNET (for himself 
and Mr. HATCH) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 2943, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2017 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-

ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title V, add the 
following: 
SEC. 565. STUDY ON CREDIT FOR PRIOR LEARN-

ING OBTAINED THROUGH MILITARY 
SERVICE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense, 
in consultation with the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs, the Secretary of Education, in-
stitutions of higher education, accrediting 
agencies or associations, State higher edu-
cation agencies, and veterans service organi-
zations, shall study, and disseminate best 
practices and information about, processes 
(including associated costs, methods, and ap-
proaches) used by institutions of higher edu-
cation and other organizations to evaluate 
or award academic credit for prior learning 
obtained through military service, including 
processes, methods, and approaches to en-
sure academic quality and integrity in eval-
uating and awarding such credit. 

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed to require an 
institution of higher education to adopt or 
adhere to a particular process, method, or 
approach for evaluating or awarding aca-
demic credit as a condition for receiving tui-
tion assistance or any other Federal edu-
cational benefit provided to servicemembers 
or students. 

SA 4559. Mr. BURR (for himself, Mr. 
TILLIS, and Mr. NELSON) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle I of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1097. REVIEW OF ILLNESSES AND CONDI-

TIONS RELATING TO VETERANS STA-
TIONED AT CAMP LEJEUNE, NORTH 
CAROLINA AND THEIR FAMILY MEM-
BERS. 

(a) REVIEW AND PUBLICATION OF ILLNESS OR 
CONDITION.—Part P of title III of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 280g et seq.) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 399V–6. REVIEW AND PUBLICATION OF ILL-

NESSES AND CONDITIONS. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Consistent with section 

104(i) of the Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation, and Liability Act 
of 1980, not later than 1 year after the date 
of enactment of this section, and not less fre-
quently than once every 3 years thereafter, 
the Secretary, acting through the Adminis-
trator of the Agency for Toxic Substances 
and Disease Registry, shall— 

‘‘(1)(A) review the scientific literature rel-
evant to the relationship between the em-
ployment or residence of individuals at 
Camp Lejeune, North Carolina for not fewer 
than 30 days during the period beginning on 
August 1, 1953, and ending on December 21, 
1987, and specific illnesses or conditions in-
curred by those individuals; 

‘‘(B) determine each illness or condition 
for which there is evidence that exposure to 
a toxic substance at Camp Lejeune, North 
Carolina, during the period specific in sub-
paragraph (A) may be a cause of the illness 
or condition; and 

‘‘(C) with respect to each illness or condi-
tion for which a determination has been 
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made under subparagraph (B), categorize the 
evidence of the connection of the illness or 
condition to exposure described in that sub-
paragraph as— 

‘‘(i) sufficient to conclude with reasonable 
confidence that the exposure is a cause of 
the illness or condition; 

‘‘(ii) modest supporting causation, but not 
sufficient to conclude with reasonable con-
fidence that exposure is a cause of the illness 
or condition; or 

‘‘(iii) no more than limited supporting cau-
sation; 

‘‘(2) publish in the Federal Register and on 
the Internet website of the Department of 
Health and Human Services— 

‘‘(A) a list of each illness or condition for 
which a determination has been made under 
paragraph (1)(B), including the categoriza-
tion of the evidence of causal connection re-
lating to the illness or condition under para-
graph (1)(C); and 

‘‘(B) the bibliographic citations for all lit-
erature reviewed under paragraph (1) for 
each illness or condition listed under such 
paragraph; and 

‘‘(3) update the list under paragraph (2), as 
applicable, to add an illness or condition for 
which a determination has been made under 
paragraph (1)(B), including the categoriza-
tion of the evidence of causal connection re-
lating to the illness or condition under para-
graph (1)(C), since such list was last updated 
consistent with the requirements of this sub-
section.’’. 

(b) ELIGIBILITY FOR HEALTH CARE FROM DE-
PARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1710(e)(1)(F) of 
title 38, United States Code, is amended— 

(A) by redesignating clauses (i) through 
(xv) as subclauses (I) through (XV), respec-
tively; 

(B) by striking ‘‘(F) Subject to’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘(F)(i) Subject to’’; 

(C) by striking ‘‘any of the following’’ and 
inserting ‘‘any of the illnesses or conditions 
for which the evidence of connection of the 
illness or condition to exposure to a toxic 
substance at Camp Lejeune, North Carolina, 
during such period is categorized as suffi-
cient or modest in the most recent list pub-
lished under section 399V–6(a)(2) of the Pub-
lic Health Service Act, which may include 
any of the following’’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following new 
clause: 

‘‘(ii) For the purposes of ensuring continu-
ation of care, any veteran who has been fur-
nished hospital care or medical services 
under this subparagraph for an illness or 
condition shall remain eligible for hospital 
care or medical services for such illness or 
condition notwithstanding that the evidence 
of connection of such illness or condition to 
exposure to a toxic substance at Camp 
Lejeune, North Carolina, during the period 
described in clause (i) is not categorized as 
sufficient or modest in the most recent list 
published under section 399V-6(a)(2) of the 
Public Health Service Act.’’. 

(2) FAMILY MEMBERS.—Section 1787 of such 
title is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(c) CONTINUATION OF CARE.—For the pur-
poses of ensuring continuation of care, any 
individual who has been furnished hospital 
care or medical services under this section 
for an illness or condition shall remain eligi-
ble for hospital care or medical services for 
such illness or condition notwithstanding 
that the illness or condition is no longer de-
scribed in section 1710(e)(1)(F) of this title.’’. 

(3) TRANSFER OF AMOUNTS FOR PROGRAM.— 
Notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
for each of fiscal years 2017 and 2018, the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs shall transfer 
$2,000,000 from amounts made available to 
the Department of Veterans Affairs for med-

ical support and compliance to the Chief 
Business Office and Financial Services Cen-
ter of the Department to be used to continue 
building and enhancing the claims proc-
essing system, eligibility system, and web 
portal for the Camp Lejeune Family Member 
Program of the Department. 

SA 4560. Mr. COATS (for himself and 
Mr. RUBIO) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2943, to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal year 2017 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for 
military construction, and for defense 
activities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

After section 1243, insert the following: 
SEC. 1243A. AUTHORITY FOR MILITARY PER-

SONNEL OF TAIWAN TO WEAR MILI-
TARY UNIFORMS OF TAIWAN WHILE 
IN THE UNITED STATES. 

Members of the military forces of Taiwan 
who are wearing an authorized uniform of 
such military forces in accordance with ap-
plicable authorities of Taiwan are hereby au-
thorized to wear such uniforms while in the 
United States. 
SEC. 1243B. GRANT OF OBSERVER STATUS TO 

THE MILITARY FORCES OF TAIWAN 
AT RIM OF THE PACIFIC EXERCISES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 
shall grant observer status to the military 
forces of Taiwan in any maritime exercise 
known as the Rim of the Pacific Exercise. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section takes 
effect on the date of the enactment of this 
Act, and applies with respect to any mari-
time exercise described in subsection (a) that 
begins on or after such date. 

SA 4561. Mr. BARRASSO (for him-
self, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mrs. 
CAPITO, Mr. COTTON, Mr. CRUZ, Mr. 
DAINES, Mr. ENZI, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. 
ISAKSON, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. ROBERTS, 
Mr. ROUNDS, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. TILLIS, Mr. 
VITTER, Mr. WICKER, Mr. LEE, Mr. COR-
NYN, and Mr. HATCH) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle H of title XII, add 
the following: 
SEC. 1277. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON RELATION-

SHIP BETWEEN ISRAEL AND THE 
PALESTINIANS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) The United States Government has a 
longstanding position that a peaceful resolu-
tion of the conflict between Israel and the 
Palestinians can only be achieved through 
direct negotiations between the two parties. 

(2) The Palestinians have been pursuing a 
strategy to seek recognition of a Palestinian 
state through the United Nations, the United 
Nations specialized agencies, and the United 
Nations affiliated organizations. 

(3) On March 17, 2016, the ‘‘State of Pal-
estine’’ became a party to the United Na-
tions Framework Convention on Climate 
Change (UNFCCC) as its 197th member. 

(4) Section 414 of the Foreign Relations Au-
thorization Act, Fiscal Years 1990 and 1991 

(Public Law 101–246; 22 U.S.C. 287e note) 
states the following: ‘‘No funds authorized to 
be appropriated by this Act or any other Act 
shall be available for the United Nations or 
any specialized agency thereof which accords 
the Palestine Liberation Organization the 
same standing as member states.’’ 

(5) Section 410 of the Foreign Relations Au-
thorization Act, Fiscal Years 1994 and 1995 
(Public Law 103–236; 22 U.S.C. 287e note) 
states the following: ‘‘The United States 
shall not make any voluntary or assessed 
contribution: (1) to any affiliated organiza-
tion of the United Nations which grants full 
membership as a state to any organization 
or group that does not have the internation-
ally recognized attributes of statehood, or (2) 
to the United Nations, if the United Nations 
grants full membership as a state in the 
United Nations to any organization or group 
that does not have the internationally recog-
nized attributes of statehood, during any pe-
riod in which such membership is effective.’’ 

(6) The provisions described in paragraphs 
(4) and (5) may not be waived. 

(7) The administration of President Barack 
Obama has asserted that those provisions do 
not apply to the UNFCCC because, according 
to Department of State spokesman John 
Kirby, ‘‘The UNFCCC is a treaty, and the 
Palestinians’ purported accession does not 
involve their becoming members of any U.N. 
specialized agency or, indeed, any inter-
national organization.’’ 

(8) Treaties can create international orga-
nizations, as demonstrated by the case of the 
Charter of the United Nations, which is a 
treaty that created the United Nations orga-
nization. 

(9) Current United States law often treats 
entities created by international treaties as 
international organizations, such as the 
International Organizations Immunity Act 
(Public Law 79–291), under which the Execu-
tive branch has designated the International 
Boundary and Water Commission of the 
United States and Mexico, which was created 
by United States and Mexico international 
boundary treaties to assist in their imple-
mentation. 

(10) The UNFCCC established an inter-
national organization based in Bonn, Ger-
many that employs approximately 500 people 
from over 100 countries and has an annual 
budget in excess of $60,000,000. 

(11) The operating entities of the UNFCCC 
constitute an ‘‘affiliated organization of the 
United Nations’’ in that the UNFCCC Secre-
tariat is connected and linked to the United 
Nations in many ways, including the fol-
lowing: 

(A) The United Nations Secretary-General 
appoints the executive secretary of the 
UNFCCC secretariat. 

(B) At the first Conference of the Parties, 
the UNFCCC decided that its secretariat 
‘‘shall be institutionally linked to the 
United Nations’’. According to the UNFCCC 
website, it remains ‘‘institutionally linked’’ 
today. 

(C) The United Nations serves as Deposi-
tory for the UNFCCC, the Kyoto Protocol, 
and the Paris Agreement. 

(D) The proposed budget of the United Na-
tions for the biennium 2016–2017 supports the 
UNFCCC. 

(E) The United Nations Campus in Bonn, 
Germany houses the UNFCCC secretariat, 
which the United Nations lists as one of 18 
organizations that represent it and that are 
part of the ‘‘United Nations presence’’ in 
Bonn. 

(F) The UNFCCC secretariat is subject to 
United Nations rules and regulations regard-
ing procurement and other matters. 

(G) The UNFCCC secretariat supports what 
it describes as the ‘‘largest annual United 
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Nations conference,’’ which is the Conference 
of Parties. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—Congress— 
(1) reaffirms its longstanding position that 

the only true and lasting path to resolving 
the Israeli-Palestinian conflict is through di-
rect negotiations between Israel and the Pal-
estinians; 

(2) reiterates its strong opposition to any 
attempt to establish or seek recognition of a 
Palestinian state outside of an agreement 
negotiated between leaders in Israel and the 
Palestinians; 

(3) strongly opposes the unilateral actions 
of the Palestinians to seek statehood rec-
ognition through the United Nations, United 
Nations specialized agencies, United Nations 
affiliated organizations, and United Nations 
treaties, conventions, and agreements; 

(4) calls on the President to hold the Pal-
estinians accountable for their actions to un-
dermine and circumvent the peace process; 

(5) strongly supports the prohibition on 
United States funding going to any United 
Nations affiliated organization that grants 
full membership as a state to any organiza-
tion or group that does not have the inter-
nationally recognized attributes of state-
hood; and 

(6) reaffirms that, under United States law, 
the United States is prohibited from making 
any disbursements of United States funds to 
the UNFCCC secretariat, the Green Climate 
Fund, the Conference of the Parties, and the 
Conference of the Parties serving as the 
meeting of the Parties to the Kyoto Protocol 
after the ‘‘State of Palestine’’ was allowed to 
become a full member of the UNFCCC. 

SA 4562. Mr. FLAKE (for himself, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. DURBIN, and Mr. CARDIN) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill S. 2943, 
to authorize appropriations for fiscal 
year 2017 for military activities of the 
Department of Defense, for military 
construction, and for defense activities 
of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for 
such fiscal year, and for other pur-
poses; which was ordered to lie on the 
table; as follows: 

On page 1016, strike lines 1 through 4 and 
insert the following: 

(b) EXCEPTION.—The prohibition under sub-
section (a) shall not apply— 

(1) to any joint or multilateral exercise, 
operation, or related security conference 
that is related to humanitarian assistance, 
disaster prevention and response, the secu-
rity and management of facilities at Guanta-
namo Bay, freedom of navigation and mari-
time security, air traffic safety and control, 
search and rescue, or counter-narcotics; 

(2) if the Secretary determines and reports 
to the appropriate congressional committees 
that such prohibition is contrary to security 
interests of the United States or of any of 
our regional allies; or 

(3) to any funding appropriated for a fiscal 
year other than fiscal year 2017. 

SA 4563. Mr. SCOTT submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title VIII, add 
the following: 

SEC. 869. DEFINITION OF COMMERCIAL ITEMS. 
(a) AMENDMENTS TO DEFINITION.—Section 

103 of title 41, United States Code, is amend-
ed— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘customarily’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘; and’’ and inserting ‘‘; 

or’’; and 
(B) in subparagraph (B), by inserting ‘‘is of 

a type that’’ before ‘‘has been sold’’; and 
(2) in paragraph (3)(B), by inserting ‘‘, and 

the item retains a predominance or prepon-
derance of nongovernmental functions or es-
sential physical characteristics’’ after ‘‘re-
quirements’’. 

(b) RELATIONSHIP TO CERTAIN TITLE 10 PRO-
VISIONS.—This section, and the amendments 
made by this section, shall not be construed 
as affecting— 

(1) the meaning of the term ‘‘commercial 
item’’ under subsection (a)(5) of section 2464 
of title 10, United States Code, or any re-
quirement under subsection (a)(3) or sub-
section (c) of such section; 

(2) the percentage limitation under sub-
section (a) of section 2466 of such title; or 

(3) the definition of ‘‘depot-level mainte-
nance and repair’’ under subsection (a) of 
section 2460 of title 10, United States Code, 
or the installation of parts as described 
under subsection (b)(2) of such section. 

SA 4564. Mr. CARPER (for himself 
and Mr. LEAHY) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 2943, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2017 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle I of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1097. ACTIVE SHOOTER AND MASS CAS-

UALTY INCIDENT RESPONSE ASSIST-
ANCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Home-
land Security, in consultation with the At-
torney General and other Federal agencies as 
appropriate, shall develop and make avail-
able to State, local, tribal, territorial, pri-
vate sector, and nongovernmental partners 
guidance to assist in the development of re-
sponse plans for active shooter and mass cas-
ualty incidents in publicly accessible spaces, 
including facilities that have been identified 
by the Department of Homeland Security as 
potentially vulnerable targets. 

(b) TYPES OF PLANS.—A response plan de-
veloped under subsection (a) with respect to 
a publicly accessible space may include the 
following elements: 

(1) A strategy for evacuating and providing 
care to persons inside the publicly accessible 
space, with consideration given to the needs 
of persons with disabilities. 

(2) A plan for establishing a unified com-
mand, including identification of staging 
areas for law enforcement, fire response, and 
medical personnel. 

(3) A schedule for regular testing of equip-
ment used to receive communications during 
an emergency. 

(4) An evaluation of how communications 
placed by persons inside a publicly accessible 
space will reach police and other emergency 
response personnel in an expeditious manner. 

(5) A practiced method and plan to commu-
nicate with occupants of the publicly acces-
sible space. 

(6) A practiced method and plan to commu-
nicate with the surrounding community re-

garding the incident and the needs of Fed-
eral, State, and local officials. 

(7) A plan for coordinating with volunteer 
organizations to expedite assistance for vic-
tims. 

(8) To the extent practicable, a projected 
maximum time frame for law enforcement 
response to active shooters, acts of ter-
rorism, and incidents that target the pub-
licly accessible space. 

(9) A schedule for joint exercises and train-
ing. 

SA 4565. Mr. FRANKEN (for himself 
and Ms. KLOBUCHAR) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title V, add the 
following: 
SEC. 526. CERTAIN BENEFITS IN CONNECTION 

WITH SERVICE IN THE SELECTED 
RESERVE FOR PREPLANNED MIS-
SIONS IN SUPPORT OF COMBATANT 
COMMANDS. 

(a) TRICARE BENEFITS BEFORE DEPLOY-
MENT.—Section 1074(d)(2) of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘, or 
under section 12304b of this title,’’ after ‘‘sec-
tion 101(a)(13)(B) of this title’’. 

(b) TRANSITIONAL HEALTH BENEFITS FOL-
LOWING DEMOBILIZATION.—Section 1145(a)(2) 
of such title is amended by adding at the end 
the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(G) A member who is separated from ac-
tive duty after a period on active duty in ex-
cess of 30 days under an order to active duty 
under section 12304a or 12304b of this title.’’. 

(c) REDUCED ELIGIBILITY AGE FOR RECEIPT 
OF NON-REGULAR SERVICE RETIRED PAY.— 
Section 12731(f)(2)(B) of such title is amend-
ed— 

(1) by redesignating clauses (iii) and (iv) as 
clauses (iv) and (v), respectively; 

(2) by inserting after clause (ii) the fol-
lowing new clause (iii): 

‘‘(iii) Service on active duty described in 
this subparagraph is also service on active 
duty after the date of the enactment of this 
clause under an order to active duty under 
section 12304b of this title.’’; and 

(3) in clause (iv), as redesignated by para-
graph (1), by inserting ‘‘or (iii)’’ after ‘‘or in 
clause (ii)’’. 

(d) POST-9/11 EDUCATIONAL ASSISTANCE.— 
Section 3301(1)(B) of title 38, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘12302, or 
12304’’ and inserting ‘‘12302, 12304, or 12304b’’. 

(e) RETROACTIVE EFFECTIVE DATE.—The 
amendments made by this section shall take 
effect on December 31, 2011. 

SA 4566. Ms. HIRONO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title XVI, add 
the following: 
SEC. 1622. MARITIME INTELLIGENCE, SURVEIL-

LANCE, AND RECONNAISSANCE CA-
PABILITIES FOR THE NAVY. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings: 
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(1) The Navy is on the verge of deploying 

the Triton unmanned aircraft system (UAS) 
to the fleet. 

(2) The Triton system performs maritime 
intelligence, surveillance, and reconnais-
sance (ISR) missions. 

(3) The Air Force has already deployed a 
number of Global Hawk remotely piloted air-
craft (RPA), from which the Triton system is 
derived. 

(4) The Navy should acquire maritime in-
telligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance 
capabilities in an economical manner. 

(5) If the Navy determines that the mari-
time intelligence, surveillance, and recon-
naissance capabilities currently planned for 
the Triton system at initial operating capa-
bility are not sufficient to meet its emerging 
needs for such capabilities, the Navy should 
consider using off-the-shelf technologies to 
fill such needs. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of the Navy shall submit to the 
congressional defense committees a report 
setting forth the following: 

(1) An assessment of emerging threats for 
which maritime intelligence, surveillance, 
and reconnaissance capabilities are a re-
quirement. 

(2) A description of the plans of the Navy 
plans to obtain such capabilities to address 
that requirement. 

SA 4567. Ms. BALDWIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

Strike section 5102 and insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 5102. CLARIFICATION OF PERSONS SUBJECT 

TO UCMJ WHILE ON INACTIVE-DUTY 
TRAINING. 

Paragraph (3) of section 802(a) of title 10, 
United States Code (article 2(a) of the Uni-
form Code of Military Justice), is amended 
to read as follows: 

‘‘(3)(A) Members of the Army National 
Guard of the United States and the Air Na-
tional Guard of the United States, but only 
when serving on active duty. 

‘‘(B) Members of a reserve component, 
other than the Army National Guard of the 
United States or the Air National Guard of 
the Unites States, while on inactive-duty 
training and during any of the periods speci-
fied in subparagraph (C). 

‘‘(C) The periods referred to in subpara-
graph (B) are the following: 

‘‘(i) Travel to and from the inactive-duty 
training site of the member, pursuant to or-
ders or regulations. 

‘‘(ii) Intervals between consecutive periods 
of inactive-duty training on the same day, 
pursuant to orders or regulations. 

‘‘(iii) Intervals between inactive-duty 
training on consecutive days, pursuant to or-
ders or regulations.’’. 

SA 4568. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 

year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle I of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1097. BASIC ALLOWANCE FOR HOUSING AND 

CERTAIN FEDERAL BENEFITS. 
(a) EXCLUSION.—Section 403(k) of title 37, 

United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(4) In determining eligibility to partici-
pate in the supplemental nutrition assist-
ance program established under the Food 
and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2011 et 
seq.) and the Family Subsistence Supple-
mental Allowance program, the value of a 
housing allowance under this section shall be 
excluded from any calculation of income, as-
sets, or resources.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 5(d) 
of the Food and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 
U.S.C. 2014(d)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (18), by striking ‘‘; and’’ 
and inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in paragraph (19)(B), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(20) any allowance described in section 

403(k)(4) of title 37, United States Code.’’. 

SA 4569. Mrs. MURRAY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 445, strike lines 1 through 8 and in-
sert the following: 
SEC. 757. REIMBURSEMENT BY DEPARTMENT OF 

DEFENSE TO ENTITIES CARRYING 
OUT STATE VACCINATION PRO-
GRAMS FOR COSTS OF VACCINES 
PROVIDED TO COVERED BENE-
FICIARIES. 

(a) REIMBURSEMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 

shall reimburse an amount determined under 
para- 

SA 4570. Mr. VITTER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title V, add the 
following: 
SEC. 538. MODIFICATION OF DISCRETIONARY AU-

THORITY TO AUTHORIZE CERTAIN 
ENLISTMENTS IN THE ARMED 
FORCES. 

Section 504(b)(2) of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘if the Sec-
retary’’ and all that follows and inserting 
‘‘if— 

‘‘(A) the person is an alien who was in-
spected and admitted at the time of entry 
into the United States, has been in a lawful 
immigration status (except temporary pro-
tected status under section 244 of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1254a)) 
continually for a period of at least five years 
since the time of admission, and has not vio-
lated any of the terms or conditions of such 
status; and 

‘‘(B) the Secretary determines that such 
enlistment is vital to the national interest.’’. 

SA 4571. Mr. MORAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title XXVIII, 
insert the following: 

SEC. 28ll. ENVIRONMENTAL REMEDIATION, EX-
PLOSIVES CLEANUP, AND SITE RES-
TORATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—As part of any land con-
veyance by the Army to a public or private 
entity, the Secretary of the Army shall 
carry out under section 2701 of title 10, 
United States Code, the activities described 
in subsection (b). 

(b) ENVIRONMENTAL REMEDIATION, EXPLO-
SIVES CLEANUP, AND SITE RESTORATION AC-
TIVITIES.—The activities described in this 
subsection are— 

(1) environmental remediation activities, 
including— 

(A) any corrective action required under a 
permit issued by the State in which the 
property is located pursuant to the Solid 
Waste Disposal Act (42 U.S.C. 6901 et seq.) re-
lating to the property; 

(B) any activity to be carried out by the 
entity pursuant to a consent agreement (in-
cluding any amendments) between the entity 
and the State in which the property is lo-
cated regarding Army activities at the prop-
erty; 

(C) the abatement of any potential explo-
sive and ordnance conditions on the prop-
erty; 

(D) the demolition, abatement, removal, 
and disposal of any structure containing as-
bestos and lead-based paint, including the 
foundations, footing, and slabs of the struc-
ture, together with backfilling and seeding; 

(E) the removal and disposal of any soil 
that contains a quantity of pesticide in ex-
cess of the standard of the State in which 
the property is located, together with back-
filling and seeding; 

(F) the design, construction, closure, and 
post-closure of any solid waste landfill facil-
ity permitted by the State in which the 
property is located pursuant to the delegated 
authority of the State under the Solid Waste 
Disposal Act (42 U.S.C. 6901 et seq.) to ac-
commodate the consolidation of any existing 
landfills on the property and future require-
ments; 

(G) lime sludge removal, disposal, and 
backfilling relating to any water treatment 
plant; 

(H) the closure of any septic tank on the 
property; and 

(I) any financial assurance required in con-
nection with the activities described in this 
paragraph; and 

(2) site restoration activities, including— 
(A) the collection and disposal of any solid 

waste that was present on the property be-
fore the date on which the Army conveys the 
land to the entity; 

(B) the removal of any improvement to the 
property that was present on the property 
before the date on which the Army conveys 
the land to the entity, including roads, sew-
ers, gas lines, poles, ballast, structures, 
slabs, footings, and foundations, together 
with backfilling and seeding; 

(C) any impediments to redevelopment of 
the property arising from the use of the 
property by, or on behalf of, the Army or any 
contractor of the Army; 
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(D) any financial assurance required in 

connection with the activities described in 
this paragraph; and 

(E) payment of the legal, environmental, 
and engineering costs incurred by the entity 
for the analysis of the work necessary to 
complete the environmental remediation. 

SA 4572. Mr. FLAKE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title V, add the 
following: 
SEC. 565. CONSOLIDATION OF FINANCIAL LIT-

ERACY PROGRAMS AND TRAINING 
FOR MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES. 

(a) PLAN REQUIRED.—Not later than one 
year after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to 
the Committees on Armed Services of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives a 
report setting forth a plan for the consolida-
tion of the current financial literacy train-
ing programs of the Department of Defense 
and the military departments for members of 
the Armed Forces into ‘‘a coordinated and 
comprehensive’’ program of financial lit-
eracy training for members that— 

(1) eliminates duplication and costs in the 
provision of financial literacy training to 
members; and 

(2) ensures that members receive effective 
training in financial literacy in as few train-
ing sessions as is necessary for the receipt of 
effective training. 

(b) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Secretary of De-
fense and the Secretaries of the military de-
partments shall commence implementation 
of the plan required by subsection (a) 90 days 
after the date of the submittal of the plan as 
required by that subsection. 

SA 4573. Ms. HEITKAMP submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill S. 2943, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 809, after line 24, add the fol-
lowing: 

(5) a description of installations from 
which the Armed Forces may conduct com-
munications and domain awareness activi-
ties in support of Arctic security missions; 
and 

(6) a description of efforts to promote mili-
tary-to-military cooperation with partner 
countries that have mutual security inter-
ests in the Arctic region, including opportu-
nities for sharing installations and mainte-
nance facilities to enhance domain aware-
ness in the Arctic region. 

On page 810, between lines 16 and 17, insert 
the following: 

(f) OTHER INSTALLATIONS.—Nothing in this 
section may be construed to limit the au-
thority of the Department of Defense to use 
existing infrastructure in support of Arctic 
domain awareness or to pursue military-to- 
military cooperation with partner countries 
that have mutual security interests in the 

Arctic region, including opportunities for 
sharing installations and maintenance facili-
ties to enhance domain awareness in the 
Arctic region. 

SA 4574. Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for him-
self, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. 
COONS, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. 
WYDEN, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. SANDERS, and Mr. 
BOOKER) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 2943, to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal year 2017 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for 
military construction, and for defense 
activities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle I of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1097. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING THE 

NEED TO ADDRESS THE NATIONAL 
SECURITY IMPLICATIONS OF CLI-
MATE CHANGE. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
(1) the 2014 Quadrennial Defense Review 

concluded that— 
(A) ‘‘[t]he impacts of climate change may 

increase the frequency, scale, and com-
plexity of future missions, including defense 
support to civil authorities, while at the 
same time undermining the capacity of our 
domestic installations to support training 
activities’’; and 

(B) the effects of climate change on severe 
weather, sea levels, and availability of fresh 
water represent ‘‘threat multipliers that will 
aggravate stressors abroad such as poverty, 
environmental degradation, political insta-
bility, and social tensions – conditions that 
can enable terrorist activity and other forms 
of violence’’; 

(2) in the foreword to the 2014 Department 
of Defense Climate Change Adaptation Road-
map, former Secretary of Defense Chuck 
Hagel wrote that climate change ‘‘has the 
potential to exacerbate many of the chal-
lenges we are dealing with today – from in-
fectious disease to terrorism. . . . Rising 
global temperatures, changing precipitation 
patterns, climbing sea levels, and more ex-
treme weather events will intensify the chal-
lenges of global instability, hunger, poverty, 
and conflict’’; 

(3) the 2014 Climate Change Adaptation 
Roadmap— 

(A) found that the effects of climate 
change could cause instability around the 
world ‘‘by impairing access to food and 
water, damaging infrastructure, spreading 
disease, uprooting and displacing large num-
bers of people, compelling mass migration, 
interrupting commercial activity, or re-
stricting electricity availability’’; and 

(B) judged that ‘‘these developments could 
undermine already-fragile governments that 
are unable to respond effectively or chal-
lenge currently-stable governments, as well 
as increasing competition and tension be-
tween countries vying for limited re-
sources’’; 

(4) the 2015 National Security Strategy 
states that ‘‘climate change is an urgent and 
growing threat to our national security, con-
tributing to increased natural disasters, ref-
ugee flows, and conflicts over basic resources 
like food and water’’; 

(5) the 2015 Quadrennial Diplomacy and De-
velopment Review asserts that ‘‘climate 
change exacerbates our greatest 
vulnerabilities’’; 

(6) the 2013 Department of Homeland Secu-
rity Climate Action Plan notes that— 

(A) some weather effects related to climate 
change, such as warmer temperatures and in-
creasingly severe storms, ‘‘may cause dam-
age or disruptions to telecommunications 
and power systems, creating challenges for 
telecommunications infrastructure, emer-
gency communications, and cybersecurity’’; 

(B) ‘‘more extreme weather conditions in 
parts of the world with limited ability to 
provide state aid create opportunities for 
militant groups to become active in their 
communities’’; and 

(C) ‘‘[c]limate change acts as a ‘threat 
multiplier,’ aggravating stressors abroad 
such as poverty, environmental degradation, 
and social tensions, resulting in conditions 
that could enable terrorist activity and vio-
lence’’; 

(7) in February 2016, the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence, James Clapper, testified 
before the Committee on Armed Services of 
the Senate that— 

(A) ‘‘[e]xtreme weather, climate change, 
environmental degradation, related rising 
demand for food and water, poor policy re-
sponses, and inadequate critical infrastruc-
ture will probably exacerbate—and poten-
tially spark—political instability, adverse 
health conditions, and humanitarian crises 
in 2016’’; and 

(B) ‘‘[s]everal of these developments, espe-
cially those in the Middle East, suggest that 
environmental degradation might become a 
more common source for interstate ten-
sions’’; 

(8) Department of Defense Directive 4715.21 
entitled ‘‘Climate Change Adaptation and 
Resilience’’ and promulgated in January 2016 
states that— 

(A) as a matter of policy, the Department 
of Defense ‘‘must be able to adapt current 
and future operations to address the impacts 
of climate change in order to maintain an ef-
fective and efficient U.S. military’’; and 

(B) all Department of Defense mission 
planning and execution must— 

(i) include ‘‘identification and assessment 
of the effects of climate change on the DoD 
mission’’; 

(ii) take ‘‘those effects into consideration 
when developing plans and implementing 
procedures’’; and 

(iii) anticipate and manage ‘‘any risks that 
develop as a result of climate change to 
build resilience’’; 

(9) in the 2015 report to Congress entitled 
‘‘National Security Implications of Climate- 
Related Risks and a Changing Climate’’, the 
Secretary of Defense— 

(A) acknowledged ‘‘the reality of climate 
change and the significant risk it poses to 
U.S. interests globally’’; and 

(B) recognized that— 
(i) ‘‘[a] changing climate increases the risk 

of instability and conflict overseas, and has 
implications for DoD on operations, per-
sonnel, installations, and the stability, de-
velopment, and human security of other na-
tions’’; and 

(ii) ‘‘[g]lobal climate change will have 
wide-ranging implications for U.S. national 
security interests over the foreseeable future 
because it will aggravate existing problems— 
such as poverty, social tensions, environ-
mental degradation, ineffectual leadership, 
and weak political institutions—that threat-
en domestic stability in a number of coun-
tries’’; and 

(10) leading United States national secu-
rity experts from both major political par-
ties, including 12 former Senators and Rep-
resentatives, 10 retired generals and admi-
rals, the Chair and the Vice Chair of the Na-
tional Commission on Terrorist Attacks 
Upon the United States (commonly referred 
to as the ‘‘9/11 Commission’’), and Cabinet 
and Cabinet-level officials from the Carter, 
Reagan, George H. W. Bush, Clinton, George 
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W. Bush, and Obama Administrations, signed 
an open letter in October 2015, stating that 
climate change ‘‘is critically important to 
the world’s most experienced security plan-
ners. The impacts are real, and the costs of 
inaction are unacceptable. America’s elected 
leaders and private sector must think past 
tomorrow to focus on this growing problem, 
and take action at home and abroad.’’. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that it is in the national security 
interests of the United States to assess, plan 
for, and mitigate the security and strategic 
implications of climate change. 

SA 4575. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle H of title VIII, add 
the following: 
SEC. 899C. IMPROVED DEFENSE COOPERATION 

AND ACCESS TO COMMERCIAL INNO-
VATION. 

(a) COMPETITIVE PRICING DISCRETION IN 
FOREIGN MILITARY SALES CONTRACTING.— 
Section 22(d)(1) of the Arms Export Control 
Act (22 U.S.C. 2762(d)(1)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘shall’’ and inserting ‘‘may, at the dis-
cretion of the Secretary of Defense,’’. 

(b) COMMERCIAL ITEM ITAR EXEMPTION.— 
Any commercial item as defined in section 
103 of title 41, United States Code, that is in-
corporated in a defense product shall be reg-
ulated under the Export Administration Reg-
ulations (part 730 of title 15, Code of Federal 
Regulations) and exempt from regulation 
under the International Traffic in Arms Reg-
ulations (subchapter M of chapter I of title 
22, Code of Federal Regulations) unless the 
Secretary of Defense or the Secretary of 
State makes a written determination prior 
to incorporation of the commercial item in 
the defense product that the International 
Traffic in Arms Regulations should apply. 

(c) POST-EXPORT SUPPLY CHAIN TRANSFERS 
WITHIN NATIONAL TECHNOLOGY INDUSTRIAL 
BASE COUNTRIES.—The government of a 
country that is part of the national tech-
nology industrial base (as that term is de-
fined in section 2500 of title 10, United States 
Code) may transfer United States-origin ma-
terial within that government’s supply chain 
without further United States Government 
approval or the need to comply with addi-
tional export licensing requirements pro-
vided that the material remains in the own-
ership of such government. 

(d) INTEGRATION OF SUPPLY CHAIN WITHIN 
NATIONAL TECHNOLOGY INDUSTRIAL BASE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—A company included on 
the list under paragraph (2) with facilities in 
both the United States and in a country that 
is part of the national technology industrial 
base (as that term is defined in section 2500 
of title 10, United States Code) may transfer 
controlled material between a United States 
facility and a facility located in a national 
technology industrial base country without 
the need for United States Government ap-
proval or the need for an additional export 
control license. Any such transfer must com-
ply with United States security classifica-
tion requirements. 

(2) APPROVED COMPANY LIST.—The list re-
ferred to in paragraph (1) is a list maintained 
by the Secretary of Defense and the Sec-
retary of State of companies the Secretaries 
have determined are qualified for the 

streamlined transfer authority under such 
paragraph. 

(e) NON-MISSILE TECHNOLOGY EXPORTS.— 
Export control policies, procedures, and 
practices specific to implementing the Mis-
sile Technology Control Regime shall not 
apply to the review and approval of exports 
of non-missile technologies such as un-
manned autonomous vehicles, optionally pi-
loted vehicles, and commercial space craft. 

(f) IMPLEMENTATION OF TREATIES ON DE-
FENSE COOPERATION.—The Secretary of State 
and the Secretary of Defense shall conduct a 
review of the exempted technologies lists 
that apply to the Treaty Between the Gov-
ernment of the United States of America and 
the Government of Australia Concerning De-
fense Trade Cooperation, done at Sydney 
September 5, 2007, and the Treaty Between 
the Government of the United States of 
America and the Government of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ire-
land Concerning Defense Trade Cooperation, 
done at Washington and London June 21 and 
26, 2007, with the aim of reducing the applica-
ble lists to the minimum compatible with 
international obligations. 

(g) ENHANCING PROGRAM LICENSING.—Not 
later than September 30, 2018, the Secretary 
of Defense and the Secretary of State shall 
establish a structure for implementing a re-
vised program export licensing framework 
intended to provide comprehensive export li-
censing authorization to support large inter-
national cooperative defense programs be-
tween multiple nations and determine what, 
if any, regulatory authorities require modi-
fication. 

SA 4576. Mr. TILLIS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 337, line 5, insert before the semi-
colon the following: ‘‘, except in the case of 
a pharmaceutical agent prescribed to a pa-
tient for which the prescribing health care 
provider determines that such agent is medi-
cally necessary for the patient and receives a 
waiver from the Secretary to prescribe such 
agent to the patient under a process that the 
Secretary shall establish for such purpose’’. 

SA 4577. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title XXVIII, 
add the following: 
SEC. 2814. DURATION OF ENERGY SAVINGS CON-

TRACTS. 
Section 2913 of title 10, United States Code, 

is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsections: 

‘‘(e) DURATION OF CONTRACTS.—An energy 
savings contract entered into under this sec-
tion may have a contract period not to ex-
ceed 25 years. 

‘‘(f) VERIFICATION REQUIREMENTS.—The 
conditions of an energy savings contract en-

tered into under this section shall include re-
quirements for measurement, verification, 
and performance assurances or guarantees of 
the savings.’’. 

SA 4578. Ms. HIRONO (for herself and 
Mr. CORNYN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by her to the 
bill S. 2943, to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal year 2017 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for 
military construction, and for defense 
activities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title XI, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1114. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON BUSINESS 

CASES ANALYSES FOR DECISIONS 
AFFECTING THE WORKFORCE AND 
MODIFYING LOCATIONS OF WHERE 
WORK WILL BE EXECUTED OR COM-
PLETED. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) in a budget constrained environment, 
the military departments and Defense Agen-
cies must utilize all available tools to make 
informed, supportable decisions in moving 
workforce and workload from one location or 
entity to another; 

(2) such tools should include a properly 
supported and documented business case 
analysis (BCA); 

(3) before a military department or Defense 
Agency embarks on a workforce decision of 
workload in excess of $3,000,000 per year, the 
Department of Defense needs to understand 
the possible costs, benefits, risks, and im-
pacts to the small business goals, small and 
disadvantaged contracting agreements, and 
other sensitivities of the Department associ-
ated with such a decision; 

(4) the military departments and Defense 
Agencies should perform a business case 
analysis, as part of any workforce decision 
described in paragraph (3); 

(5) any such business case analysis for a 
workforce decision having an annual esti-
mated cost of $5,000,0000 or more should be 
reviewed and approved by the Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Acquisition, Tech-
nology, and Logistics, and the Under Sec-
retary should provide such business case 
analysis to the congressional defense com-
mittees at least 30 days before taking any 
action to effect a shift in the workload con-
cerned; 

(6) the Assistant Secretary of Defense for 
Logistics, Materiel, and Readiness, working 
with the Cost Analysis Program Evaluation 
office, should develop minimum standards 
and criteria for business case analyses cov-
ered by this section and a process for the re-
view and transparency of such business case 
analyses; and 

(7) the Assistant Secretary should submit 
to the congressional defense committees, by 
not later than 180 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, a report on the plan 
of the Assistant Secretary plan to imple-
ment the standards and criteria described in 
paragraph (6). 

(b) BUSINESS CASE ANALYSIS DEFINED.—In 
this section, the term ‘‘business case anal-
ysis’’ means a structured methodology and 
decision support document that aids decision 
making by identifying and comparing alter-
natives by examining the mission and busi-
ness impacts (both financial and non-finan-
cial), risks, and sensitivities. 

SA 4579. Mr. BENNET submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
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him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title IX, add the 
following: 
SEC. 926. PROHIBITION ON CONSOLIDATION OF 

UNITED STATES NORTHERN COM-
MAND WITH ANY OTHER GEO-
GRAPHIC COMBATANT COMMAND. 

No amounts authorized to be appropriated 
by this Act, or amounts authorized to be ap-
propriated for the Department of Defense for 
a fiscal year before fiscal year 2017 that re-
main available for obligation, may be used 
as follows: 

(1) To consolidate the United States North-
ern Command with any other geographic 
combatant command. 

(2) To subordinate the United States 
Northern Command to any other geographic 
combatant command. 

SA 4580. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle I of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1097. PROVISION OF ACCESS BY EMPLOYEES 

OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS TO 
CASE-TRACKING INFORMATION TO 
CASE-TRACKING INFORMATION OF 
DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AF-
FAIRS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 59 of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘§ 5906. Provision of access by employees of 

members of Congress to case-tracking in-
formation 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—(1) Beginning not later 

than the date that is 180 days after the date 
of the enactment of this section, the Sec-
retary shall provide to accredited, perma-
nent Congressional employees who have suc-
cessfully completed the certification process 
described in subsection (b)(1), upon election 
by the Member of Congress for which the em-
ployee works, read-only remote access to the 
electronic VBA claims records system of vet-
erans who reside in the area represented by 
the Member, regardless of whether such em-
ployee is acting under a power of attorney 
executed by such veteran. 

‘‘(2) The Secretary shall ensure that access 
provided to an accredited, permanent Con-
gressional employee under paragraph (1) is 
provided in a manner that does not allow the 
employee to modify the data contained in 
the electronic VBA claims records system. 

‘‘(b) CERTIFICATION REQUIRED.—(1) The cer-
tification process described in this paragraph 
is the certification process that the Sec-
retary requires an agent or attorney under 
this chapter to complete before the agent or 
attorney may access the electronic VBA 
claims records system. 

‘‘(2) Each Member of Congress who elects 
to have an accredited, permanent Congres-
sional employee of the Member have access 
under subsection (a)(1) shall bear the cost of 
the certification process described in para-

graph (1), to be paid from the Member’s Rep-
resentational Allowance. 

‘‘(c) TREATMENT OF DISCLOSURE.—The ac-
cess to information by an accredited, perma-
nent Congressional employee pursuant to 
subsection (a)(1) shall be deemed to be— 

‘‘(1) a disclosure permitted under section 
552a(b) of title 5; and 

‘‘(2) a disclosure permitted under regula-
tions promulgated under section 264(c) of the 
Health Insurance Portability and Account-
ability Act of 1996 (Public Law 104–191; 42 
U.S.C. 1320d–2 note). 

‘‘(d) NONRECOGNITION.—The Secretary may 
not recognize an accredited, permanent Con-
gressional employee for the preparation, 
presentation, and prosecution of claims 
under laws administered by the Secretary by 
reason of the Secretary providing the em-
ployee with access to the electronic VBA 
claims records system under subsection (a). 
An accredited, permanent Congressional em-
ployee who is provided such access may not 
use such access to act as such a recognized 
individual. 

‘‘(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) The term ‘electronic VBA claims 

records system’ means the system of the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs that provides 
information regarding the status of a claim 
submitted by a veteran, including informa-
tion regarding medical records, compensa-
tion and pension exams records, rating deci-
sions, statement of the case (SOC), supple-
mentary statement of the case (SSOC), no-
tice of disagreement (NOD), and Form–9. 

‘‘(2) The term ‘accredited, permanent Con-
gressional employee’ means an employee of a 
Member of Congress who assists the con-
stituents of the Member with issues regard-
ing departments or agencies of the Federal 
Government. 

‘‘(3) The term ‘Member of Congress’ means 
a Representative, a Senator, a Delegate to 
Congress, or the Resident Commissioner of 
Puerto Rico.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of chapter 59 of 
such title is amended by adding at the end 
the following new item: 
‘‘5906. Provision of access by employees of 

members of Congress to case- 
tracking information.’’. 

SA 4581. Mr. SULLIVAN submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 1049, strike lines 14 through 16 and 
insert the following: 

through the program, and the specific mili-
tary operations conducted. 

(4) Each partner country or ally, if any, in-
cluded in the military operations. 

(c) FORM.—Each report under this section 
shall be submitted in unclassified form. 
SEC. 1241A. UNITED STATES POLICY WITH RE-

SPECT TO FREEDOM OF NAVIGA-
TION OPERATIONS AND OVER-
FLIGHT BEYOND THE TERRITORIAL 
SEA. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) Since the Declaration of Independence 
in 1776, which was inspired in part as a re-
sponse to a ‘‘tyrant’’ who ‘‘plundered our 
seas, ravaged our Coasts’’ and who wrote 
laws ‘‘for cutting off our Trade with all parts 
of the world’’, freedom of seas and promotion 

of international commerce have been core 
security interests of the United States. 

(2) Article I, section 8 of the Constitution 
of the United States establishes enumerated 
powers for Congress which include regulating 
commerce with foreign nations, punishing 
piracies and felonies committed on the high 
seas and offenses against the law of nations, 
and providing and maintaining a Navy. 

(3) For centuries, the United States has 
maintained a bedrock commitment to ensur-
ing the right to freedom of navigation for all 
law-abiding parties in every region of the 
world. 

(4) In support of international law, the 
longstanding United States commitment to 
freedom of navigation and ensuring the free 
access to sea lanes to promote global com-
merce remains a core security interest of the 
United States. 

(5) This is particularly true in areas of the 
world that are critical transportation cor-
ridors and key routes for global commerce, 
such as the South China Sea and the East 
China Sea, through which a significant por-
tion of global commerce transits. 

(6) The consistent exercise of freedom of 
navigation operations and overflights by 
United States naval and air forces through-
out the world plays a critical role in safe-
guarding the freedom of the seas for all law-
ful nations, supporting international law, 
and ensuring the continued safe passage and 
promotion of global commerce and trade. 

(b) DECLARATION OF POLICY.—It is the pol-
icy of the United States to fly, sail, and op-
erate throughout the oceans, seas, and air-
space of the world wherever international 
law allows. 

(c) IMPLEMENTATION OF POLICY.—In further-
ance of the policy set forth in subsection (b), 
the Secretary of Defense shall— 

(1) plan and execute a robust series of rou-
tine and regular naval presence missions and 
freedom of navigation operations (FONOPs) 
throughout the world, with a particular em-
phasis on critical transportation corridors 
and key routes for global commerce (such as 
the South China Sea and the East China 
Sea); 

(2) execute, in such critical transportation 
corridors, routine and regular naval presence 
missions and maritime freedom of naviga-
tion operations throughout the year; 

(3) give preference in freedom of navigation 
operations to unlawful or excessive maritime 
coastal state claims that have not been chal-
lenged within the past three years; 

(4) in addition to the operations executed 
pursuant to paragraph (2), execute routine 
and regular maritime freedom of navigation 
operations throughout the year, in accord-
ance with international law, including the 
use of expanded military options and maneu-
vers beyond innocent passage (including op-
erating under normal military conditions in-
side 12 nautical miles of features determined 
to be low-tide elevations); and 

(5) to the maximum extent practicable, 
execute freedom of navigation operations 
pursuant to this subsection with regional 
partner countries and allies of the United 
States. 

SA 4582. Ms. HIRONO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 
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At the end of subtitle G of title V, add the 

following: 
SEC. 590. REVIEW REGARDING AWARD OF MEDAL 

OF HONOR TO CERTAIN ASIAN 
AMERICAN AND NATIVE AMERICAN 
PACIFIC ISLANDER WAR VETERANS. 

(a) REVIEW REQUIRED.—The Secretary of 
each military department shall review the 
service records of each Asian American and 
Native American Pacific Islander war vet-
eran described in subsection (b) to determine 
whether that veteran should be awarded the 
Medal of Honor. 

(b) COVERED VETERANS.—The Asian Amer-
ican and Native American Pacific Islander 
war veterans whose service records are to be 
reviewed under subsection (a) are the fol-
lowing: 

(1) Any Asian American or Native Amer-
ican Pacific Islander war veteran who was 
awarded the Distinguished-Service Cross, the 
Navy Cross, or the Air Force Cross during 
the Korean War or the Vietnam War. 

(2) Any other Asian American or Native 
American Pacific Islander war veteran whose 
name is submitted to the Secretary con-
cerned for such purpose before the end of the 
one-year period beginning on the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 

(c) CONSULTATIONS.—In carrying out the re-
view under subsection (a), the Secretary of 
each military department shall consult with 
such veterans service organizations as the 
Secretary considers appropriate. 

(d) RECOMMENDATIONS BASED ON REVIEW.— 
If the Secretary concerned determines, based 
upon the review under subsection (a) of the 
service records of any Asian American or Na-
tive American Pacific Islander war veteran, 
that the award of the Medal of Honor to that 
veteran is warranted, the Secretary shall 
submit to the President a recommendation 
that the President award the Medal of Honor 
to that veteran. 

(e) AUTHORITY TO AWARD MEDAL OF 
HONOR.—A Medal of Honor may be awarded 
to an Asian American or Native American 
Pacific Islander war veteran in accordance 
with a recommendation of the Secretary 
concerned under subsection (d). 

(f) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.—No 
Medal of Honor may be awarded pursuant to 
subsection (e) until the Secretary of Defense 
submits to the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives notice of the recommendations 
under subsection (d), including the name of 
each Asian American or Native American 
Pacific Islander war veteran recommended 
to be awarded a Medal of Honor and the ra-
tionale for such recommendation. 

(g) WAIVER OF TIME LIMITATIONS.—An 
award of the Medal of Honor may be made 
under subsection (e) without regard to— 

(1) section 3744, 6248, or 8744 of title 10, 
United States Code, as applicable; and 

(2) any regulation or other administrative 
restriction on— 

(A) the time for awarding the Medal of 
Honor; or 

(B) the awarding of the Medal of Honor for 
service for which a Distinguished-Service 
Cross, Navy Cross, or Air Force Cross has 
been awarded. 

(h) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘‘Native American Pacific Islander’’ means a 
Native Hawaiian or Native American Pacific 
Islander, as those terms are defined in sec-
tion 815 of the Native American Programs 
Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 2992c). 

SA 4583. Mr. REID (for Mr. WARNER 
(for himself and Mr. BLUNT)) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by Mr. REID to the bill S. 2943, to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2017 for military activities of the De-

partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle F of title V, add the 
following: 
SEC. 582. REPORT ON PLAN FOR STAFFING AND 

OPERATION OF THE ARMY CHILD 
DEVELOPMENT CENTER, SPRING-
FIELD, VIRGINIA. 

Not later than 90 days after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary of De-
fense shall, in consultation with the Sec-
retary of the Army, submit to the congres-
sional defense committees a report setting 
forth a plan to ensure appropriate staffing 
and operation of the Army Child Develop-
ment Center adjacent to the campus of the 
National Geospatial-Intelligence Agency in 
Springfield, Virginia. 

SA 4584. Mr. TESTER (for himself 
and Mr. ROUNDS) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 2943, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2017 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle F of title V, add the 
following: 
SEC. 583. GAO REPORT ON IMPACT AID CON-

STRUCTION PROGRAMS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 

of the United States shall conduct a com-
prehensive study that— 

(1) examines the implementation of section 
8007 of the Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act of 1965 (for fiscal year 2016 and 
any preceding fiscal year, and as in effect for 
such fiscal year) and section 7007 of that Act 
(for each of fiscal years 2017 and 2018, and as 
in effect for such fiscal year), including a 
comparison of— 

(A) the distribution of payments between 
subparagraphs (A) and (B) of subsection (a)(3) 
of those sections, as applicable, for the pe-
riod of the 10 fiscal years preceding the fiscal 
year of the study; 

(B) other Federal construction or capital 
funding made available to local educational 
agencies eligible to receive funding under 
subsection (a)(3) of those sections; and 

(C) the overall level of available capital 
funding, and estimated bonding capacity, of 
local educational agencies eligible to receive 
funding under subsection (a)(3) of those sec-
tions compared to national recommended av-
erage investments and other comparable 
local educational agencies; 

(2) evaluates unmet need as of the date of 
enactment of this section for housing of pro-
fessionals employed to work at schools oper-
ated by local educational agencies eligible to 
receive funding under subsection (a)(3)(B) of 
section 7007 of the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act of 1965 (as in effect for 
fiscal year 2017); 

(3) to the extent practicable, determines 
the age, condition, and remaining utility of 
school facilities for those local educational 
agencies eligible under section 7007(a)(3) of 
that Act (as in effect for fiscal year 2017) 
that are eligible to receive a basic support 
payment under— 

(A) section 8003(b) of that Act (for any of 
fiscal years 2009 through 2016, and as in effect 
for such fiscal year); and 

(B) section 7003(b) of that Act (for any of 
fiscal years 2017 and 2018, and as in effect for 
such fiscal year); and 

(4) recommends a method by which the 
Federal Government may develop a school 
facility condition index for a school facility 
of a local educational agency eligible to re-
ceive funding under 7007(a)(3) of that Act (as 
in effect for fiscal year 2017) that limits the 
reporting burden to the maximum extent 
practicable on the eligible local educational 
agencies included in the index. 

(b) REPORTING.—The Comptroller General 
shall submit a report containing the conclu-
sions of the study under subsection (a) to— 

(1) the Committees on Indian Affairs, 
Armed Services, and Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions of the Senate; and 

(2) the Subcommittee on Indian, Insular, 
and Alaska Native Affairs and the Commit-
tees on Education and the Workforce and 
Armed Services of the House of Representa-
tives. 

(c) TIMEFRAME.—The Comptroller General 
shall complete the study under subsection 
(a) and submit the report under subsection 
(b) by the date that is not later than 18 
months after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 

(d) DEFINITION OF SCHOOL FACILITY.—In 
this section, the term ‘‘school facility’’ has 
the meaning given the term in section 7013 of 
the Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 7713), as in effect for fis-
cal year 2017. 

SA 4585. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title XII, add 
the following: 
SEC. 1224. SALE OF MULTIROLE FIGHTER AIR-

CRAFT TO BAHRAIN. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-

lowing findings: 
(1) Actions taken by the Administration 

have unduly delayed the export of multirole 
fighter aircraft to Bahrain. 

(2) Continued defense security cooperation 
and assistance with Bahrain are critical to 
regional security and countering the ter-
rorist group the Islamic State of Iraq and 
Syria (ISIS), as well as counterbalancing the 
influence of Iran and its proxies in the re-
gion. 

(3) Bahrain has made several of its mili-
tary facilities available for use by the United 
States military to address past and current 
threats from Iraq, Iran, Afghanistan, inter-
national terrorism, and piracy and smug-
gling in the Gulf and Arabian Sea. 

(4) Outdated Bahraini F–16 aircraft lack 
certain capabilities, and this limits their 
utility in coalition operations. 

(5) For several years, Bahrain has ex-
pressed interest in upgrading its existing 
fleet of 20 F–16 Block 40 aircraft with ad-
vanced capabilities, including Active Elec-
tronically Scanned Array radars. 

(6) Bahrain submitted formal Letters of 
Request for these upgrades, as well as for the 
sale of a comparable number of new F–16 air-
craft in November 2015. 

(7) The upgrade and sale of F–16 aircraft to 
Bahrain will help advance military-to-mili-
tary cooperation between the United States 
and Bahrain. 

(8) Recent inroads by European and Rus-
sian manufacturers of competitor aircraft in 
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the region have the potential to erode United 
States military-to-military relations with 
Bahrain, and these potential erosions deepen 
regional concerns over United States policy 
in the Middle East generally and towards 
Iran specifically. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) a strong bilateral relationship between 
the United States and Bahrain is critical to 
maintaining stability in the Middle East, 
countering the Islamic State of Iraq and 
Syria, mitigating further terrorist threats, 
and counterbalancing Iran and its regional 
proxies; 

(2) Bahrain and the United States share a 
mutual commitment to regional security, 
counterterrorism efforts, and related coali-
tion operations; and 

(3) the Bahraini air force needs additional 
advanced multirole fighter aircraft in order 
to modernize its fleet and participate in re-
gional security initiatives and counter-Is-
lamic State of Iraq and Syria campaigns. 

(c) SALE OF MULTIROLE FIGHTER AIR-
CRAFT.—The President shall carry out the 
sale of all pending foreign military sales of 
F–16 fighter aircraft and related upgrades of 
existing F–16 aircraft to Bahrain by not later 
than 30 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 

SA 4586. Mr. HELLER (for himself, 
Mr. REID, and Mrs. FEINSTEIN) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill S. 2943, to 
authorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2017 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle I of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1097. COMMERCIAL GAMING NOT LOCATED 

ON INDIAN LAND. 
(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the amend-

ment made by subsection (b) is to ensure 
that the rights, processes, and provisions of 
the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act (25 U.S.C. 
2701 et seq.) are used exclusively to provide 
for the regulation of noncommercial gaming 
by Indian tribes on Indian lands (as those 
terms are defined in section 4 of that Act (25 
U.S.C. 2703)). 

(b) COMMERCIAL GAMING.—Section 11(d)(8) 
of the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act (25 
U.S.C. 2710(d)(8)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (C) and 
(D) as subparagraphs (D) and (E), respec-
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after subparagraph (B) the 
following: 

‘‘(C)(i) Notwithstanding subparagraph (B), 
the Secretary shall disapprove a compact, or 
an amendment to a compact, described in 
subparagraph (A) if the compact or amend-
ment authorizes, approves, or aids, directly 
or indirectly, in the authorization or ap-
proval of a commercial gaming activity— 

‘‘(I) not located on Indian lands; and 
‘‘(II) that is or would be owned or operated, 

directly or indirectly, by 1 or more Indian 
tribes. 

‘‘(ii) A compact or an amendment to a 
compact disapproved under clause (i) shall 
not take effect.’’. 

SA 4587. Ms. COLLINS (for herself 
and Mr. MCCAIN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to 
the bill S. 2943, to authorize appropria-

tions for fiscal year 2017 for military 
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title XI, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1114. PILOT PROGRAM ON APPOINTMENT OF 

PHYSICALLY DISQUALIFIED 
FORMER CADETS AND MIDSHIPMEN 
IN THE EXCEPTED SERVICE. 

(a) PILOT PROGRAMS AUTHORIZED.—Each 
Secretary of a military department may 
carry out a pilot program to assess the 
feasability and advisability of appointing in 
the excepted service former cadets or mid-
shipmen who— 

(1) graduated from a military service acad-
emy or a Senior Reserve Officers’ Training 
Corps (ROTC) program; and 

(2) are medically disqualified for appoint-
ment as a commissioned officer and fulfilling 
an active duty service obligation arising 
from participation of such cadets or mid-
shipmen at such academy or through such a 
program. 

(b) EMPLOYMENT.—Under a pilot program, 
the Secretary of the military department 
concerned— 

(1) may, without regard to any provision of 
title 5, United States Code, governing ap-
pointment of employees to competitive serv-
ice positions within the Department of De-
fense, appoint to a position within the De-
partment in the excepted service an indi-
vidual who meets the eligibility criteria of 
subsection (c); and 

(2) may, upon satisfactory completion of 
two years of substantially continuous serv-
ice by an incumbent who was appointed to 
an excepted service position under the au-
thority of paragraph (1), convert the appoint-
ment of such individual, without competi-
tion, to a career or career conditional ap-
pointment. 

(c) ELIGIBILITY.—A former cadet or mid-
shipman is eligible for appointment under a 
pilot program only if— 

(1) the former cadet or midshipman was 
previously under the jurisdiction of the Sec-
retary of the military department concerned; 

(2) the former cadet or midshipman com-
pleted the prescribed course of instruction 
and graduated from a military service acad-
emy or a Senior Reserve Officers’ Training 
Corps program; 

(3) the former cadet or midshipman is de-
termined to be medically disqualified to 
complete a period of active duty prescribed 
in an agreement signed by such cadet or mid-
shipman in accordance with section 4348, 
6959, 9348, or 2107 of title 10, United States 
Code, as applicable; and 

(4) the medical disqualification is not the 
result of the gross negligence or misconduct 
of the cadet or midshipman. 

(d) RELATIONSHIP TO REPAYMENT PROVI-
SIONS.— 

(1) SATISFACTION OF OBLIGATION.—A former 
cadet or midshipman shall be treated as re-
lieved of any repayment obligation under 
section 303a(e) or 373 of title 37, United 
States Code, in connection with the failure 
of the cadet or midshipman to accept ap-
pointment as a commissioned officer and ful-
fill an active duty service obligation as de-
scribed in subsection (a) by the either of the 
following: 

(A) Service in the excepted service under 
the pilot program for such period as the Sec-
retary of the military department concerned 
shall specify at the time of the appointment 
of the former cadet or midshipman under the 
pilot program. 

(B) The competition of the cadet or mid-
shipman for, and the encumbrance of the 
cadet or midshipman of, a permanent posi-
tion within the Department or one of its 
components. 

(2) COERCION PROHIBITED.—A Secretary of a 
military department shall not implicitly or 
explicitly compel an individual described in 
subsection (c) to accept an appointment in 
the excepted service under this section. 

(e) RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section shall be construed to— 

(1) authorize additional positions or create 
any vacancies to which eligible individuals 
may be appointed; or 

(2) except as provided in subsection (d)(1), 
alter the authority of a Secretary authority 
under section 303a(e)(1), 373(b), or 374 of title 
37, United States Code. 

(f) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The authority to make 

appointment in the excepted service under a 
pilot program shall expire on the date that is 
four years after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

(2) EFFECT ON EXISTING APPOINTMENTS.— 
The termination by paragraph (1) of the au-
thority in subsection (a) shall not affect any 
appointment made under that authority be-
fore the termination date specified in para-
graph (1) in accordance with the terms of 
such appointment. 

SA 4588. Mr. BOOZMAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title V, add the 
following: 
SEC. 565. REPORT ON EVALUATION AND OVER-

SIGHT OF THE SENIOR RESERVE OF-
FICERS’ TRAINING CORPS PRO-
GRAMS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of the Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall, in coordina-
tion with the Secretaries of the military de-
partments, submit to Congress a report on 
the manner in which the Department of De-
fense intends— 

(1) to improve the oversight and account-
ability of the Senior Reserve Officers’ Train-
ing Corps (ROTC) programs; and 

(2) to ensure that the Secretary of Defense, 
the Armed Forces, and Congress have a com-
prehensive understanding whether particular 
programs are achieving desired results be-
fore decisions to close or terminate such pro-
grams are undertaken. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required by sub-
section (a) shall include the following: 

(1) An assessment of— 
(A) existing Department of Defense proc-

esses to evaluate the performance of the Sen-
ior Reserve Officers’ Training Corps pro-
grams; 

(B) the clarity of goals and objectives for 
the Senior Reserve Officers’ Training Corps 
programs; 

(C) the frequency of evaluation of the Sen-
ior Reserve Officers’ Training Corps pro-
grams; 

(D) the adequacy of the oversight roles and 
responsibilities outlined in Department of 
Defense Instruction Number 1215.08, dated 
June 26, 2006; and 

(E) the efforts undertaken by the Armed 
Forces to effectively communicate evalua-
tions of the performance of the Senior Re-
serve Officers’ Training Corps programs to 
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Congress and other key stakeholders before 
decisions to close or terminate particular 
programs are undertaken. 

(2) A description of— 
(A) the strategic goals and objectives of 

the Senior Reserve Officers’ Training Corps 
programs; 

(B) officer output requirements under the 
Senior Reserve Officers’ Training Corps pro-
grams, set forth by institution of higher edu-
cation concerned; 

(C) attrition rates under the Senior Re-
serve Officers’ Training Corps programs, set 
forth by institution of higher education con-
cerned; 

(D) the characteristics of quality officers 
graduating from Senior Reserve Officers’ 
Training Corps programs; and 

(E) the current timeline for any antici-
pated closure or termination of a Senior Re-
serve Officers’ Training Corps program. 

(3) A detailed plan for— 
(A) improving the oversight and account-

ability of the Senior Reserve Officers’ Train-
ing Corps programs; and 

(B) ensuring the Secretary of Defense, the 
Armed Forces, and Congress have a com-
prehensive understanding whether particular 
Senior Reserve Officers’ Training Corps pro-
grams are achieving desired results before 
decisions to close or terminate such pro-
grams are undertaken. 

SA 4589. Mr. HEINRICH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

After section 216, insert the following: 
SEC. 216A. HIGH ENERGY LASER SYSTEMS TEST 

FACILITY. 
(a) INDEPENDENT EVALUATION.—The Sec-

retary of Defense shall enter into an agree-
ment with an independent entity to conduct 
an evaluation and assessment of options to 
provide financial resources for the High En-
ergy Laser Systems Test Facility (HELSTF) 
in accordance with the recommendations in 
the 2009 report of the Test Resource Manage-
ment Center and High Energy Laser Joint 
Program Office entitled ‘‘Impact Report to 
Congress on High Energy Laser Systems 
Test Facility (HELSTF) and Plan for Test 
and Evaluation of High Energy Laser Sys-
tems’’, and other relevant reports, includ-
ing— 

(1) the transfer of management of the Fa-
cility to the Joint Directed Energy Program 
Office (JDEPO), as redesignated by section 
216(b); and 

(2) modifications of funding for the Joint 
Directed Energy Program Office in order to 
provide adequate financial resources for the 
Facility. 

(b) REPORT.—Under the agreement entered 
into pursuant to subsection (a), the entity 
conducting the evaluation and assessment 
required pursuant to that subsection shall, 
by not later than January 31, 2017, submit to 
the Secretary, and to the congressional de-
fense committees, a report setting forth the 
results of the evaluation and assessment, in-
cluding such recommendations for legisla-
tive and administrative action with respect 
to the financial resources and organization 
of the High Energy Laser Systems Test Fa-
cility as the entity considers appropriate. 

SA 4590. Mrs. MCCASKILL (for her-
self and Mr. BLUNT) submitted an 

amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle I of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1097. RECONSIDERATION OF CLAIMS FOR 

DISABILITY COMPENSATION FOR 
VETERANS WHO WERE THE SUB-
JECTS OF MUSTARD GAS OR LEW-
ISITE EXPERIMENTS DURING 
WORLD WAR II. 

(a) RECONSIDERATION OF CLAIMS FOR DIS-
ABILITY COMPENSATION IN CONNECTION WITH 
EXPOSURE TO MUSTARD GAS OR LEWISITE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs, in consultation with the Secretary 
of Defense, shall reconsider all claims for 
compensation described in paragraph (2) and 
make a new determination regarding each 
such claim. 

(2) CLAIMS FOR COMPENSATION DESCRIBED.— 
Claims for compensation described in this 
paragraph are claims for compensation under 
chapter 11 of title 38, United States Code, 
that the Secretary of Veterans Affairs deter-
mines are in connection with exposure to 
mustard gas or lewisite during active mili-
tary, naval, or air service during World War 
II and that were denied before the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 

(3) PRESUMPTION OF EXPOSURE.—In carrying 
out paragraph (1), if the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs or the Secretary of Defense 
makes a determination regarding whether a 
veteran who has filed a claim for compensa-
tion described in paragraph (2) has experi-
enced full-body exposure to mustard gas or 
lewisite, such Secretary— 

(A) shall presume that the veteran experi-
enced full-body exposure to mustard gas or 
lewisite, as the case may be, unless proven 
otherwise; and 

(B) may not use information contained in 
the DoD and VA Chemical Biological War-
fare Database or any list of known testing 
sites for mustard gas or lewisite maintained 
by the Department of Veterans Affairs or the 
Department of Defense as the sole reason for 
determining that the veteran did not experi-
ence full-body exposure to mustard gas or 
lewisite. 

(4) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, and 
not less frequently than once every 90 days 
thereafter, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
shall submit to the appropriate committees 
of Congress a report specifying any claims 
reconsidered under paragraph (1) that were 
denied during the 90-day period preceding the 
submittal of the report, including the ration-
ale for each such denial. 

(b) DEVELOPMENT OF POLICY.—Not later 
than one year after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs and the Secretary of Defense shall 
jointly establish a policy for processing fu-
ture claims for compensation under chapter 
11 of title 38, United States Code, that the 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs determines are 
in connection with exposure to mustard gas 
or lewisite during active military, naval, or 
air service during World War II. 

(c) INVESTIGATION AND REPORT BY SEC-
RETARY OF DEFENSE.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall— 

(1) for purposes of determining whether a 
site should be added to the list of the Depart-
ment of Defense of sites where mustard gas 

or lewisite testing occurred, investigate and 
assess sites where— 

(A) the Army Corps of Engineers has un-
covered evidence of mustard gas or lewisite 
testing; or 

(B) more than two veterans have submitted 
claims for compensation under chapter 11 of 
title 38, United States Code, in connection 
with exposure to mustard gas or lewisite at 
such site and such claims were denied; and 

(2) submit to the appropriate committees 
of Congress a report on experiments con-
ducted by the Department of Defense during 
World War II to assess the effects of mustard 
gas and lewisite on people, which shall in-
clude— 

(A) a list of each location where such an 
experiment occurred, including locations in-
vestigated and assessed under paragraph (1); 

(B) the dates of each such experiment; and 
(C) the number of members of the Armed 

Forces who were exposed to mustard gas or 
lewisite in each such experiment. 

(d) INVESTIGATION AND REPORT BY SEC-
RETARY OF VETERANS AFFAIRS.—Not later 
than 180 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
shall— 

(1) investigate and assess— 
(A) the actions taken by the Secretary to 

reach out to individuals who had been ex-
posed to mustard gas or lewisite in the ex-
periments described in subsection (c)(2)(A); 
and 

(B) the claims for disability compensation 
under laws administered by the Secretary 
that were filed with the Secretary and the 
percentage of such claims that were denied 
by the Secretary; and 

(2) submit to the appropriate committees 
of Congress— 

(A) a report on the findings of the Sec-
retary with respect to the investigations and 
assessments carried out under paragraph (1); 
and 

(B) a comprehensive list of each location 
where an experiment described in subsection 
(c)(2)(A) was conducted. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) The terms ‘‘active military, naval, or 

air service’’, ‘‘veteran’’, and ‘‘World War II’’ 
have the meanings given such terms in sec-
tion 101 of title 38, United States Code. 

(2) The term ‘‘appropriate committees of 
Congress’’ means— 

(A) the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
the Committee on Armed Services, and the 
Special Committee on Aging of the Senate; 
and 

(B) the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 
and the Committee on Armed Services of the 
House of Representatives. 

(3) The term ‘‘full-body exposure’’, with re-
spect to mustard gas or lewisite, has the 
meaning given that term by the Secretary of 
Defense. 

SA 4591. Mr. REED submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title XXVIII, 
add the following: 
SEC. 2826. LIMITATION ON CONVEYANCE OF 

REAL PROPERTY AT NAVAL STATION 
NEWPORT, RHODE ISLAND. 

None of the funds authorized to be appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this 
or any other Act may be obligated or ex-
pended to carry out the conveyance or other 
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disposal of real property by the Department 
of the Navy at Naval Station Newport, 
Rhode Island, unless such property is first 
offered for conveyance to relevant State and 
local jurisdictions. 

SA 4592. Ms. HIRONO (for herself and 
Mr. ROUNDS) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by her to the 
bill S. 2943, to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal year 2017 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for 
military construction, and for defense 
activities of the Department of Energy, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle I of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1097. WATER RESOURCE AGREEMENTS WITH 

FOREIGN ALLIES AND ORGANIZA-
TIONS IN SUPPORT OF CONTIN-
GENCY OPERATIONS. 

The Secretary of Defense, with the concur-
rence of the Secretary of State, is authorized 
to enter into agreements with the govern-
ments of allied countries and organizations 
described in section 2350a(2) of title 10, 
United States Code, to develop land-based 
water resources in support of and in prepara-
tion for contingency operations, including 
water efficiency, reuse, selection, pumping, 
purification, storage, research and develop-
ment, distribution, cooling, consumption, 
water source intelligence, training, acquisi-
tion of water support equipment, and water 
support operations. 

SA 4593. Mr. LEE (for himself and 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 2943, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2017 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title III, add the 
following: 
SEC. 341. FULL FAITH AND CREDIT GRANTED TO 

OCCUPATIONAL LICENSES AND CER-
TIFICATIONS ISSUED BY STATES 
FOR PURPOSES OF ACTIVITIES ON 
MILITARY INSTALLATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Federal Government 
shall provide full faith and credit to an occu-
pational license or certification granted by a 
State for the purpose of establishing an indi-
vidual’s authorization to engage in the occu-
pation on a military installation located on 
land owned by the Federal Government, pro-
vided that the license or certification is not 
expired, revoked, or suspended by the issuing 
State, and provided that there are no out-
standing enforcement actions against the in-
dividual brought by the licensing board or 
certifying authority for that occupation in 
the issuing State. 

(b) SCOPE OF PRACTICE.—An individual re-
lying on subsection (a) for authorization to 
engage in an occupation is authorized to sell 
those goods and services covered by the oc-
cupational license or certification. 

(c) STATE DEFINED.—In this section, the 
term ‘‘State’’ includes the District of Colum-
bia. 

SA 4594. Mr. GRAHAM (for himself 
and Mr. MCCAIN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 

to the bill S. 2943, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2017 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle B of title XII, add 
the following: 
SEC. 1216. SENSE OF SENATE ON THE CRITICAL 

IMPORTANCE OF THE ADVICE OF 
MILITARY COMMANDERS TO EN-
SURE FORCE LEVELS IN AFGHANI-
STAN AFTER 2016 ARE CONDITIONS- 
BASED. 

(a) FINDING.—The Senate makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) The United States vowed to hold those 
responsible for the September 11, 2001, ter-
rorist attacks accountable, and seeks to en-
sure that terrorists never again use Afghan 
soil to plot an attack on another country. 

(2) Following the terrorist attacks of Sep-
tember 11, 2001, the United States decisively 
expelled the Taliban from control of Afghan-
istan and sought to promote a multilateral 
agenda to stabilize and reconstruct Afghani-
stan and rebuild its institutions and econ-
omy. 

(3) The United States and Afghanistan 
signed a Bilateral Security Agreement (BSA) 
on September 30, 2014, that provides for an 
enduring commitment between the Govern-
ment of the United States and the Govern-
ment of Afghanistan to enhance the ability 
of the Government of Afghanistan to deter 
internal and external threats against its sov-
ereignty. 

(4) The Islamic State of Iraq and the Le-
vant (ISIL) has metastasized beyond the bor-
ders of Iraq and Syria, announcing its forma-
tion on January 10, 2015, in Afghanistan 
where it carries out bombings, small arms 
attacks, and kidnappings against civilians 
and security forces in a number of provinces. 

(5) On September 28, 2015, Taliban fighters 
took over the city of Kunduz, Afghanistan, 
after government forces fully retreated, giv-
ing the insurgents a military and political 
victory that had evaded them since 2001. 

(6) Since the beginning of 2016, current 
Commander of Resolute Support and United 
States Forces-Afghanistan, General John W. 
Nicholson Jr., former Commander of Reso-
lute Support and United States Forces-Af-
ghanistan, General John F. Campbell, and 
current Commander of United States Central 
Command, General Joseph L. Votel—the sen-
ior military commanders closest to the 
fight—have testified that the security situa-
tion in Afghanistan is deteriorating and sup-
port a withdrawal of United States forces 
from Afghanistan only when conditions war-
rant. 

(7) On April 19, 2016, the Taliban carried 
out a suicide bomb and gun assault on a gov-
ernment security building in Kabul, Afghani-
stan, killing at least 28 people and wounding 
more than 320, marking the single deadliest 
attack in the capital of Afghanistan since 
2011. 

(8) In the first three months of 2016, the 
United Nations reported that Afghanistan 
documented 600 civilian deaths and 1,343 
wounded, with almost one-third of the cas-
ualties being children. 

(b) SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the 
Senate that— 

(1) the future trajectory of security and 
stability in Afghanistan is contingent upon 
the proper force levels of the United States 
and coalition partners, which must be condi-
tions-based; 

(2) adjustments to force levels in Afghani-
stan should be made with all due consider-

ation to the assessment and advice of mili-
tary commanders on the ground; 

(3) decisions on force levels in Afghanistan 
should take into account the capabilities re-
quired to preserve and promote the hard- 
fought gains achieved over the last 15 years; 

(4) United States force levels in Afghani-
stan should be determined in a timely man-
ner and made known to allies and partners 
to afford adequate planning and force gen-
eration lead times; 

(5) the United States must continue its ef-
forts to train and advise the Afghan National 
Security Forces (ANSF) in warfighting func-
tions so that they are capable of defending 
their country and ensuring that Afghanistan 
never again succumbs to the fate of being a 
terrorist safe-haven for groups like the 
Taliban, al Qaeda, and the Islamic State of 
Iraq and the Levant (ISIL); 

(6) the United States must continue, in 
conjunction with the Afghan National Secu-
rity Forces, to operate a robust counterter-
rorism force to deal with evolving and imme-
diate threats to the national security inter-
ests of the United States; 

(7) the decision of the President in October 
2015 to maintain the current United States 
force level of 9,800 members of the Armed 
Forces in Afghanistan was in the national 
security interests of the United States; and 

(8) Congress would support the President if 
the President decided to maintain the cur-
rent level of United States forces in Afghani-
stan and adjust such level based on condi-
tions on the ground. 

SA 4595. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 4229 proposed by Mr. 
MCCAIN to the bill S. 2943, to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 12, line 5, strike ‘‘$7,200,000’’ and 
insert ‘‘$8,700,000’’. 

SA 4596. Mr. WYDEN (for himself and 
Mr. SANDERS) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 2943, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2017 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle A of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1004. ENCOURAGEMENT OF IMPROVEMENT 

OF ABILITY OF THE DEPARTMENT 
OF DEFENSE TO OBTAIN AND MAIN-
TAIN CLEAN AUDIT OPINIONS. 

(a) FINANCIAL AUDIT INCENTIVE FUND.—The 
Secretary of Defense shall establish a fund to 
be known as the ‘‘Financial Audit Incentive 
Fund’’ (in this section referred to as the 
‘‘Fund’’) for the purpose of encouraging the 
organizations, components, and elements of 
the military departments to maintain un-
modified audit opinions. 

(b) AVAILABILITY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Amounts in the Fund 

shall be available to the military depart-
ments to address readiness funding shortfalls 
for operational training exercises, including 
home station training, brigade-level or 
equivalent training, or joint exercises di-
rected by combatant commanders. 
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(2) TRANSFERS FROM FUND.—Amounts in 

the Fund may be transferred to any other ac-
count of a military department in order to 
fund training described in paragraph (1). Any 
amounts transferred from the Fund to an ac-
count shall be merged with amounts in the 
account to which transferred and shall be 
available subject to the same terms and con-
ditions as amounts in such account, except 
that amounts so transferred shall remain 
available until expended. The authority to 
transfer amounts under this paragraph is in 
addition to any other authority of the Sec-
retary to transfer amounts by law. 

(3) LIMITATION.—Amounts in the Fund may 
be transferred under this subsection only to 
organizations components, and elements of 
the military departments that have a cur-
rent unmodified audit opinion for use by 
such organizations components, and ele-
ments for purposes specified in paragraph (1). 

(c) TRANSFERS TO FUND IN CONNECTION 
WITH ORGANIZATIONS NOT HAVING ACHIEVED 
QUALIFIED AUDIT OPINIONS.— 

(1) REDUCTION IN AMOUNT AVAILABLE.—Sub-
ject to paragraph (2), if during any fiscal 
year after fiscal year 2019 the Secretary de-
termines that an organization, component, 
or element of the Department has not 
achieved a qualified opinion of its statement 
of budgetary resources for the calender year 
ending during such fiscal year— 

(A) the amount available to such organiza-
tion, component, or element for the fiscal 
year in which such determination is made 
shall be equal to— 

(i) the amount otherwise authorized to be 
appropriated for such organization, compo-
nent, or element for the fiscal year; minus 

(ii) the lesser of— 
(I) an amount equal to 0.5 percent of the 

amount described in clause (i); or 
(II) $100,000,000; and 
(B) the Secretary shall deposit in the Fund 

all amounts unavailable to organizations, 
components, and elements of the Depart-
ment in the fiscal year pursuant to deter-
minations made under subparagraph (A). 

(2) INAPPLICABILITY TO AMOUNTS FOR MILI-
TARY PERSONNEL.—Any reduction applicable 
to an organization, component, or element of 
the Department under paragraph (1) for a fis-
cal year shall not apply to amounts, if any, 
available to such organization, component, 
or element for the fiscal year for military 
personnel. 

SA 4597. Mrs. BOXER (for herself, 
Mrs. SHAHEEN, and Mr. MENENDEZ) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by her to the bill S. 2943, to 
authorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2017 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of subtitle H of title XII, add 
the following: 
SEC. 1277. OFFICE OF GLOBAL WOMEN’S ISSUES. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of 
State shall establish in the Office of the Sec-
retary of the Department of State an Office 
of Global Women’s Issues (in this section re-
ferred to as the ‘‘Office’’). The Office shall be 
headed by an Ambassador-at-Large for Glob-
al Women’s Issues, who shall be appointed by 
the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate. The Ambassador-at- 
Large shall report directly to the Secretary 
and shall have the rank and status of Ambas-
sador-at-Large. 

(b) PURPOSE.—In addition to the duties de-
scribed in subsection (c) and those duties de-

termined by the Secretary of State, the Am-
bassador-at-Large shall coordinate efforts of 
the United States Government, as directed 
by the Secretary regarding gender integra-
tion and advancing the status of women and 
girls in United States foreign policy. 

(c) DUTIES.—The Ambassador-at-Large— 
(1) shall serve as the principal advisor to 

the Secretary of State regarding gender 
equality, women’s empowerment, and vio-
lence against women and girls as a foreign 
policy matter; 

(2) is authorized to represent the United 
States in diplomatic and multilateral fora 
on matters relevant to the status of women 
and girls; 

(3) shall advise and provide input to the 
Secretary on all activities, policies, pro-
grams, and funding relating to gender equal-
ity and the advancement of women and girls 
internationally for all bureaus and offices of 
the Department of State and in the inter-
national programs of all other Federal agen-
cies; 

(4) shall work to ensure that efforts to ad-
vance gender equality and women’s em-
powerment are fully integrated into the pro-
grams, structures, processes, and capacities 
of all bureaus and offices of the Department 
of State and in the international programs of 
other Federal agencies; 

(5) shall direct, as appropriate, United 
States Government resources to respond to 
needs for gender integration and empower-
ment of women in United States Government 
foreign policies and international programs; 

(6) may design, support, and implement ac-
tivities regarding empowerment of women 
internationally; and 

(7) shall conduct regular consultation with 
civil society organizations working to ad-
vance gender equality and empower women 
and girls internationally. 

SA 4598. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle C of title I, add the 
following: 
SEC. 128. TESTING AND INTEGRATION OF 

MINEHUNTING SONARS FOR LIT-
TORAL COMBAT SHIP MINE HUNT-
ING CAPABILITIES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) The Department of the Navy has deter-
mined that the Remote Minehunting System 
(RMS) has not performed satisfactorily. 

(2) On February 26, 2016, Secretary of the 
Navy Ray Mabus stated that new testing 
must be done to find a reliable solution to 
the mine countermeasures mission package 
and that the Navy wants to ‘‘get it out there 
as quickly as you can and test it in a more 
realistic environment’’. 

(3) There are several mature unmanned 
surface vehicle-towed and unmanned under-
water vehicle-based synthetic aperture sonar 
(SAS) sensors in use by the Department of 
Defense and navies of allied nations. 

(4) SAS sensors could provide a technology 
that would meet the Littoral Combat Ship 
(LCS) minehunting area clearance rate sus-
tained requirement. 

(b) ASSESSMENT REQUIRED.—The Secretary 
of the Navy shall perform at-sea testing of a 
range of sonar technologies to determine 
which systems can meet the requirements of 

the Navy LCS mine countermeasure mission 
package (MCM MP). 

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than September 

30, 2019, the Secretary of the Navy shall— 
(A) conduct operational at-sea testing and 

experimentation of currently available and 
deployable United States and allied conven-
tional side-scan sonars and synthetic aper-
ture sonars; 

(B) complete an assessment of 
minehunting sonar technologies that could 
meet the requirements for the LCS MCM 
MP; and 

(C) submit to the congressional defense 
committees a report that contains the re-
sults of the at-sea testing and assessment de-
scribed in subparagraphs (A) and (B). 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The assessment required 
under paragraph (1)(B) shall include— 

(A) specific details regarding the capabili-
ties of current United States Navy 
minehunting sonars and in-production SAS 
sensors available for integration in the LCS 
MCM MP; 

(B) an estimate of the capabilities that 
could be achieved by integrating SAS sen-
sors in the LCS MCM MP; and 

(C) recommendations to enhance the 
minehunting capabilities of the LCS MCM 
MP using conventional sonar systems and 
SAS systems. 

(d) SONAR SYSTEM DEFINED.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘sonar system’’ includes, at a 
minimum, sonar systems relying on conven-
tional sonars, side-scan sonars, or synthetic 
aperture sonars. 

SA 4599. Mr. PORTMAN (for himself 
and Mr. MURPHY) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 2943, to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2017 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense, for military construction, and 
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military 
personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of title XII, add the following: 

Subtitle I—Countering Foreign Propaganda 
and Disinformation Act 

SEC. 1281. CENTER FOR INFORMATION ANALYSIS 
AND RESPONSE. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the President shall establish a Center 
for Information Analysis and Response (in 
this section referred to as the ‘‘Center’’). The 
purposes of the Center are— 

(1) to coordinate the sharing among gov-
ernment agencies of information on foreign 
government information warfare efforts, in-
cluding information provided by recipients 
of information access fund grants awarded 
using funds made available under subsection 
(e) and from other sources, subject to the ap-
propriate classification guidelines; 

(2) to establish a process for integrating in-
formation on foreign propaganda and 
disinformation efforts into national strat-
egy; and 

(3) to develop, plan, and synchronize inter-
agency activities to expose and counter for-
eign information operations directed against 
United States national security interests 
and advance narratives that support United 
States allies and interests. 

(b) FUNCTIONS.—The Center shall carry out 
the following functions: 

(1) Integrating interagency efforts to track 
and evaluate counterfactual narratives 
abroad that threaten the national security 
interests of the United States and United 
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States allies, subject to appropriate regula-
tions governing the dissemination of classi-
fied information and programs. 

(2) Analyzing relevant information from 
United States Government agencies, allied 
nations, think-tanks, academic institutions, 
civil society groups, and other nongovern-
mental organizations. 

(3) Developing and disseminating thematic 
narratives and analysis to counter propa-
ganda and disinformation directed at United 
States allies and partners in order to safe-
guard United States allies and interests. 

(4) Identifying current and emerging trends 
in foreign propaganda and disinformation, 
including the use of print, broadcast, online 
and social media, support for third-party 
outlets such as think tanks, political par-
ties, and nongovernmental organizations, in 
order to coordinate and shape the develop-
ment of tactics, techniques, and procedures 
to expose and refute foreign misinformation 
and disinformation and proactively promote 
fact-based narratives and policies to audi-
ences outside the United States. 

(5) Facilitating the use of a wide range of 
information-related technologies and tech-
niques to counter foreign disinformation by 
sharing expertise among agencies, seeking 
expertise from external sources, and imple-
menting best practices. 

(6) Identifying gaps in United States capa-
bilities in areas relevant to the Center’s mis-
sion and recommending necessary enhance-
ments or changes. 

(7) Identifying the countries and popu-
lations most susceptible to foreign govern-
ment propaganda and disinformation. 

(8) Administering and expending funds 
made available pursuant to subsection (e). 

(9) Coordinating with allied and partner 
nations, particularly those frequently tar-
geted by foreign disinformation operations, 
and international organizations and entities 
such as the NATO Center of Excellence on 
Strategic Communications, the European 
Endowment for Democracy, and the Euro-
pean External Action Service Task Force on 
Strategic Communications, in order to am-
plify the Center’s efforts and avoid duplica-
tion. 

(c) INTERAGENCY MANAGER.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The President is author-

ized to designate an official of the United 
States Government to lead an interagency 
team and to manage the Center. The Presi-
dent shall delegate to the manager of the 
Center responsibility for and presumptive 
authority to direct and coordinate the ac-
tivities and operations of all departments, 
agencies, and elements of the United States 
Government in so far as their support is re-
quired to ensure the successful implementa-
tion of a strategy approved by the President 
for accomplishing the mission. The official 
so designated shall be serving in a position 
in the executive branch by appointment, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Sen-
ate. 

(2) INTERAGENCY STEERING COMMITTEE.— 
(A) COMPOSITION.—The Interagency Man-

ager shall establish a Steering Committee 
composed of senior representatives of agen-
cies relevant to the Center’s mission to pro-
vide advice to the Manager on the operations 
and strategic orientation of the Center and 
to ensure adequate support for the Center. 
The Steering Committee shall include one 
senior representative designated by each of 
the Secretary of Defense, the Secretary of 
State, the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, the Administrator of the United 
States Agency for International Develop-
ment, and the Chairman of the Broadcasting 
Board of Governors. 

(B) MEETINGS.—The Interagency Steering 
Committee shall meet not less than every 3 
months. 

(C) PARTICIPATION AND INDEPENDENCE.—The 
Chairman of the Broadcasting Board of Gov-
ernors shall not compromise the journalistic 
freedom or integrity of relevant media orga-
nizations. Other Federal agencies may be in-
vited to participate in the Steering Com-
mittee at the discretion of the Chairman of 
the Steering Committee and with the con-
sent of the Secretary of State. 

(3) SCOPE OF RESPONSIBILITY AND AUTHOR-
ITY.— 

(A) LIMITATION ON SCOPE.—The delegated 
responsibility and authority provided pursu-
ant to paragraph (1) may not extend beyond 
the requirements for successful implementa-
tion of the mission and strategy described in 
that paragraph. 

(B) APPEAL OF EXECUTION OF ACTIVITIES.— 
The head of any department, agency, or 
other element of the United States Govern-
ment may appeal to the President a require-
ment or direction by the official designated 
pursuant to paragraph (1) for activities oth-
erwise in support of the mission and strategy 
described in that paragraph if such head de-
termines that there is a compelling case that 
executing such activities would do undue 
harm to other missions of national impor-
tance to the United States. 

(4) TARGETED FOREIGN AUDIENCES.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The activities under this 

subsection of the Center described in para-
graph (1) shall be done only with the intent 
to influence foreign audiences. No funds for 
the activities of the team under this section 
may be used with the intent to influence 
public opinion in the United States. 

(B) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this subsection may be construed to prohibit 
the team described in paragraph (1) from en-
gaging in any form of communication or me-
dium, either directly or indirectly, or coordi-
nating with any other department or agency 
of the United States Government, a State 
government, or any other public or private 
organization or institution because a United 
States domestic audience is or may be there-
by exposed to activities or communications 
of the team under this subsection, or based 
on a presumption of such exposure. 

(d) STAFF.— 
(1) COMPENSATION.—The President may fix 

the compensation of the manager of the Cen-
ter and other personnel without regard to 
chapter 51 and subchapter III of chapter 53 of 
title 5, United States Code, relating to clas-
sification of positions and General Schedule 
pay rates, except that the rate of pay for the 
executive director and other personnel may 
not exceed the rate payable for level V of the 
Executive Schedule under section 5316 of 
that title. 

(2) DETAIL OF GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES.— 
Any Federal Government employee may be 
detailed to the Center without reimburse-
ment, and such detail shall be without inter-
ruption or loss of civil service status or 
privilege. 

(3) PROCUREMENT OF TEMPORARY AND INTER-
MITTENT SERVICES.—The President may pro-
cure temporary and intermittent services 
under section 3109(b) of title 5, United States 
Code, at rates for individuals which do not 
exceed the daily equivalent of the annual 
rate of basic pay prescribed for level V of the 
Executive Schedule under section 5316 of 
that title. 

(e) FUNDS.—Of amounts authorized to be 
appropriated for fiscal year 2017 for the De-
partment of Defense by this Act and identi-
fied as undistributed fuel cost savings as 
specified in the funding tables in division D, 
up to $250,000,000 may be available for pur-
poses of carrying out this section and the 
grant program established under section 
1282. Once obligated, such funds shall remain 
available for such purposes until expended. 

SEC. 1282. INFORMATION ACCESS FUNDS. 
(a) GRANTS AND CONTRACTS OF FINANCIAL 

SUPPORT.—The Center may provide grants or 
contracts of financial support to civil soci-
ety groups, journalists, nongovernmental or-
ganizations, federally funded research and 
development centers, private companies, or 
academic institutions for the following pur-
poses: 

(1) To support local independent media who 
are best placed to refute foreign 
disinformation and manipulation in their 
own communities. 

(2) To collect and store examples in print, 
online, and social media of disinformation, 
misinformation, and propaganda directed at 
the United States and its allies and partners. 

(3) To analyze tactics, techniques, and pro-
cedures of foreign government information 
warfare with respect to disinformation, mis-
information, and propaganda. 

(4) To support efforts by the Center to 
counter efforts by foreign governments to 
use disinformation, misinformation, and 
propaganda to influence the policies and so-
cial and political stability of the United 
States and United States allies and partners. 

(b) FUNDING AVAILABILITY AND LIMITA-
TIONS.—All organizations that apply to re-
ceive funds under this section must undergo 
a vetting process in accordance with the rel-
evant existing regulations to ensure their 
bona fides, capability, and experience, and 
their compatibility with United States inter-
ests and objectives. 
SEC. 1283. INCLUSION IN DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

EDUCATION AND CULTURAL EX-
CHANGE PROGRAMS OF FOREIGN 
STUDENTS AND COMMUNITY LEAD-
ERS FROM COUNTRIES AND POPU-
LATIONS SUSCEPTIBLE TO FOREIGN 
MANIPULATION. 

The President shall ensure that when the 
Secretary of State is selecting participants 
for United States educational and cultural 
exchange programs, the Secretary of State 
gives special consideration to students and 
community leaders from populations and 
countries the Secretary deems vulnerable to 
foreign propaganda and disinformation cam-
paigns. 
SEC. 1284. REPORTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the establishment of the Center, the 
President submit to the appropriate congres-
sional committees a report evaluating the 
success of the Center in fulfilling the pur-
poses for which it was authorized and out-
lining steps to improve any areas of defi-
ciency. 

(b) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES DEFINED.—In this section, the term 
‘‘appropriate congressional committees’’ 
means— 

(1) the congressional defense committees, 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs, and the Select Committee 
on Intelligence of the Senate; and 

(2) the congressional defense committees, 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security, and the Per-
manent Select Committee on Intelligence of 
the House of Representatives. 
SEC. 1285. TERMINATION OF CENTER AND STEER-

ING COMMITTEE. 
The Center for Information Analysis and 

Response and the interagency team estab-
lished under section 1281(c) shall terminate 
15 years after the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 
SEC. 1286. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION REGARDING 

RELATIONSHIP TO INTELLIGENCE 
AUTHORITIES AND ACTIVITIES. 

Nothing in this subtitle shall be construed 
as superseding or modifying any existing au-
thorities governing the collection, sharing, 
and implementation of intelligence programs 
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and activities or existing regulations gov-
erning the sharing of classified information 
and programs. 

SA 4600. Mr. CORNYN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle H of title XII, add 
the following: 
SEC. 1277. REPORT ON POTENTIAL VIOLATIONS 

BY IRAN OF THE RIGHT UNDER 
INTERNATIONAL LAW TO CONDUCT 
INNOCENT PASSAGE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the 
appropriate congressional committees a re-
port that includes a determination with re-
spect to whether, during or after the inci-
dent that began on January 12, 2016, in which 
forces of Iran boarded two United States 
Navy riverine combat vessels and detained at 
gunpoint the crews of those vessels, any of 
the actions of the forces of Iran constituted 
a violation of the right under international 
law to conduct innocent passage. 

(b) ACTIONS TO BE ASSESSED.—In assessing 
actions of the forces of Iran under subsection 
(a), the Secretary shall consider, at a min-
imum, the following actions: 

(1) The stopping, boarding, search, and sei-
zure of the two United States Navy riverine 
combat vessels in the incident described in 
subsection (a). 

(2) The removal from their vessels and de-
tention of members of the United States 
Armed Forces in that incident. 

(3) The theft or confiscation of electronic 
navigational equipment or any other equip-
ment from the vessels. 

(4) The forcing of one or more members of 
the United States Armed Forces to apologize 
for their actions. 

(5) The display, videotaping, or 
photographing of members of the United 
States Armed Forces and the subsequent 
broadcasting or other use of those photo-
graphs or videos. 

(6) The forcing of female members of the 
United States Armed Forces to wear head 
coverings. 

(c) DESCRIPTION OF ACTIONS.—In the case of 
each action that the Secretary determines 
under subsection (a) is a violation of the 
right under international law to conduct in-
nocent passage, the Secretary shall include 
in the report required by that subsection a 
description of the action and an explanation 
of how the action violated that right. 

(d) FORM OF REPORT.—The report required 
by subsection (a) shall be submitted in un-
classified form, but may include a classified 
annex. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-

TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional 
committees’’ means— 

(A) the Committee on Armed Services of 
the Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Armed Services of 
the House of Representatives. 

(2) FORCES OF IRAN.—The term ‘‘forces of 
Iran’’ means the Islamic Revolutionary 
Guard Corps, members of other military or 
paramilitary units of the Government of 
Iran, and other agents of that Government. 

(3) INNOCENT PASSAGE.—The term ‘‘inno-
cent passage’’ means the principle under cus-

tomary international law that all vessels 
have the right to conduct innocent passage 
through another country’s territorial waters 
for the purpose of continuous and expedi-
tious traversing. 

SA 4601. Mr. RUBIO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle E of title III, add the 
following: 
SEC. 341. MITIGATION OF RISKS POSED BY ZIKA 

VIRUS. 
(a) INSECT REPELLANT AND OTHER MEAS-

URES TO PROTECT SERVICE MEMBERS FROM 
THE ZIKA VIRUS.—Funds authorized to be ap-
propriated by this Act or otherwise made 
available for the Department of Defense 
shall be made available for the deployment 
of insect repellant and other appropriate 
measures for members of the Armed Forces 
and Department of Defense civilian per-
sonnel stationed in or deployed to areas af-
fected by the Zika virus, as well as the treat-
ment for insects at military installations lo-
cated in areas affected by the Zika virus in-
side and outside the United States. Using ex-
isting authorities to work with foreign gov-
ernments that host United States military 
and civilian personnel, the Department shall 
provide support as appropriate to those for-
eign governments to counter insects at for-
eign military installations where members 
of the Armed Forces and Department of De-
fense civilian personnel are stationed in 
areas affected by the Zika virus. 

(b) REPORT ON EFFORTS TO MITIGATE RISK 
TO SERVICE MEMBERS POSED BY THE ZIKA 
VIRUS.—Not later than 90 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Defense shall submit to the congressional 
defense committees a report on the risk 
members of the Armed Forces face of con-
tracting the Zika virus and the mitigation 
efforts being taken by the Department of De-
fense in response. The report shall include a 
strategy to counter the virus should it be-
come a long-term issue. 

(c) AREAS AFFECTED BY THE ZIKA VIRUS DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘areas af-
fected by the Zika virus’’ means areas under 
a level 2 or level 3 travel advisory notice 
issued by the Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention related to the Zika virus. 

SA 4602. Mr. UDALL submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of subtitle I of title X, add the 
following: 
SEC. 1097. INTERNATIONAL INFRASTRUCTURE 

SIMULATION AND ANALYSIS CEN-
TER. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Using existing funds, 
the Secretary of Defense is authorized to 
work in consultation with the Secretary of 
Energy to develop an International Infra-
structure Simulation and Analysis Center. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The International Infra-
structure Simulation and Analysis Center 

may serve as the key asset for gathering, 
analyzing, and disseminating information to 
the Department of Defense, the Department 
of Energy, and the National Security Council 
for the purposes of— 

(1) providing advanced modeling, simula-
tion, and analysis capabilities to analyze 
critical infrastructure interdependencies, 
vulnerabilities, and complexities outside the 
United States; 

(2) providing analysis and data to policy 
makers and decision makers to aid in the 
prevention or response to humanitarian or 
other threats outside the United States; and 

(3) providing strategic, multidisciplinary 
analyses of infrastructure interdependencies 
and the consequences of infrastructure dis-
ruptions across multiple infrastructure sec-
tors outside the United States. 

(c) USE OF EXISTING FACILITIES.—The Inter-
national Infrastructure Simulation and 
Analysis Center should utilize existing De-
partment of Defense or Department of En-
ergy facilities. 

(d) CAPABILITIES.—The Center should in-
clude the following capabilities: 

(1) Process-based systems dynamic models. 
(2) Mathematical network optimization 

models. 
(3) Physics-based models of existing infra-

structure. 
(4) High fidelity, agent-based simulations 

of systems. 
(5) Other systems capabilities as deemed 

necessary by the Secretary of Defense to ful-
fil the mission needs of the Department of 
Defense. 

SA 4603. Mr. REID submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 2943, to authorize ap-
propriations for fiscal year 2017 for 
military activities of the Department 
of Defense, for military construction, 
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
This Act shall be in effect 1 day after en-

actment. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on June 8, 
2016, at 2:30 p.m., in room SR–253 of the 
Russell Senate Office Building to con-
duct a hearing entitled ‘‘Implementa-
tion of the Fast Act.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 
Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Committee on 
Finance be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on June 8, 
2016, at 9:30 a.m., in room SD–215 of the 
Dirksen Senate Office Building. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Committee on 
Foreign Relations be authorized to 
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meet during the session of the Senate 
on June 8, 2016, at 3:30 p.m., to conduct 
a hearing entitled ‘‘Nominations.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS 
Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Committee on 
Indian Affairs be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
June 8, 2016, in room SD–628 of the 
Dirksen Senate Office Building, at 2:15 
p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS AND 
ENTREPRENEURSHIP 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on 
Small Business and Entrepreneurship 
be authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on June 8, 2016. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON AFRICA AND GLOBAL HEALTH 

POLICY 
Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Committee on 
Foreign Relations Subcommittee on 
Africa and Global Health Policy be au-
thorized to meet during the session of 
the Senate on June 8, 2016, at 2:15 p.m., 
to conduct a hearing entitled ‘‘U.S. 
Sanctions Policy in Sub-Saharan Afri-
ca.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND THE 
NATIONAL INTEREST 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on 
the Judiciary, Subcommittee on Immi-
gration and the National Interest be 
authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on June 8, 2016, at 2:30 
p.m., in room SD–226 of the Dirksen 
Senate Office Building, to conduct a 
hearing entitled ‘‘The H–2B Temporary 
Foreign Worker Program: Examining 
the Effects of Americas’ Job Opportu-
nities and Wages.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, first, I 
ask unanimous consent that Laura 
Malenas and Kevin Craw, who are both 
fellows in my office, be granted floor 
privileges for the remainder of the Sen-
ate’s consideration of the NDAA. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the fol-
lowing interns from my office be grant-
ed the privilege of the floor for the 
month of June: Coreanne Bean, Emily 
Harland, Clara Baldwin, Kea 
Bekkendahl, Desiree Cleary, Xochitl 
Martinez, Teresa Wrobel, Karl 
Lundgren, Robin O’Donoghue, Bernie 
Franulovich, Andrea Witte, and Noam 
Levenson; and I also ask unanimous 
consent that Tyler Schroeber be grant-
ed the privilege of the floor for the bal-
ance of the day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that Giselle 
Naranjo-Cruz be granted privileges of 
the floor today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, JUNE 9, 
2016 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 9:30 a.m. tomorrow, 
Thursday, June 9; that following the 
prayer and pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, and the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day; further, that 
following leader remarks, the Senate 
resume consideration of S. 2943; finally, 
that notwithstanding the provisions of 
rule XXII, the cloture motions with re-
spect to Reed amendment No. 4549 and 
McCain amendment No. 4229 ripen at 
11:15 a.m. tomorrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con-
sent that it stand adjourned, following 
the remarks of Senator MCCAIN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Arizona. 

NATIONAL DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATION BILL 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I would 
like to make a couple of comments 
about the progress of the legislation. 

As it just happened, the majority 
leader has filed cloture on the bill, 
which means that if 30 hours are con-
sumed, then we would be here on Fri-
day. I certainly hope that is not the 
case. We are negotiating several con-
tentious issues which, if those negotia-
tions are successful, I would anticipate 
a number of votes tomorrow morning. 
If we are unable to, then it is going to 
stretch out into the afternoon or even 
to the next day for final passage. 

I thank every Member who has been 
engaged in this process. Literally every 
Member has had an amendment or 
some involvement in this issue, and I 
think that is the healthiest thing 
about consideration of this bill, which, 
obviously I say with some bias, is the 
most important legislation that we 
take up, given that its responsibilities 
are to the men and women who are 
serving in our military in harm’s way 
in a very dangerous world. 

I thank my colleagues for their co-
operation, and hopefully we can reach 
some agreements tonight and tomor-
row to expedite the process and get 
final passage. 

I note the presence of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, and I wonder if he 
has any comments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the Senator from Rhode Is-
land. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I second 
Senator MCCAIN’s comments about the 
cooperation and collaboration. We hope 
that tomorrow we can move forward on 
several amendments, and I want to join 
him in commending and thanking our 
colleagues for their help. 

Thank you. 
Mr. President, I believe we have both 

yielded the floor. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
adjourned until 9:30 a.m. tomorrow. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 9:09 p.m., 
adjourned until Thursday, June 9, 2016, 
at 9:30 a.m. 
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IN RECOGNITION OF HEARTLINE 
PRESS 

HON. PATRICK MEEHAN 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Heartline Press on winning SCORE’s 
2016 Small Business Achievement Award. 

SCORE is a national nonprofit that provides 
free business mentoring and educational work-
shops to entrepreneurs and small business 
owners across the country. I am grateful for 
the services local SCORE chapters provide for 
our region’s innovative entrepreneurs. And I 
commend the Chester County Chapter on 
being named ‘‘2015 Chapter of the Year,’’ 
edging out over 300 other chapters around the 
country. 

Ryan Hartley, founder of Heartline Press, 
developed his passion for the offset lithog-
raphy printing process while attending Spring-
field High School. Bob Preston, who operated 
the school’s print shop, became a lifelong 
mentor and encouraged Hartley to start his 
own printing company in 2005. 

Hartley was working long hours and the 
business was barely profitable. So in 2012 he 
reached out to SCORE and was introduced to 
SCORE counselors who helped him reorga-
nize his business to operate it more efficiently 
and effectively. Hartley also enhanced his web 
design services and developed a strong social 
media marketing campaign. 

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate Mr. Hartley on 
his success through the SCORE mentorship 
program. 

f 

HONORING JACOB BRUNS 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I 
proudly pause to recognize Jacob Bruns. Jake 
is a very special young man who has exempli-
fied the finest qualities of citizenship and lead-
ership by taking an active part in the Boy 
Scouts of America, Troop 1099, and earning 
the most prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Jake has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Jake has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam-
ily, peers, and community. Most notably, Jake 
has contributed to his community through his 
Eagle Scout project. 

Mr. Speaker, I proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Jacob Bruns for his accomplish-
ments with the Boy Scouts of America and for 
his efforts put forth in achieving the highest 
distinction of Eagle Scout. 

ZACHARY FITZMIER 

HON. ED PERLMUTTER 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize and applaud Zachary 
Fitzmier for receiving the Arvada Wheat Ridge 
Service Ambassadors for Youth award. 

Zachary Fitzmier is an 11th grader at Po-
mona High School and received this award 
because his determination and hard work 
have allowed him to overcome adversities. 

The dedication demonstrated by Zachary 
Fitzmier is exemplary of the type of achieve-
ment that can be attained with hard work and 
perseverance. It is essential students at all 
levels strive to make the most of their edu-
cation and develop a work ethic which will 
guide them for the rest of their lives. 

I extend my deepest congratulations to 
Zachary Fitzmier for winning the Arvada 
Wheat Ridge Service Ambassadors for Youth 
award. I have no doubt he will exhibit the 
same dedication and character in all of his fu-
ture accomplishments. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO DR. CHARLES ELACHI 

HON. ADAM B. SCHIFF 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor my dear friend Dr. Charles Elachi, as he 
concludes 46 years of service to the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration’s 
(NASA) Jet Propulsion Laboratory (JPL). As 
Director of JPL for the last 15 years, Dr. 
Elachi has been an exceptional leader and in-
valuable contributor to space exploration. 

Born and raised in Lebanon, Dr. Elachi left 
home to pursue a Bachelor of Science degree 
in physics from the University of Grenoble, 
France. From there he received his Diplome 
Ingenieur in engineering from the Polytechnic 
Institute, Grenoble. He continued his edu-
cation at the California Institute of Technology 
where he received his Master of Science and 
Doctoral degrees in electrical sciences. After 
joining JPL in 1970, Dr. Elachi continued his 
education at the University of Southern Cali-
fornia where he received his Master of Busi-
ness Administration, and the University of 
California, Los Angeles where he received his 
Master of Science in Geology. 

Dr. Elachi began his 46 year career at JPL 
as a research and science investigator. Quick-
ly rising to leadership, he served as Principal 
Investigator on numerous NASA projects, 
most notably the Shuttle Imaging Radar se-
ries, the Magellan Imaging Radar, and the 
Cassini Titan Radar. From 1982 to 2000, Dr. 
Elachi served as Director for Space and Earth 
Science Programs at JPL and was responsible 
for the overall development of instruments for 

Earth observation, planetary exploration, and 
astrophysics and the missions utilizing those 
instruments. 

In May of 2001, Dr. Elachi was appointed 
Director of JPL and through the years has 
steadfastly stewarded JPL to unparalleled suc-
cess. JPL’s highly successful Mars missions— 
Phoenix and the rovers Spirit, Opportunity and 
Curiosity—have pushed the boundaries of 
robotic exploration and have inspired a new 
generation of scientists. Earth missions such 
as GRACE, Jason 1, 2, and 3, Aquarius, and 
Cloudsat to name a few, have furthered our 
understanding of Earth’s climate and given us 
critical data on the planet we call home. Far 
beyond our planet, Juno, Kepler, Dawn, and 
many other missions are studying various 
parts of our solar system and beyond. Under 
Dr. Elachi’s tenure, these successful missions 
and JPL’s consistent ability to deliver on target 
have created innumerable job opportunities lo-
cally and nationally, and have continued JPL’s 
distinction and prominence in space explo-
ration. 

Throughout his impressive career, Dr. Elachi 
has authored over 230 publications and lec-
tured in more than 20 countries about space, 
planetary exploration, and Earth observation. 
He holds numerous patents in the fields of ac-
tive microwave remote sensing and electro-
magnetic theory. Over the years, Dr. Elachi 
chaired a number of national and international 
committees which developed plans for the ex-
ploration of our solar system, neighboring 
solar systems, and Mars. His exceptional ca-
reer includes over 30 awards and recognitions 
including the J.E. Hill Lifetime Space Achieve-
ment Award, the Association of Space Explor-
ers Congress Crystal Helmet Award and the 
NASA Outstanding Leadership Medal in three 
different years, to name a few. 

It is with great appreciation and respect that 
I congratulate Dr. Charles Elachi upon 46 
years of exemplary public service. The time 
and energy Dr. Elachi put into his work is ex-
traordinary and people across the globe have 
benefited greatly from his dedicated service. 
Applauding his commitment and dedication to 
NASA’s JPL and its work, I now proudly ask 
you all to join me in commending Dr. Charles 
Elachi for his lifetime of service to our country. 

f 

HONORING THE SERVICE OF GARY 
EDMONDSON 

HON. CHARLES W. BOUSTANY, JR. 
OF LOUISIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the life and service of Gary 
Edmondson. A veteran of the United States 
Army, Gary recently celebrated 70 years of 
playing TAPS at military funerals throughout 
the state of Louisiana at no cost to the fami-
lies. He played his first military funeral in 
1946, as a young Boy Scout at the age of 12 
and for the last seven decades has never 
looked back. 
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Born in August of 1934 in Brooklyn, N.Y., 

Gary joined the Army at the age of 21; eventu-
ally earning a place in the U.S. Army band in 
Louisville, Ky. Gary dedicated his life to play-
ing TAPS to honor fellow veterans at their fu-
nerals. After relocating to Lafayette, Louisiana, 
in 1959, he notified all six of the local funeral 
homes to let them know he was always avail-
able to play TAPS free of charge. 

Since moving to Acadiana, Gary has be-
come a fixture of the community. He has 
played countless funerals, military, veterans, 
and community events throughout his lifetime 
of service. Just this past Memorial Day, he 
played in services at Lafayette Memorial Park, 
as well as Green Lawn Memorial Park—a tra-
dition he has kept since 1964. 

Gary’s seven decades of heartfelt dedication 
to our fallen heroes is an inspiration to us all. 
In 2013, he earned an induction into the Living 
Legends Hall of Fame in Erath, La. In 2014, 
he created the Acadiana Veterans Honor 
Guard and was instrumental in securing fund-
ing to ensure every local veteran will receive 
full military funeral honors. Beloved by the en-
tire community; Gary Edmondson has en-
riched the lives of countless families during 
their darkest hours. I rise to ask my col-
leagues in the House of Representatives to 
join me in recognizing his lifetime of service, 
dedicated to providing the final tribute to our 
fallen heroes as their families lay them to rest. 

f 

IN SUPPORT OF THE AMERICAN 
POLITICAL SCIENCE ASSOCIA-
TION CONGRESSIONAL FELLOW-
SHIP 

HON. JIM McDERMOTT 
OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, today I rise 
to draw attention to a development that re-
mained largely unnoticed; discontinuation of 
the Fulbright Congressional Fellowship pro-
gram run by the American Political Science 
Association (APSA). 

My office has regularly welcomed inter-
national fellows. We continue to host these tal-
ented professionals from different areas 
around the world. Between 2004 and 2008, I 
hosted two APSA-Fulbright Congressional Fel-
lows from India; an academic, Medha 
Nanivadekar, and a New Dehli journalist, 
Prasad Venkateswara Kunduri. 

These Fellows brought a great deal of depth 
and perspective to the office at a time when 
relationship between United States of America 
and India was expanding like never before. 
Today, the U.S. and India are engaged across 
more than 60 fields. 

Prasad, in particular came at a time when 
we in the Congress were deeply engaged and 
debating the Civil Nuclear Deal with India. I 
valued his perspective and understanding of 
the intricacies of discourse within India on the 
issue as well as the impact the process could 
have on U.S.-India relations and domestic pol-
itics. 

During 2007–2008, Prasad spent a year in 
Washington, D.C. Since his return, he remains 
in contact with me and my office. He con-
tinues to share his experiences as a Fellow 
with his colleagues to promote a greater un-
derstanding of how the U.S. Congress works. 

When I have traveled to India he is engaged 
in events related to my trip. I continue to ap-
preciate his perspective when working on 
issues related to India. 

Since we do not have a regular official dele-
gation-level exchange program between the 
U.S. Congress and Parliament of India many 
of us travel to India as part of various pro-
grams organized by different groups or Co- 
Dels which include special events like one that 
retraced Martin Luther King’s journey in India. 
Events organized by former Fellows like 
Prasad help bridge the gap between U.S. law- 
makers and people. 

These Fellows who come to Washington, 
D.C. and spend a year on The Hill, help cre-
ate a relationship with U.S. law-makers, staff, 
policy planners, advocacy groups and col-
leagues in the program. What they take back 
enriches the United States’ relationship with 
these communities. 

The Fulbright-APSA Congressional Fellow-
ship Program was part of APSA’s Congres-
sional Fellowship Program. It was established 
over 60 years ago and remains a highly selec-
tive, non-partisan, early-to-mid career program 
devoted to expanding knowledge and aware-
ness of Congress. The program enjoys a rep-
utation for excellence among those concerned 
with the quality of government and the ways in 
which democracies function. The APSA-Con-
gressional Fellowship ended after a five year 
run. 

Appreciating the initiative and contribution of 
the program, I urge the Fulbright Board to re-
consider and fund APSA Congressional Fel-
lowship. 

f 

HONORING KAELIN HAGEN 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I 
proudly pause to recognize Kaelin Hagen. 
Kaelin is a very special young man who has 
exemplified the finest qualities of citizenship 
and leadership by taking an active part in the 
Boy Scouts of America, Troop 1099, and earn-
ing the most prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Kaelin has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Kaelin has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam-
ily, peers, and community. Most notably, 
Kaelin has contributed to his community 
through his Eagle Scout project. 

Mr. Speaker, I proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Kaelin Hagen for his accomplish-
ments with the Boy Scouts of America and for 
his efforts put forth in achieving the highest 
distinction of Eagle Scout. 

f 

RECOGNIZING EARLINE ROGERS 
UPON HER RETIREMENT 

HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Mr. Speaker, today it is 
with profound respect that I take this time to 

honor one of Indiana’s foremost citizens, State 
Senator Earline Rogers. A retired public 
school teacher, Earline has consistently distin-
guished herself as a pillar of her community, 
a voice for children, and a selfless public serv-
ant. Serving in the Indiana General Assembly 
for thirty-four years, Senator Rogers will be re-
tiring this year after a truly monumental ca-
reer. 

Born in Gary, Indiana, Earline Rogers was 
inspired at an early age to be a force for posi-
tive change by her father, Earl Smith Sr., and 
her mother, Robbie. Employed as a steel-
worker, Earl worked tirelessly alongside his 
wife to support Earline and her four siblings, 
Gerry, Bobby, Earl Jr., and Denice. Taking on 
two part-time jobs in addition to his full-time 
position at the steel mill, Earl was determined 
to see his children graduate high school and 
attend college. Earline fulfilled her parents’ 
dream and graduated as senior class presi-
dent with honors from Roosevelt High School 
in Gary, and went on to earn Bachelor of 
Science and Master of Science degrees in 
Education from Indiana University. Following 
her undergraduate studies, Earline began her 
career teaching in the Gary Community 
School Corporation, and soon became active 
in the American Federation of Teachers union, 
working to provide teachers with the best re-
sources to educate their students and provide 
them with pathways to success. Senator Rog-
ers was elected to the Gary Common Council 
in 1980, and broke barriers serving as the 
Council’s first female president. In 1982, Sen-
ator Rogers was elected to the Indiana House 
of Representatives, and in 1990, she became 
a member of the Indiana Senate where she 
has served for the past twenty-six years rep-
resenting Indiana Senate District 3. 

In particular, Senator Rogers has most re-
cently served as the Indiana Senate Minority 
Whip, and as the Ranking Minority Member on 
the Education and Career Development Com-
mittee as well as the Family and Children 
Services Committee. Senator Rogers had also 
served on the Appropriations, Homeland Se-
curity and Transportation, Veterans Affairs and 
the Military, and Pensions and Labor Commit-
tees, and as a member of the Indiana Edu-
cation Roundtable. 

Since entering public service, Senator Rog-
ers has established herself as one of Indiana’s 
most accomplished and effective legislators, 
working across the aisle with her colleagues to 
improve the lives of all Hoosiers, notably to 
protect the safety, rights, and educational op-
portunities of our youngest citizens. In par-
ticular, Senator Rogers authored Jojo’s Law, 
which mandates that all vehicles for ten or 
more passengers utilized by public schools, 
preschools, or licensed day care centers must 
meet the same safety standards as school 
buses. Senator Rogers also created Heather’s 
Law, which requires the Indiana Department of 
Education to develop programs for Indiana 
schools to better educate students about dat-
ing violence. Moreover, she has led efforts to 
increase anti-bullying education statewide and 
safeguard our students from forms of harass-
ment outside the classroom, such as cyber- 
bullying. In addition, Earline Rogers was in-
strumental in the passage of legislation that 
raised the minimum age of the death penalty 
to 18 years of age in Indiana. Finally, Senator 
Rogers wrote Indiana’s first bilingual-literacy 
program and successfully provided funding for 
Northwest Indiana school repair and prospec-
tive teacher training. Earline’s record as an 
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advocate for our community’s most vulnerable, 
and for preparing our next generation of lead-
ers, has and will continue to leave an immeas-
urable impact on Northwest Indiana, our state, 
and our country. 

In addition to her achievements in the realm 
of children and education, Senator Rogers’ 
legislative accomplishments include filing the 
first bill to legalize casino and riverboat gam-
ing in Indiana, spearheading efforts to in-
crease job growth, and most recently, gaining 
legislative approval to relocate docked river-
boat casinos to adjacent land. Thanks to the 
efforts of Senator Rogers, this industry has 
generated significant economic investment 
throughout our state. Furthermore, Senator 
Rogers was a leader and integral to the cre-
ation of the Northwest Indiana Regional Devel-
opment Authority, an entity that currently 
works with local, state, and federal partners to 
spur regional economic development. These 
projects include the enrichment of the Gary/ 
Chicago International Airport, improving ac-
cess to our historic lakeshore through the Mar-
quette Plan, investment in the recapitalization 
and expansion of the South Shore Rail Line, 
and the development of a regional bus sys-
tem. Senator Rogers has fought to bring eco-
nomic prosperity and opportunities to all of her 
constituents, and has been a transformational 
figure and the epitome of a public servant. 

Earline is married to Chuck Rogers, a re-
tired Gary firefighter, and together they have 
two children, Keith Sr. and Dara, as well as a 
number of grandchildren and great-grand-
children. Earline plans to spend her retirement 
staying active in the Gary community, includ-
ing in Saint Timothy Community Church, 
where she has been a member for over fifty 
years, and looks forward to spending winters 
visiting her family in Arizona. 

I am especially proud to note that the rela-
tionship between the Smith/Rogers and Vis-
closky families spans four generations. As 
mentioned earlier in my remarks, Earline’s fa-
ther worked two part-time jobs in addition to 
his full-time employment. One of those part- 
time positions was working with my father in 
the Calumet Township Trustee’s office in the 
1940s and 1950s. There they began a friend-
ship based on a profound respect for each 
other. To this day, my 100-year-old father, 
John, is proud that he attended Earline’s high 
school graduation open house and was able 
to witness the beginning of her distinguished 
academic and professional career. That friend-
ship has continued through my relationship 
with Earline and Chuck, and now spans a 
fourth generation with her grandson, Keith, 
who is currently serving in my Washington, 
DC, Congressional office. The Visclosky family 
has been blessed to have experienced such a 
long standing and strong relationship with indi-
viduals imbued with integrity, selflessness, and 
with whom we have had countless good 
laughs. 

I am proud to call Earline my friend, and I 
wish her the very best in this new chapter of 
her life. Earline has always served the citizens 
of Gary, Northwest Indiana, and our entire 
state as a passionate and compassionate pub-
lic servant. For this she is worthy of the high-
est praise. 

Mr. Speaker, I respectfully ask that you and 
my distinguished colleagues join me in hon-
oring Indiana State Senator Earline Rogers for 
her life of public service, and for teaching gen-
erations of young Hoosiers to be a force for 

positive change, both in and out of the class-
room. Senator Rogers’ life has truly been a 
gift to us all. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF ACTION 
POTENTIAL 

HON. PATRICK MEEHAN 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Action Potential on winning SCORE’s 
2016 Small Business Achievement Award. 

SCORE is a national nonprofit that provides 
free business mentoring and educational work-
shops to entrepreneurs and small business 
owners across the country. I am grateful for 
the services local SCORE chapters provide for 
our region’s innovative entrepreneurs. And I 
commend the Chester County Chapter on 
being named ‘‘2015 Chapter of the Year,’’ 
edging out over 300 other chapters around the 
country. 

Kathy Dixon and Kristen Wilson founded Ac-
tion Potential in 2011 to provide innovative, 
high-customized rehabilitation services to sen-
ior, neurological and amputee clients. Action 
Potential is the first outpatient therapy provider 
to offer these specialized services in Delaware 
and Chester Counties. In just three years the 
business more than quadrupled its number of 
patients. 

Kathy and Kristen have been involved with 
SCORE since they were first considering start-
ing their own business, attending workshops 
that helped them develop a business plan and 
working with a SCORE counselor. 

Action Potential is actively involved in and 
giving back to its community, hosting edu-
cational luncheon sessions for physicians and 
charity events like their National Amputee Golf 
Association First Swing Seminar and Annual 
Turkey Trot. 

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate Kathy Dixon and 
Kristen Wilson on their success. It is small 
businesses like Action Potential that form the 
backbone of our local economy. 

f 

H.R. 5055, ENERGY AND WATER DE-
VELOPMENT AND RELATED 
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS ACT 
OF 2017 

HON. LYNN A. WESTMORELAND 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, I wish 
to express my deep concerns about the 
proactive management practices displayed by 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Mobile Dis-
trict, in regard to their management of West 
Point Dam and Lake water levels. The U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers should use all ap-
propriated funds to implement and carry out 
the best practices. For many years, my office 
and the stakeholders of West Point Lake have 
worked with the Mobile District to discuss 
proactive policies and what it will take to put 
adaptive management practices in place. 
Upon hearing the announcement that West 
Point Lake will not remain at full pool this 
summer as a direct result of the Mobile Dis-

trict’s decision to draw down the lake, I once 
again am concerned that best practices are 
not being utilized. The construction of the 
West Point Dam was authorized by Congress 
through the Flood Control Act of 1962 and 
completed later in 1975. Of the five intended 
purposes for the West Point Dam and Lake, 
general recreation is chief among them. West 
Point Lake has served this historical purpose 
for over 40 years, contributing anywhere from 
$153 million to $710 million in annual eco-
nomic impact. However, the economic impact 
depends heavily on the lake’s water levels. 
West Point Lake guests enjoy fishing, boating, 
and other water sports, as well as many other 
outdoor activities centrally located around the 
lake. There can be no doubt that recreational 
activities on West Point Lake are the life-blood 
of the area. The threat of low water levels will 
have substantial impacts on recreation. I urge 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Mobile Dis-
trict to use all appropriated funds to implement 
adaptive management practices according to 
the general recreation purpose of West Point 
Dam and Lake. 

f 

RECOGNIZING MR. JOHN 
BREITSMAN UPON THE OCCASION 
OF HIS RETIREMENT FROM THE 
PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT 
OF AGRICULTURE 

HON. LOU BARLETTA 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. BARLETTA. Mr. Speaker, it is my privi-
lege to recognize Mr. John Breitsman on the 
occasion of his retirement as the Director of 
the Bureau of Plant Industry at the Pennsyl-
vania Department of Agriculture after 34 years 
of devoted service. Working every day to pro-
vide the best possible service to the con-
sumers and producers of Pennsylvania’s agri-
culture, John challenges his team to instill ex-
cellence and leadership in meeting the state’s 
agricultural needs. Comprehensive oversight 
under John’s leadership has improved agri-
culture significantly in my district and through-
out Pennsylvania, ensuring a diverse and 
healthy ecosystem for generations to come. 

Beginning his service to the state in 1982, 
John quickly advanced from an Agricultural 
Products Inspector to Agronomic Specialist, 
eventually holding the titles of Chief of the Di-
vision of Agronomic and Regional Services 
and Director of the Bureau of Plant Industry. 
His leadership and expertise have earned him 
positions with state, regional, national, and 
international organizations such as the Food 
and Drug Administration, the American Feed 
Control Officials (AAFCO) where he served as 
president, and the FBI. John has also worked 
closely with the Pennsylvania Department of 
Agriculture’s Rapid Response Team, which is 
responsible for creating a Best Practices Man-
ual for food and feed related emergency re-
sponses. His service and involvement with 
such diverse organizations has instilled a 
sense of security in my constituents’ food sup-
ply and helped my district’s farmers meet to-
day’s most daunting challenges. 

John has always understood the value in 
surrounding himself with an elite team, men-
toring his employees, and providing them with 
the support needed to fulfill the Bureau’s mis-
sion of protecting Pennsylvania agriculture and 
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ensuring consumer safety. With such unique 
and committed service to his position and em-
ployees alike, John has received numerous 
awards highlighting his service. In 1999, he 
was recognized with the Pennsylvania Depart-
ment of Agriculture’s Outstanding Employee of 
the Year award and, in 2001, was honored 
with the AAFCO Distinguished Service Award. 
John has also been integral in the develop-
ment of PaPlants, the Bureau’s comprehen-
sive web-based tracking and interactive con-
stituent access program. PaPlants is now a 
model for USAPlants, a nationwide initiative in 
use by five other states. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my honor to recognize Mr. 
John Breitsman for his extensive guidance 
and superior leadership with the Pennsylvania 
Department of Agriculture. Commitment to his 
colleagues has allowed John to inspire his co-
workers on a daily basis, and his hard work is 
evident through various achievements and 
lasting contributions to my community and 
state. John’s retirement will be accompanied 
by quality time spent with his wife Kristin and 
his daughter Stephanie. On behalf of my con-
stituents, I wish Mr. John Breitsman well on 
the occasion of his retirement, and best of 
luck in his future endeavors. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. TAMMY DUCKWORTH 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Ms. DUCKWORTH. Mr. Speaker, on June 
7, 2016, on Roll Call Number 269 on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and agree to, as 
amended, H. Con. Res. 129, Expressing sup-
port for the goal of ensuring that all Holocaust 
victims live with dignity, comfort, and security 
in their remaining years, and urging the Fed-
eral Republic of Germany to reaffirm its com-
mitment to this goal through a financial com-
mitment to comprehensively address the 
unique health and welfare needs of vulnerable 
Holocaust victims, including home care and 
other medically prescribed needs, I am not re-
corded. Had I been present, I would have 
voted YEA on the motion to suspend the rules 
and agree to the resolution, as amended. 

On June 7, 2016, on Roll Call Number 270 
on the motion to suspend the rules and pass 
H.R. 4906, To amend title 5, United States 
Code, to clarify the eligibility of employees of 
a land management agency in a time-limited 
appointment to compete for a permanent ap-
pointment at any Federal agency, and for 
other purposes, I am not recorded. Had I been 
present, I would have voted YEA on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass H.R. 4906. 

On June 7, 2016, on Roll Call Number 271 
on the motion to suspend the rules and pass 
H.R. 4904, Making Electronic Government Ac-
countable By Yielding Tangible Efficiencies 
Act of 2016, I am not recorded. Had I been 
present, I would have voted YEA on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass H.R. 4904. 

On June 7, 2016, on Roll Call Number 272 
on the motion to suspend the rules and pass, 
as amended, H.R. 1815, Eastern Nevada 
Land Implementation Improvement Act, I am 
not recorded. Had I been present, I would 
have voted YEA on the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass H.R. 1815, as amended. 

TRIBUTE TO LILA AND TED 
SHOESMITH 

HON. DAVID YOUNG 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Ted and 
Lila Shoesmith on the very special occasion of 
their 60th wedding anniversary. 

Ted and Lila were married on May 27, 1956 
and reside in Guthrie Center, Iowa. Their life-
long commitment to each other and their fam-
ily truly embodies Iowa’s values. As the years 
pass, may their love continue to grow even 
stronger and may they continue to love, cher-
ish, and honor one another for many more 
years to come. 

I commend this lovely couple on their 60 
years of life together and I wish them many 
more. I know my colleagues in the United 
States House of Representatives will join me 
in congratulating them on this momentous oc-
casion. 

f 

RECOGNIZING SYDNEY EISMEIER 

HON. KEN BUCK 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to rec-
ognize Sydney Eismeier, a Military Appointee 
from Colorado’s Fourth Congressional District. 
I believe our greatest assets are America’s 
brave men and women in uniform. Sydney is 
making an incredible sacrifice for our country 
and deserves our utmost support for her serv-
ice. It is with great pleasure that I give her my 
endorsement to attend this prestigious institu-
tion. 

Our nation owes no greater debt of gratitude 
than to those who fight to protect our freedom 
and liberty. I commend Sydney and her family 
for their commitment. On behalf of the 4th 
Congressional District of Colorado, I extend 
my best wishes to Sydney. 

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to recognize 
Sydney as a Military Appointee for her com-
mitment to protect and serve our nation. 

f 

THOMAS BERGMAN 

HON. ED PERLMUTTER 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize and applaud Thomas 
Bergman for receiving the Arvada Wheat 
Ridge Service Ambassadors for Youth award. 

Thomas Bergman is a 12th grader at Stan-
ley Lake High School and received this award 
because his determination and hard work 
have allowed him to overcome adversities. 

The dedication demonstrated by Thomas 
Bergman is exemplary of the type of achieve-
ment that can be attained with hard work and 
perseverance. It is essential students at all 
levels strive to make the most of their edu-
cation and develop a work ethic which will 
guide them for the rest of their lives. 

I extend my deepest congratulations to 
Thomas Bergman for winning the Arvada 
Wheat Ridge Service Ambassadors for Youth 
award. I have no doubt he will exhibit the 
same dedication and character in all of his fu-
ture accomplishments. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE RETIREMENT 
OF DAVE BREIDINGER 

HON. MICHAEL G. FITZPATRICK 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize the retirement of Dave 
Breidinger, a man of commitment and service. 

Whether we speak of Dave Breidinger’s ac-
complishments during his career with Comcast 
or in the community, Dave has served with un-
wavering dedication. On this special milestone 
of his retirement, we come to celebrate the 
positive impact that Dave had on so many 
people’s lives. 

Dave began his career managing a local 
franchise. He retires today as the Senior Vice 
President of Government Affairs for Comcast’s 
Northeast Division States. I had the pleasure 
to work with Dave on federal government 
communication related issues. His contribu-
tions to Comcast have been unparalleled, as 
they have significantly expanded communica-
tion in the Northeast region. 

Equally important to Dave’s accomplish-
ments at Comcast and his commitment to pro-
fessional associations, is the extensive range 
of his community involvement. He has been 
involved with groups including the Rotary 
Club, Salvation Army, and the Boys and Girls 
Club. 

Currently, he serves on numerous boards 
including the Bucks County Community Col-
lege Foundation Board and the St. Mary Med-
ical Center Advisory Board. Dave is also 
Chairman of the Board of Pearl S. Buck Inter-
national which works to build better lives for 
children around the world—an organization lo-
cated in my district which I have great pride 
representing in the United States House of 
Representatives. 

In honor of his time, hard work, and selfless 
spirit, Dave has received a multitude of 
awards including the Rotary District 7510 
‘‘Matty’’ Mathewson Rotarian of the Year 
award, the Boy Scouts of America ‘‘Spirit of 
America’’ award, and leadership awards from 
the NJCTA, the CTAMDDC and from the 
Broadband Cable Association of Pennsylvania. 
He was also inducted into the Cable Tele-
vision Pioneers for his instrumental part in the 
Cable Television Industry. 

David Breidinger’s 35 years of work for 
Comcast and outstanding leadership is deeply 
appreciated. We are grateful for David’s com-
mitment and service and know he will continue 
to inspire others in the Northampton Township 
and beyond. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. GEORGE HOLDING 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. HOLDING. Mr. Speaker, I missed roll 
call vote 269, H. Con. Res. 129 expressing 
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support for the goal of ensuring that all Holo-
caust victims live with dignity, comfort, and se-
curity in their remaining years, and urging the 
Federal Republic of Germany to reaffirm its 
commitment to this goal through a financial 
commitment to comprehensively address the 
unique health and welfare needs of vulnerable 
Holocaust victims, including home care and 
other medically prescribed needs. 

Had I been present, I would have voted 
Yea. 

f 

HONORING JACOB L. SALSBURY 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I 
proudly pause to recognize Jacob L. Salsbury. 
Jacob is a very special young man who has 
exemplified the finest qualities of citizenship 
and leadership by taking an active part in the 
Boy Scouts of America, Troop 1395, and earn-
ing the most prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Jacob has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Jacob has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam-
ily, peers, and community. Most notably, 
Jacob has contributed to his community 
through his Eagle Scout project. 

Mr. Speaker, I proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Jacob L. Salsbury for his accom-
plishments with the Boy Scouts of America 
and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. LUIS V. GUTIÉRREZ 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. GUTIÉRREZ. Mr. Speaker, I was un-
avoidably absent in the House Chamber for 
votes on Tuesday, June 7, 2016. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on roll call 
votes 269, 270, 271, and 272. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO THE ZIPP’S PIZZARIA 

HON. DAVID YOUNG 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Zipp’s Pizzaria of Adair, 
Iowa for winning the 2016 Iowa Tourism Of-
fice’s Pizza Madness Award from the Iowa 
Tourism Office. 

Iowa Tourism Office announced their con-
test search for the best pizza in Iowa in mid- 
March 2016 and after nearly 15,000 entries, 
the votes cast named Zipp’s Pizzaria, an 
iconic small establishment nestled in western 
Iowa. The one-time ‘‘take out only’’ pizza par-
lor is now a full service restaurant known 
statewide for its signature taco pizza. 

This year’s winning entrant was a local 
hometown café, like so many of those in Iowa. 

Zipp’s Pizzaria has all the markings of a great 
pizza parlor—with extra helpings of community 
pride and dishing up a tailor-made private rec-
ipe for its specialty taco pizza. Owner Jim 
Zimmerline accepted the award, noting he is 
humbled by the attention but is willing to give 
away their winning philosophy: never skimp on 
the ingredients. He said, ‘‘Not every pizza is 
the same. A lot of love goes into it. Everything 
is fresh.’’ 

I commend Jim Zimmerline and the staff at 
Zipp’s Pizzaria for creating an outstanding 
pizza. I urge my colleagues in the U.S. House 
of Representatives to join me in congratulating 
Zipp’s Pizzaria for winning 2016 Iowa Tourism 
Office’s Pizza Madness Award. I wish Jim and 
all of the staff nothing but the best. 

f 

RECOGNIZING GUSSIE GAMMON’S 
90TH BIRTHDAY 

HON. EARL L. ‘‘BUDDY’’ CARTER 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Gussie Gammon of St. Si-
mons Island, Georgia for her 90th birthday on 
June 25th. 

At 90 years old Ms. Gammon continues to 
be an impressive member and contributor to 
the coastal Georgia community. 

She contributes greatly to the Coastal Geor-
gia Republican Club in Brunswick and the 
Georgia Federation of Republican Women. 
She has even held positions of leadership in-
cluding secretary of the Coastal Georgia Re-
publican Club. 

I know from the time that I have spent with 
her that she deeply cares about bettering her 
community as well as the nation. 

Before moving to coastal Georgia in 2009, 
Gussie and her husband Don were active 
members of the community in Waynesville, 
North Carolina. 

The First Congressional District of Georgia 
is lucky to have someone like Gussie who il-
lustrates, each day, her dedication in creating 
a better community and I thank her for her 
service. 

Ms. Gammon, I hope you have a happy 
90th birthday. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE LIFE AND 
SERVICE OF VINCENT ROTHWELL 

HON. TOM REED 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker. I rise today to rec-
ognize the life and service of Vincent 
Rothwell, who recently passed away at the 
age of 91. 

Mr. Rothwell was a long-time resident of 
Chautauqua County, New York. He graduated 
from Mayville High School in 1941 and joined 
the Army Air Corps in 1943. He served as a 
turret gunner aboard B–24 Bombers in the Eu-
ropean Theater during World War II. After the 
war, he returned stateside and served as a 
Personnel Sergeant. 

Mr. Rothwell was honorably discharged from 
the Army in 1946. He returned to New York 

and married the love of his life, Elizabeth 
‘‘Betty’’ Pickard, later that year. Mr. Rothwell 
graduated from Houghton College in 1952 and 
the Evangelical Theology Seminar of 
Naperville, Illinois, in 1955. Two years after 
joining the ministry, he reenlisted in the Army 
as a chaplain. He served a deployment in 
Vietnam and presided over more than 1,500 
funerals at Arlington National Cemetery. Mr. 
Rothwell attained the rank of Lt. Colonel and, 
in 1975 retired as Senior Chaplain after 22 
years of service to his country. 

Mr. Rothwell returned to Westfield in 1984, 
where he continued his ministry as a pastor at 
the Westfield United Methodist Church. Even 
in retirement, Mr. Rothwell tirelessly served his 
local community, as a member of the Chau-
tauqua County Jail Chaplaincy, a Westfield 
Village Trustee, the Westfield Village Clerk, 
and the Westfield Volunteer Fire Department 
Chaplain. As a pillar of his community, Mr. 
Rothwell was admired and respected by ev-
eryone who knew him. 

Vincent Rothwell dedicated his life to serv-
ing his country, his community, and his neigh-
bors. I extend my sincerest condolences to his 
family and ask my colleagues to join me in 
honoring the life and service of this great 
American. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. CARLOS CURBELO 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speaker, on 
June 7, I missed votes on account of a flight 
delay from Miami to Washington, D.C. Had I 
been present I would have voted as follows: 

Roll Call 269: I would have voted YEA: H. 
Con. Res. 129—Expressing support for the 
goal of ensuring that all Holocaust victims live 
with dignity, comfort, and security in their re-
maining years, and urging the Federal Repub-
lic of Germany to reaffirm its commitment to 
this goal through a financial commitment to 
comprehensively address the unique health 
and welfare needs of vulnerable Holocaust 
victims, including home care and other medi-
cally prescribed needs. 

Roll Call: 270: I would have voted YEA: 
H.R. 4906—To amend title 5, United States 
Code, to clarify the eligibility of employees of 
a land management agency in a time-limited 
appointment to compete for a permanent ap-
pointment at any Federal agency, and for 
other purposes. 

Roll Call: 271: I would have voted YEA: 
H.R. 4904—MEGABYTE Act. 

Roll Call: 272: I would have voted YEA: 
H.R. 1815—Eastern Nevada Land Implemen-
tation Improvement Act. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. ROBERT PITTENGER 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Speaker, on Roll Call 
Votes Number 269, 270, 271, and 272 I am 
not recorded because I was absent from the 
U.S. House of Representatives. Had I been 
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present, I would have voted in the following 
manner: 

On Roll Call Number 269. Had I been 
present, I would have voted YEA. 

On Roll Call Number 270. Had I been 
present, I would have voted YEA. 

On Roll Call Number 271. Had I been 
present, I would have voted YEA. 

On Roll Call Number 272. Had I been 
present, I would have voted YEA. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO EVANELL AND 
ARTHUR WHITWORTH 

HON. DAVID YOUNG 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize and honor Evanell and Ar-
thur Whitworth on the very special occasion of 
their 65th wedding anniversary. 

Arthur and Evanell were married on June 
12, 1951 and reside in Winterset, Iowa. Their 
lifelong commitment to each other and their 
family truly embodies Iowa’s values. As the 
years pass, may their love continue to grow 
even stronger and may they continue to love, 
cherish, and honor one another for many more 
years to come. 

I commend this lovely couple on their 65 
years of life together and I wish them many 
more. I know my colleagues in the United 
States House of Representatives will join me 
in congratulating them on this momentous oc-
casion. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO MR. DANNY JONES, 
ASST. CHIEF, CLEARWATER FIRE 
DEPARTMENT 

HON. DAVID W. JOLLY 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. JOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to rec-
ognize Danny Jones who has dedicated nearly 
30 years of service to his community and 
whose selfless work continues to inspire all 
those around him. 

Mr. Jones retired on May 24, 2016 as As-
sistant Fire Chief of the Clearwater Fire De-
partment. He spent his career aiding and as-
sisting the people of Pinellas County where he 
was known for his dedication to the job and 
commitment to his coworkers and community. 

Mr. Jones led the Clearwater Fire Depart-
ment with a heartfelt smile and enthusiastic at-
titude, comforting individuals and families who 
needed his assistance, and guiding the mem-
bers of his team who relied on his thoughtful 
guidance while responding to dangerous situa-
tions. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank and acknowl-
edge Mr. Jones for his dedicated service to 
Pinellas County and our beloved community. 
He has made an impact on the Tampa Bay 
area, and I ask that this body join me in rec-
ognizing his service and congratulating him on 
his career. I wish him the best of luck as he 
begins a new chapter in his life. 

TASMYN DOWD 

HON. ED PERLMUTTER 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize and applaud Tasmyn Dowd 
for receiving the Arvada Wheat Ridge Service 
Ambassadors for Youth award. 

Tasmyn Dowd is an 8th grader at Oberon 
Middle School and received this award be-
cause her determination and hard work have 
allowed her to overcome adversities. 

The dedication demonstrated by Tasmyn 
Dowd is exemplary of the type of achievement 
that can be attained with hard work and perse-
verance. It is essential students at all levels 
strive to make the most of their education and 
develop a work ethic which will guide them for 
the rest of their lives. 

I extend my deepest congratulations to 
Tasmyn Dowd for winning the Arvada Wheat 
Ridge Service Ambassadors for Youth award. 
I have no doubt she will exhibit the same dedi-
cation and character in all of her future ac-
complishments. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. BILL PASCRELL, JR. 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. PASCRELL. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
state that on June 7, 2016, I missed four roll 
call votes due to prior commitments in my dis-
trict. Had I been present I would have voted: 

YES—Roll Call Vote 269—H. Con. Res. 
129—Expressing support for the goal of en-
suring that all Holocaust victims live with dig-
nity, comfort, and security in their remaining 
years, and urging the Federal Republic of Ger-
many to reaffirm its commitment to this goal 
through a financial commitment to comprehen-
sively address the unique health and welfare 
needs of vulnerable Holocaust victims, includ-
ing home care and other medically prescribed 
needs. 

YES—Roll Call Vote 270—H.R. 4906—To 
amend title 5, United States Code, to clarify 
the eligibility of employees of a land manage-
ment agency in a time-limited appointment to 
compete for a permanent appointment at any 
Federal agency. 

YES—Roll Call Vote 271—H.R. 4904—Mak-
ing Electronic Government Accountable by 
Yielding Tangible Efficiencies Act of 2016 

YES—Roll Call Vote 272—H.R. 1815— 
Eastern Nevada Land Implementation Im-
provement Act 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. BARBARA LEE 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Ms. LEE. Mr. Speaker, if I was present on 
Tuesday, June 7, 2016 for Congressional 
votes I would have voted the following ways: 

H. Con. Res. 129—YES 
H.R. 4906—YES 

H.R. 4904—YES 
H.R. 1815—YES 

f 

CELEBRATING THE RETIREMENT 
OF STATE REPRESENTATIVE 
MARY FRITZ 

HON. ELIZABETH H. ESTY 
OF CONNECTICUT 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to recognize 
the legacy of State Representative Mary Fritz, 
who will be retiring from the Connecticut 
House of Representatives. Rep. Fritz’s retire-
ment will mark the conclusion of her fifteenth 
term and more than three decades of public 
service. As a member of the Connecticut 
House of Representatives, Rep. Fritz has 
worked tirelessly on behalf of the citizens of 
Cheshire and Wallingford. 

Rep. Fritz began a lifetime of public service 
on the Board of Education in the Town of Wal-
lingford, Connecticut. In November of 1982, 
Rep. Fritz was first elected to represent the 
90th District in the Connecticut General As-
sembly. Since Rep. Fritz’s inaugural term, she 
has established herself as a consummate 
leader, serving as Deputy Majority Leader, 
Deputy Speaker, and Assistant Deputy Speak-
er over the course of her long and distin-
guished tenure. 

As a legislator, Rep. Fritz has successfully 
pushed for and passed legislation on a broad 
array of issues including crime, education, 
healthcare, senior care, and taxation. During 
her first term, Rep. Fritz helped establish high 
school graduation requirements that called for 
Connecticut high school students to complete 
a course in civics. This marked the first of 
many hard-won reforms through which she en-
riched the lives of her constituents and 
strengthened our community. 

It gives me great pleasure to recognize the 
service of my friend and former colleague, 
State Representative Mary Fritz. On behalf of 
the United States House of Representatives, I 
thank her and wish her the very best in retire-
ment. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO TIM CAPPEL 

HON. DAVID YOUNG 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
honor and congratulate Tim Cappel of Atlantic, 
Iowa, for his selection by the Young Profes-
sionals of Atlantic for the Young Professional 
Business Leader Award. Tim Cappel is associ-
ated with Cappel’s Ace Hardware in Atlantic. 

Tim was selected for this honor because he 
has been a long-standing member of the At-
lantic community and demonstrates excep-
tional leadership as well as positive business 
practices in his family-owned business. He 
takes an active role in the Atlantic community 
by serving as an EMT and Assistant Fire Chief 
for the Atlantic Fire Department, Treasurer for 
the Cass County Fire Association and assists 
with fundraisers for the Shrine Burn Center. 

I applaud and congratulate Tim Cappel for 
earning this award. He is a shining example of 
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how hard work and dedication can affect the 
future of a community and business. I urge my 
colleagues in the U.S. House of Representa-
tives to join me in congratulating Tim Cappel 
for his many accomplishments and for his 
service to the Atlantic community. I wish him 
continued success in all his future endeavors. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF ALEX 
MELNIKOW’S RETIREMENT 

HON. BARBARA COMSTOCK 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I am hon-
ored to use this time to recognize the tremen-
dous work of my constituent Mr. Alex 
Melnikow of Clifton, Virginia. Mr. Melnikow re-
tired on February 3rd, 2016, after over 40 
years of service to the United States. His dedi-
cation to a high standard of conduct allowed 
him to remain honest and loyal, and allowed 
him to make a positive impact to the efficiency 
in our armed services. 

During his most recent assignment, Mr. 
Melnikow served as the lead analyst for Di-
minishing Manufacturing Sources and Material 
Shortages (DMSMS) within the Office of the 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for 
Systems Engineering, Engineering Enterprise, 
and Defense Standardization Program Office. 
Mr. Melnikow strove to enhance the efficiency 
of engineering practices such as operational 
support, alliance forces interoperability, mate-
rial configuration, training development and 
outreach. 

In addition to his time at DMSMS, Mr. 
Melnikow served for 25 years as a logistics 
program manager for the Defense Logistics 
Agency, as well as 7 years with the Ten-
nessee Valley Authority as an acquisition pro-
gram manager. He served as a senior staff 
engineer for the Defense Logistics Agency in 
the Logistics Research and Development Pro-
gram. In 2007, he received the Defense Logis-
tics Agency’s Outstanding Program Manager 
Award as a result of his efforts on the elec-
tronics availability program. These experi-
ences all contributed to his impressive tech-
nical background as a test engineer and as a 
senior program manager. 

Mr. Speaker, I now ask that my colleagues 
join me in thanking Mr. Alex Melnikow for the 
outstanding services he provided to the United 
States throughout his long-lasting career. I 
wish him all the best in his future endeavors. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. JOSEPH CROWLEY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, on June 7, 
2016, due to a weather-related travel delay I 
was absent for recorded votes No. 269, No. 
270, No. 271 and No. 272. 

I would like to reflect how I would have 
voted if I were here: 

On Roll Call No. 269 I would have voted 
yes. 

On Roll Call No. 270 I would have voted 
yes. 

On Roll Call No. 271 I would have voted 
yes. 

On Roll Call No. 272 I would have voted 
yes. 

f 

HONORING NATHAN WIRT 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I 
proudly pause to recognize Nathan Wirt. Na-
than is a very special young man who has ex-
emplified the finest qualities of citizenship and 
leadership by taking an active part in the Boy 
Scouts of America, Troop 1099, and earning 
the most prestigious award of Eagle Scout. 

Nathan has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Nathan has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam-
ily, peers, and community. Most notably, Na-
than has contributed to his community through 
his Eagle Scout project. 

Mr. Speaker, I proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Nathan Wirt for his accomplish-
ments with the Boy Scouts of America and for 
his efforts put forth in achieving the highest 
distinction of Eagle Scout. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO DANNY WEBER, 
FIREFIGHTER OF THE YEAR 

HON. DAVID W. JOLLY 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. JOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to rec-
ognize a hero in our community, Danny 
Weber, who was recently named East Lake 
Firefighter of the Year. 

Mr. Weber has been a firefighter-paramedic 
for seven years, and has served Pinellas 
County since 2014. Mr. Weber has dedicated 
his life to assisting individuals and families in 
our community, but one story in particular 
demonstrates his courage and selflessness, 
and inspired his selection as Firefighter of the 
Year. 

On June 12, 2015, a woman lost control of 
her vehicle and drove into a large pond. Short-
ly after, the East Lake Fire Rescue arrived on 
the scene, and Mr. Weber wasted no time 
making his way to the woman trapped inside 
of her vehicle. He rescued the woman from in-
side the sinking car and pulled her to safety. 
Selfless acts like this one are truly heroic. 

This is not the first time Mr. Weber has 
been recognized for his service. Mr. Weber 
also won the Morroni Award as the Pinellas 
County Firefighter of the Year. l am grateful 
that Mr. Weber is part of our community and 
continues to make a difference. I ask that this 
body join me in recognizing Mr. Weber for his 
service to Pinellas County. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. BETO O’ROURKE 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. O’ROURKE. Mr. Speaker, during the roll 
call votes on Monday, May 23, 2016 through 
Thursday, May 27, 2016, I was absent due to 
an invitation from the President to join him on 
his trip to Vietnam. 

Had I been present, on roll call number 229, 
I would have voted Nay. 

On roll call number 230, I would have voted 
Yea. 

On roll call number 231, I would have voted 
Nay. 

On roll call number 232, I would have voted 
Nay. 

On roll call number 233, I would have voted 
Nay. 

On roll call number 234, I would have voted 
Nay. 

On roll call number 235, I would have voted 
Nay. 

On roll call number 236, I would have voted 
Yea. 

On roll call number 237, I would have voted 
Nay. 

On roll call number 238, I would have voted 
Yea. 

On roll call number 239, I would have voted 
Nay. 

On roll call number 240, I would have voted 
Nay. 

On roll call number 241, I would have voted 
Nay. 

On roll call number 242, I would have voted 
Yea. 

On roll call number 243, I would have voted 
Nay. 

On roll call number 244, I would have voted 
Nay. 

On roll call number 245, I would have voted 
Yea. 

On roll call number 246, I would have voted 
Nay. 

On roll call number 247, I would have voted 
Yea. 

On roll call number 248, 1 would have voted 
Nay. 

On roll call number 249, I would have voted 
Yea. 

On roll call number 250, I would have voted 
Nay. 

On roll call number 251, I would have voted 
Nay. 

On roll call number 252, I would have voted 
Yea. 

On roll call number 253, I would have voted 
Yea. 

On roll call number 254, I would have voted 
Yea. 

On roll call number 255, I would have voted 
Nay. 

On roll call number 256, I would have voted 
Nay. 

On roll call number 257, I would have voted 
Yea. 

On roll call number 258, I would have voted 
Yea. 

On roll call number 259, I would have voted 
Nay. 

On roll call number 260, I would have voted 
Nay. 

On roll call number 261, I would have voted 
Nay. 
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On roll call number 262, I would have voted 

Nay. 
On roll call number 263, I would have voted 

Nay. 
On roll call number 264, I would have voted 

Yea. 
On roll call number 265, I would have voted 

Yea. 
On roll call number 266, I would have voted 

Nay. 
On roll call number 267, I would have voted 

Nay. 
On roll call number 268, I would have voted 

Nay. 
f 

TRIBUTE TO EAGLE SCOUT TYLER 
WHITEHEAD 

HON. DAVID YOUNG 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Tyler 
Whitehead of Norwalk, Iowa for achieving the 
rank of Eagle Scout. Tyler is a member of Boy 
Scout Troop 30. The Eagle Scout designation 
is the highest advancement rank in scouting. 
Approximately two percent of Boy Scouts earn 
the Eagle Scout Award. The award is a per-
formance-based achievement with high stand-
ards that have been well-maintained over the 
past century. 

To earn the Eagle Scout rank, a Boy Scout 
is obligated to pass specific tests that are or-
ganized by requirements and merit badges, as 
well as completing an Eagle Scout Project to 
benefit the community. For Tyler’s project, he 
refurnished the landscaping near the entrance 
of the Norwalk Police Department, supervising 
volunteers who removed debris, landscaped 
and planted foliage to improve the area. He 
raised the required funds by creating a dona-
tion letter and augmenting that effort with per-
sonal solicitations to Norwalk business leaders 
who could see the vision of his project. Rais-
ing more money than needed for the land-
scaping project, Tyler donated the remainder 
to the D.A.R.E. program to educate young stu-
dents against drug and alcohol usage. 

The work ethic Tyler has shown in his Eagle 
Scout Project and every other project leading 
up to his Eagle Scout rank, speaks volumes 
about his commitment to serving a cause 
greater than himself and assisting his commu-
nity. 

Mr. Speaker, the example set by this young 
man and his supportive family and community 
demonstrates the rewards of hard work, dedi-
cation, and perseverance. I am honored to 
represent Tyler Whitehead and his family in 
the United States Congress. I know that all of 
my colleagues in the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives will join me in congratulating him 
on obtaining the Eagle Scout ranking, and I 
wish him continued success in his future edu-
cation and career. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. GEORGE HOLDING 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. HOLDING. Mr. Speaker, I missed roll 
call vote 270, H.R. 4906—to amend title 5, 

United States Code, to clarify the eligibility of 
employees of a land management agency in a 
time-limited appointment to compete for a per-
manent appointment at any Federal agency. 

Had I been present, I would have voted 
Yea. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. JOYCE BEATTY 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, unfortunately 
on June 7, 2016, I missed roll call votes 269, 
270, 271, and 272. 

On roll call vote 269, had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘aye’’ on final passage of H. 
Con. Res. 129, ‘‘Expressing support for the 
goal of ensuring that all Holocaust victims live 
with dignity, comfort, and security in their re-
maining years, and urging the Federal Repub-
lic of Germany to reaffirm its commitment to 
this goal through a financial commitment to 
comprehensively address the unique health 
and welfare needs of vulnerable Holocaust 
victims, including home care and other medi-
cally prescribed needs.’’ 

On roll call vote 270, had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘aye’’ on final passage of 
H.R. 4906, ‘‘To amend title 5, United States 
Code, to clarify the eligibility of employees of 
a land management agency in a time-limited 
appointment to compete for a permanent ap-
pointment at any Federal agency, and for 
other purposes.’’ 

On roll call vote 271, had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘aye’’ on final passage of 
H.R. 4904, ‘‘Making Electronic Government 
Accountable By Yielding Tangible Efficiencies 
Act of 2016’’. 

On roll call vote 272, had I been present, I 
would have vote ‘‘aye’’ on final passage of 
H.R. 1815, ‘‘Eastern Nevada Land Implemen-
tation Improvement Act’’. 

f 

REMEMBERING JACK KRUMME OF 
OVERLAND PARK 

HON. KEVIN YODER 
OF KANSAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to recog-
nize the service of a long-time member of my 
Military and Veterans’ Advisory Committee, 
Jack Krumme, who passed away in April. Jack 
was drafted into the U.S. Army in 1950, serv-
ing as a corporal in the ordinance corps during 
the Korean War. 

After Jack’s service in the Army, he contin-
ued to serve our nation and our community as 
a member of the Board of Zoning Appeals in 
Overland Park. Even though he had left the 
service, Jack continued to work with and ad-
vocate on behalf of his fellow veterans, serv-
ing as commander of Korean War Veterans’ 
Association, Chapter 181. 

During his tenure as commander, he led the 
effort to raise funds to construct the Korean 
War Veterans’ Memorial located in Overland 
Park. It was a truly proud moment for Jack 
when the memorial was finished. 

For those of us who knew him, the memo-
rial now stands as not only a testament to Ko-

rean War veterans, but also to Jack. He al-
ways wanted to make sure the service of all 
Korean War Veterans was acknowledged and 
‘‘not forgotten.’’ It’s a wonderful spot in our 
community. 

Jack and I became close as he served on 
my veterans advisory committee doing so for 
more than five years. He always provided val-
uable insight and advice. His service, like the 
service of so many others, made it possible 
for our country to flourish and prosper. 

Jack’s willingness to serve and commitment 
to his fellow veterans reflects greatly on him 
as a soldier. His service will never be forgot-
ten and he will remain, forever, a true patriot. 

Mr. Speaker, the Third District lost a selfless 
and dedicated individual in Jack. He may be 
gone, but he will not be forgotten. My thoughts 
and prayers continue to be with Dolores and 
their wonderful family. 

God Bless, Jack. 
f 

HONORING ELIANA JOY HERNDON 

HON. JAMES B. RENACCI 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. RENACCI. Mr. Speaker, I am happy to 
congratulate my Tax Counsel, Randy Herndon 
and his wife Christie, on the birth of their 
daughter, Eliana Joy Herndon. Their bundle of 
joy was born at 9:25 PM, on June 7, 2016 and 
weighed 7 pounds, 11 ounces. I would also 
like to congratulate their children, Micah and 
Anya, on becoming big siblings who welcomed 
their baby sister to the world. 

I am so excited for this new blessing to the 
Herndon family and wish them health and 
happiness. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO MAXINE AND LEE 
WHEELER, JR. 

HON. DAVID YOUNG 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize and honor Maxine and Lee 
Wheeler, Jr. of Lorimor, Iowa, on the very spe-
cial occasion of their 65th wedding anniver-
sary. They were married on May 27, 1951. 

Lee Jr. and Maxine’s lifelong commitment to 
each other truly embodies Iowa values. As 
they reflect on their 65th anniversary, may 
their commitment grow even stronger as they 
continue to love, cherish, and honor one an-
other for many years to come. 

I salute this great couple on their 65th year 
together and I wish them many more memo-
ries. I know my colleagues in the United 
States House of Representatives will join me 
in congratulating them on this momentous oc-
casion. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF THE 
RETIREMENT OF FRED SHELL 

HON. DEBBIE DINGELL 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mrs. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize Fred Shell on his retirement from 
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DTE Energy for his lifetime of distinguished 
service to our region and state. 

A native of Essexville Michigan, Fred grad-
uated from Garber High School in 1969 and 
attended Western Michigan University where 
he majored in History and Political Science. 
After college, Fred started in on a long and 
distinguished career in public service, working 
for both Congressman Paul Todd and Con-
gressman Jim O’Hara before beginning a long 
career of providing gas and power to the State 
of Michigan. 

Fred started at the Michigan Consolidated 
Gas Company in 1977 as the Assistant Man-
ager of Media Relations. From that point for-
ward, Fred has held a wide variety of posi-
tions, in public relations, media relations, pub-
lic policy, and management at MichCon and 
G–Tech. In 2001, after the Detroit Edison and 
MichCon merger, Fred was named Vice Presi-
dent of Corporate and Government Affairs at 
DTE Energy. In this role, Fred has been a 
constant in the Michigan Government and 
Business scene, guiding policy that has im-
proved the lives of Michigan’s citizens and im-
proved the environment for job creation in our 
state; we appreciate all that he has done to 
keep Michigan moving forward. 

Fred has spent many years of his career in-
volved in giving back. In 1998, as a testament 
to his hard work, he was named as the Presi-
dent of the MichCon Foundation. After the 
merger in 2001, Fred led the staff team and 
developed a strategic vision that combined the 
MichCon and Detroit Edison Foundations into 
the DTE Energy Foundation. Fred’s leadership 
advanced the DTE Energy Foundation forward 
to become one of the most important founda-
tions in our state. The foundation has sup-
ported a wide range of youth and cultural pro-
gramming, as well as supporting basic human 
services. The Foundation’s work of providing 
support to families in need during the great re-
cession exemplified the extraordinary role that 
this foundation plays in our community, im-
proving the lives of so many of our friends and 
neighbors. 

Fred has personally gone above and be-
yond in his involvement with a wide variety of 
community organizations and non-profits. He 
has served as the president of the Michigan 
Economic Development Foundation, the Vice 
Chairman of the Metropolitan Affairs Coalition, 
as a board member of the Historical Society of 
Michigan, the Metro Detroit Visitors and Con-
vention Bureau, the Michigan Political Leader-
ship Program, and the Right Place of Grand 
Rapids, just to name a few. Our state has 
been enriched and advanced by Fred’s com-
mitment to volunteerism and community serv-
ice. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
today to honor Fred Shell for his service to our 
State. I thank him for his leadership and wish 
him many years of success. 

f 

THE GUARDIANS 

HON. MICHAEL G. FITZPATRICK 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize the Guardians. All were affected 

by morcellation of an occult uterine cancer— 
and all lost their precious lives prematurely or 
unnecessarily, because of deadly defect in our 
medical device regulatory space. 

Erica Kaitz, Danusia Bennett-Taber, Patricia 
Daley, Sally Newton, Sandra Brown, Mary 
Alyce Dolan, Nancy Lincoln Davis, Margie Mil-
ler, Barbara Leary, Lori Kauffman, Elizabeth 
Jacobson, Jenny Proffer, Linda Interlichia, 
Brenda Leuzzi, Vivianna Ruschitto, Martha 
Ariri, Nancy Curtis. 

f 

HONORING ANDREW H. STEWART 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I 
proudly pause to recognize Andrew H. Stew-
art. Andrew is a very special young man who 
has exemplified the finest qualities of citizen-
ship and leadership by taking an active part in 
the Boy Scouts of America, Troop 1395, and 
earning the most prestigious award of Eagle 
Scout. 

Andrew has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Andrew has been involved with 
scouting, he has not only earned numerous 
merit badges, but also the respect of his fam-
ily, peers, and community. Most notably, An-
drew has contributed to his community 
through his Eagle Scout project. 

Mr. Speaker, I proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Andrew H. Stewart for his ac-
complishments with the Boy Scouts of Amer-
ica and for his efforts put forth in achieving the 
highest distinction of Eagle Scout. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO THE LIFE OF ROSE 
OBERTI PERACCHI 

HON. JIM COSTA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to the life of Rose Oberti Peracchi, 
who recently passed away on May 26, 2016, 
at the age of 100. Rose was an extraordinary 
person, and she will always be remembered 
as a woman who lived her life with purpose 
and great dedication to her family, friends, and 
community. 

Rose Peracchi was born on August 22, 
1915 to Giacomo and Mary Nan Oberti on her 
family farm located near Sanger, California. 
She fell in love and married her teenage 
sweetheart, Gene Peracchi, early on in life, 
and together they worked hard, raised their 
two sons, Gene and Don, and took care of 
Rose’s father, while remaining faithful to fam-
ily, and her community. 

Rose was a self-taught seamstress, estab-
lishing her own drapery business and con-
tracting with West Coast Draperies until her 
retirement in 1977. As a business owner, she 
was a trailblazer in the industry, and although 
difficult at times to run a business and raise a 
family, her dedication and hard work helped 

her accomplish many successes. She will al-
ways be remembered for her culinary skills, an 
art form enjoyed by family and friends. Rose 
generously shared her skills, teaching first her 
sons, then her daughters-in-law and eventually 
her grandchildren in the art of Italian food 
preparation. 

Rose’s friendliness and genuine nature built 
many lasting friendships during her lifetime. 
Her long and remarkable life is fondly remem-
bered by the countless friends and family who 
were fortunate to know her. Rose leaves be-
hind her son Don and his wife Judy, grand-
children, and great grandchildren, and one 
great great grandchild. It is my honor to join 
her family in celebrating the life of this amaz-
ing woman, who will never be forgotten. 

Mr. Speaker, it is with great respect that I 
ask my colleagues in the House of Represent-
atives to pay tribute to the life of Rose Oberti 
Peracchi, whose genuine character and her 
loving commitment to her family and commu-
nity will be greatly missed. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF THE CENTEN-
NIAL ANNIVERSARY OF BOY 
SCOUTS OF AMERICA TROOP 
ONE—SACRAMENTO 

HON. DORIS O. MATSUI 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize the Boy Scouts of America (BSA) 
Troop One—Sacramento as the scouts, their 
families, leaders, and former scouts join to-
gether to celebrate their centennial anniver-
sary. I ask all my colleagues to join me in hon-
oring BSA Troop One for its dedication to 
service in our community on the occasion of 
the troop’s ‘‘100 of One’’ celebration. 

Troop One was officially formed in Sac-
ramento in 1916, and is the oldest troop in the 
western United States. It was one of few Boy 
Scouts of America troops that remained active 
during World War II. The first Eagle Scout of 
Troop One, the late Charles ‘‘Muddy’’ Watters, 
Sr., was recognized in 1932. Since then, over 
400 Troop One scouts have ascended to the 
rank of Eagle Scout. Troop One is active in 
molding young leaders in the Sacramento 
area. Through monthly wilderness adventures, 
service outings, and jamborees, the 88 current 
scouts of Troop One learn and maintain the 
troop’s founding values: a commitment to eth-
ics, behaving responsibly, and serving one’s 
community. 

For 100 years, Troop One has dem-
onstrated an unyielding commitment to Sac-
ramento’s youth and its larger community. 
From founding Troop One Scoutmaster 
George W. Spilman, to current scoutmaster 
Christopher Tileston, Troop One Scoutmasters 
have dedicated themselves to cultivating 
scouts into outstanding citizens. In turn, Troop 
One scouts have worked hard to better Sac-
ramento. Sacramento is a better place thanks 
to the service and commitment of Troop One’s 
scouts. 

Mr. Speaker, as Troop One celebrates its 
100th anniversary, I ask all my colleagues to 
join me in honoring the troop and its contribu-
tion to Sacramento’s youth. 
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TRIBUTE TO VERNE WELCH 

HON. DAVID YOUNG 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Verne 
Welch of Council Bluffs, Iowa for his many 
years of dedicated service to the City of Coun-
cil Bluffs and Pottawattamie County. Verne 
Welch is a Council Bluffs native who never 
forgot where he came from. 

Verne Welch graduated from Thomas Jef-
ferson High School in 1955. He served in the 
U.S. Navy from 1955 to 1968. Upon dis-
charge, he joined a California recruitment firm 
for oversees contractors. In 1972 he joined 
Harrah’s, Inc. and remained with the company 
until 1987. He felt a need to help his home-
town during some tough economic times so in 
1988, Verne Welch returned to Council Bluffs, 
establishing gaming in Iowa, working tirelessly 
to develop the industry in Council Bluffs. 

Former Council Bluffs Mayor Tom Hanafan 
described Verne as ‘‘the guy who came home 
and changed the face of his hometown com-
munity.’’ Tom Schmitt, the publisher of the 
Daily Nonpareil, said, ‘‘Verne Welch’s actions 
to revitalize his hometown have brought a lot 
of changes to this community. If there was 
ever a person who could say, ‘This is what I 
have done,’ it would be Verne Welch—and he 
never says that.’’ Because of Verne’s active 
community service, he has created a legacy 
second to none. Verne Welch’s endless dedi-
cation, commitment, generosity, and leader-
ship for Council Bluffs has enhanced and im-
proved the quality of life for his community 
and its citizens. 

I commend and congratulate Verne Welch 
for making a difference in his hometown and 
influencing the economic future of Council 
Bluffs and the State of Iowa. I salute his many 
accomplishments and dedication for serving 
his community. I am proud to represent him in 
the United States Congress. I know that my 
colleagues in the U.S. House of Representa-
tives join me in congratulating Verne Welch 
and wishing him the very best in the future. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. GEORGE HOLDING 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. HOLDING. Mr. Speaker, I missed roll 
call 271, H.R. 4904—MEGABYTE Act of 2016. 

Had I been present, I would have voted 
Yea. 

f 

OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL 
DEBT 

HON. MIKE COFFMAN 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, on January 
20, 2009, the day President Obama took of-
fice, the national debt was 
$10,626,877,048,913.08. 

Today, it is $19,220,484,557,364.60. We’ve 
added $8,593,607,508,451.52 to our debt in 6 
years. This is over $8.5 trillion in debt our na-
tion, our economy, and our children could 
have avoided with a balanced budget amend-
ment. 

f 

RECOGNIZING ADAM KRATT 

HON. KEN BUCK 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to rec-
ognize Adam Kratt, a Military Appointee from 
Colorado’s Fourth Congressional district. I be-
lieve our greatest assets are America’s brave 
men and women in uniform. Adam is making 
an incredible sacrifice for our country and de-
serves our utmost support for his service. It is 
with great pleasure that I give him my en-
dorsement to attend this prestigious institution. 

Our nation owes no greater debt of gratitude 
than to those who fight to protect our freedom 
and liberty. I commend Adam and his family 
for their commitment. On behalf of the 4th 
Congressional District of Colorado, I extend 
my best wishes to Adam. 

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor to recognize 
Adam as a Military Appointee for his commit-
ment to protect and serve our nation. 

f 

RECOGNIZING DR. VIRGINIA 
CARSON 

HON. EARL L. ‘‘BUDDY’’ CARTER 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Dr. Virginia Carson and her 
retirement as President of South Georgia 
State College on June 30. 

A graduate of the University of Georgia with 
Master’s and Doctorate degrees from Georgia 
State University, Dr. Carson is no stranger to 
success. 

During her 8 year tenure as President of 
South Georgia State College, she showed an 
unbelievable commitment to fostering her stu-
dents’ ambition and educational growth. 

This dedication to her students has been in-
strumental to the success of the college and 
has ensured her students’ success for years 
to come. 

Dr. Carson prided herself on keeping a 
tightknit community with small class sizes and 
encouraging students to engage in extra-
curricular activities, which also enhanced cam-
pus life. 

Although the true importance of Dr. Car-
son’s service cannot be measured, I am hon-
ored to congratulate her for her hard work and 
dedication to higher education. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO TS BANK OF IOWA 

HON. DAVID YOUNG 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
honor and congratulate TS Bank of Atlantic, 

Iowa, for being selected by the Young Profes-
sionals of Atlantic for the Young Professional 
Choice Workplace Service Award. TS Bank’s 
branch is located in Atlantic with its head-
quarters in Treynor, Iowa. 

TS bank has a reputation for attracting, hir-
ing, retaining, developing, and training young 
professionals. The bank has a mission to ig-
nite prosperity by working together every day 
to create a positive impact on their clients and 
communities that they serve. TS Bank takes 
great pride in reinvesting in local communities, 
impacting local initiatives, supporting and 
sponsoring local community events, providing 
needed funds and resources for local non- 
profits. TS Bank has a history of 80 percent 
employees volunteering in their communities. 

I applaud and congratulate TS Bank for 
earning this award. TS Bank is a shining ex-
ample of how hard work and dedication can 
affect the future of a community and its busi-
nesses. I urge my colleagues in the U.S. 
House of Representatives to join me in con-
gratulating TS Bank for its many accomplish-
ments and for the services it provides to Atlan-
tic and southwest Iowa. I wish TS Bank and 
its employees continued success in all their fu-
ture endeavors. 

f 

RECOGNIZING JAIRAM HATHWAR 

HON. TOM REED 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to rec-
ognize and congratulate Jairam Hathwar on 
winning the 2016 Scripps National Spelling 
Bee. Jairam was crowned co-champion after 
correctly spelling Feldenkrais in the final round 
of the competition. 

Jairam is a seventh-grade student at the Al-
ternative School for Math and Science in my 
hometown of Corning, New York. He partici-
pated in the National Spelling Bee for the sec-
ond year in a row; after barely missing the 
finals last year, Jairam outlasted 285 other 
contestants en route to his first place finish 
this year. 

Jairam’s achievement is a testament to his 
work ethic, dedication to learning, and commit-
ment to reaching his highest potential. After 
spending countless hours studying complex 
definitions, parts of speech, and languages of 
origin, he correctly spelled several of the most 
challenging words in the English language. 
Despite the high level of difficulty, Jairam 
demonstrated confidence and composure 
throughout the competition. Most importantly, 
he treated his fellow competitors with respect 
and showed humility and sportsmanship from 
the first word to the last. 

Jairam Hathwar is a remarkable young man 
with an incredibly bright future ahead of him. 
I ask all of my colleagues to join me in con-
gratulating Jairam on this remarkable accom-
plishment and wishing him the best in his fu-
ture endeavors. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. JEFF MILLER 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, due to 
being unavoidably detained, I missed the fol-
lowing Roll Call Vote: No. 273 on June 7, 
2016. 

If present, I would have voted: 
Roll Call Vote No. 273—On Ordering the 

Previous Question, ‘‘AYE.’’ 
f 

RECOGNIZING CHARLES W. EARLE 
STEM ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 
CHESS TEAM 

HON. DANNY K. DAVIS 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize the outstanding 
efforts of the Charles W. Earle STEM Elemen-
tary School’s Chess Team. 

Earle STEM Elementary School is among 
the top elementary school chess teams in Chi-
cago. Considering this small school is located 
in a crime-prone area in the Englewood neigh-
borhood of my Congressional District, I am 
very pleased of the involvement and leader-
ship of chess Coach Joseph M. Ocol and the 
many leaders at the school. I would like to ac-
knowledge the contributions of the Earle 
STEM School Principal, Cederall Petties, and 
Assistant Principal Elwanda Butler, along with 
the help Network 11 Chief Megan Hougard, 
the families and parents in the Local School 
Council Community headed by Darlene 
O’Banner. 

On Sunday, April 24th, 2016, the all-girls 
chess team of Earle STEM Elementary School 
won 1st Place in the 2016 All-Girls National 
Chess Tournament. Out of 65 schools and 
450 female students from all over the USA, 
only four CPS schools qualified to form an all- 
girl, grade sixth to eighth, chess team to com-
pete in this biggest all-girl national chess tour-
nament in the USA. The Earle STEM all-girls 
chess team was one of only two all-African 
American girls’ chess team in that 2016 All- 
Girls National Chess Toumament. 

Another notable victory for the Earle STEM 
Chess Team, composed this time of boys and 
girls from grades fourth to eighth, took place 
at the 2016 National Junior High School 
Championship where they won the 5th Place 
Trophy. This tournament was held at Marriott 
Hotel in Indianapolis, Indiana, April 15 to 17. 
With more than a hundred schools and about 
2,000 students from all over the country com-
peting, this is considered the biggest junior 
high school chess tournament in the USA. 

Six months into the 2015–2016 academic 
year, and during its initial year as a chess 
team, the Earle STEM Elementary School 
Chess Team garnered five 1st Place team tro-
phies, including a 4th Place trophy in the State 
of Illinois chess championship, and a 3rd 
Place Chicago Public Schools academic chess 
trophy. 

At its inception, the Earle STEM Elementary 
School Chess Team members started men-
toring one another on the rudiments of chess 

then advanced the mentoring program from 
Grade 8 to the kindergarten program. Allowing 
the 40 students of the chess and math club 
the capacity to participate after school and on 
Saturdays; the Earle STEM mentoring pro-
gram has been effective in getting kids to 
mentor one another whilst competing against 
each other. This provides the most economical 
way of mastering skills and yet offering oppor-
tunities for students to be productive after 
school instead of being in the streets. 

In closing, the Charles W. Earle STEM Ele-
mentary School’s Chess Team is a prime ex-
ample of students excelling beyond their envi-
ronment and striving for excellence. Congratu-
lations to the children of Earle Stem: Joshua 
Johnson, Erik Tolbert, Brandon Burgess, 
Taahir Levi, Tamaya Fultz, Breanna Shaw, 
Gavin Harry, Semaj Lowe, Xavier Rosado, 
Angelique Wilson, Monique Williams, Gelita 
Woodlow, Devion Dukes, Tyrone Dellar and 
Shawn Palmer. I am proud to acknowledge 
the school and these students for their 
achievements and I look forward to hearing 
about their great works for years to come. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO CAROL AND JACK 
SWANGER 

HON. DAVID YOUNG 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize and honor Carol and Jack 
Swanger of Council Bluffs, Iowa, on the very 
special occasion of their 50th wedding anni-
versary. They were married in 1966. Carol is 
retired from Risen Son Christian Village and is 
active in the Red Hats and other women’s 
group at Southside Christian Church. Jack is 
retired from Campbell’s Soup Company, en-
joys being a score keeper for local athletic 
teams, and volunteers at the food pantry at 
the Southside Christian Church. 

Carol and Jack’s lifelong commitment to 
each other and their family truly embodies 
Iowa values. As they reflect on their 50th anni-
versary may their commitment grow even 
stronger, as they continue to love, cherish, 
and honor one another for many years to 
come. 

I commend this great couple on their 50th 
year together and I wish them many more. I 
know my colleagues in the United States 
House of Representatives join me in congratu-
lating Carol and Jack Swanger on this mo-
mentous occasion. 

f 

HONORING MISHAWAKA FIRE 
CHIEF DALE FREEMAN FOR A 
DISTINGUISHED CAREER IN PUB-
LIC SERVICE 

HON. JACKIE WALORSKI 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mrs. WALORSKI. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize Fire Chief Dale Freeman and 
honor him for a selfless career serving Hoo-
siers throughout Mishawaka. 

Chief Freeman began his storied journey 
with the Mishawaka Fire Department 36 years 

ago. Since then, he has gone on to lead the 
brave men and women who protect members 
of the northern Indiana community on a daily 
basis, responding to their calls for both emer-
gency medical assistance and fire rescue. As 
chief, Freeman’s rise has been marked by in-
credible dedication and perseverance. 

His commitment to excellence just recently 
resulted in over 5,100 people, mostly children, 
receiving critical fire safety education through 
‘‘Survive Alive House,’’ Little Red, and other 
local programs and school assemblies. Fur-
thermore, under Chief Freeman’s leadership, 
more than half of Mishawaka’s firefighting 
force is now cross-trained as Emergency Med-
ical Technicians. These efforts have signifi-
cantly strengthened the northern Indiana com-
munity’s level of preparedness, allowing Hoo-
siers throughout Mishawaka to feel safe know-
ing that their local fire department is ready to 
respond at a moment’s notice. 

Chief Freeman’s passion for serving the 
greater good is truly remarkable and deserves 
the praise of many. His continued dedication 
to aiding those in desperate need of assist-
ance has undoubtedly reduced significant 
cases of fire-related injuries, deaths, and prop-
erty damage. Since first joining the Mishawaka 
Fire Department, Chief Freeman has truly epit-
omized the ideal of servant leadership. On be-
half of Hoosiers in the Second Congressional 
District, it is my honor to thank him for his 
service and sacrifice for our community. 

f 

INTRODUCING THE STOP, OB-
SERVE, ASK AND RESPOND 
(SOAR) TO HEALTH WELLNESS 
ACT 

HON. STEVE COHEN 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, today, I intro-
duced the Stop, Observe, Ask and Respond 
(SOAR) to Health and Wellness Act along with 
my colleagues Representatives ADAM 
KINZINGER, TONY CÁRDENAS and ANN WAGNER. 
It is a companion to S. 1446, which was intro-
duced by Senators HEIDI HEITKAMP and SUSAN 
COLLINS. This bipartisan bill supports efforts 
underway at the Department of Health and 
Human Services to combat human trafficking 
by directing the Secretary to establish a pilot 
program to be known as ‘Stop, Observe, Ask 
and Respond to Health and Wellness Training’ 
to provide training on human trafficking to 
health care providers at all levels. 

Human trafficking is a modern-day form of 
slavery that uses force, fraud or coercion to 
lure millions of men, women and children in 
countries around the world annually, including 
here in the United States. Human trafficking 
includes both sex and labor trafficking, and 
generates billions of dollars in profits each 
year, making it the second most profitable 
form of transnational crime behind drug traf-
ficking. 

Recognizing the key indicators of human 
trafficking is the first step in identifying victims, 
providing life-saving help and bringing traf-
fickers to justice. Human trafficking, however, 
is a hidden crime and victims rarely seek help 
because of cultural barriers or out of fear of 
their traffickers or law enforcement. 

While victims are often difficult to identify, a 
reported 68 percent of trafficking victims end 
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up in a health care setting at some point while 
being exploited, including in clinics, emer-
gency rooms and doctor’s offices. Despite this, 
out of more than 5,680 hospitals in the coun-
try, only 60 have been identified as having a 
plan for treating patients who are victims of 
trafficking and 95 percent of emergency room 
personnel are not trained to treat trafficking 
victims. 

Our bill aims to ensure health care profes-
sionals are trained to identify and assist vic-
tims of human trafficking, and help close the 
gap in health care settings without plans for 
treating trafficking victims. I want to urge my 
colleagues to pass this important legislation so 
that health care professionals can better iden-
tify trafficking victims, provide victim centered 
care and help bring perpetrators of human 
trafficking to justice with the help of law en-
forcement as well as social and victims serv-
ice agencies and organizations. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. GEORGE HOLDING 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. HOLDING. Mr. Speaker, I missed roll 
call 272, H.R. 1815—Eastern Nevada Land 
Implementation Improvement Act. 

Had I been present, I would have voted 
Yea. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO CHRISTOPHER GIBBS, 
SENIOR CHIEF PETTY OFFICER 

HON. DAVID W. JOLLY 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. JOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to rec-
ognize Senior Chief Petty Officer Christopher 
Gibbs for his duty and service to Pinellas 
County and to our country. 

On May 4, 2016 Officer Gibbs returned 
home after a year-long deployment and 21 
years of military service. While enlisted, 
served as a Senior Chief Master at Arms and 
eventually earned the title of Senior Chief 
Petty Officer. We are eternally grateful for his 
service overseas. 

Since returning home, Officer Gibbs contin-
ued his dedication to serving others through 
his work as an officer with the Pinellas Park 
Police Department. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank Senior 
Chief Petty Officer Christopher Gibbs for his 
service to our community and this country. 
Pinellas Park is a safer place with him pro-
tecting us and we are very grateful and appre-
ciative of his efforts. I ask this body to join me 
in recognizing Officer Gibbs’ efforts and ex-
pressing our appreciation for his service. 

May God bless Officer Gibbs and his family. 
f 

TRIBUTE TO CASEY BLAKE 

HON. DAVID YOUNG 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize and congratulate Casey 

Blake of Indianola, Iowa, for receiving the 
2016 Robert D. Ray Pillar of Character Award 
from The Robert D. and Billie Ray Center in 
Des Moines, Iowa. The Award is given to 
those who live a life full of good character and 
foster greater character in others. This non-
profit organization, formerly known as Char-
acter Counts in Iowa, was created in 1997 by 
former Iowa Governor Robert D. Ray and 
former First Lady Billie Ray. It showcases hu-
manitarian and civility endeavors impacting 
Iowans. The six character pillars are: trust-
worthiness, respect, responsibility, fairness, 
caring and citizenship. 

Mr. Blake and his wife Abbie, as well as 
their six children, reside in Indianola, Iowa but 
for 13 years, he was defined a professional 
baseball player for several teams including To-
ronto Blue Jays, Minnesota Twins, Baltimore 
Orioles, Cleveland Indians, Los Angeles Dodg-
ers and the Colorado Rockies organizations. 
Upon his retirement, the family returned home 
to Iowa and his hometown of Indianola. In 
2010, they founded the Indianola Community 
Youth Foundation, built the Blake Fieldhouse 
and other community athletic complexes. Mr. 
Blake was inducted into the National High 
School Hall of Fame in 2014 and the Iowa 
High School Baseball Coaches Association 
Hall of Fame in 2016. 

I applaud and congratulate Casey Blake as 
a shining example of how hard work, deter-
mination, and dedication can affect the future 
of a community. It is with great honor that I 
recognize him today. I know that my col-
leagues in the U.S. House of Representatives 
join me in honoring his accomplishments. I 
wish him continued success in his future en-
deavors. 

f 

SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 
agreed to by the Senate of February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys-
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com-
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit-
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com-
mittee—of the time, place and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor-
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 

Meetings scheduled for Thursday, 
June 9, 2016 may be found in the Daily 
Digest of today’s RECORD. 

MEETINGS SCHEDULED 

JUNE 14 

9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Department of the Inte-

rior, Environment, and Related Agen-
cies 

Business meeting to markup an original 
bill entitled, ‘‘Department of the Inte-

rior, Environment, and Related Agen-
cies Appropriations Act, Fiscal Year 
2017’’. 

SD–124 
10 a.m. 

Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs 

To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
the Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion. 

SD–538 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-

sources 
To hold hearings to examine oil and gas 

pipeline infrastructure and the eco-
nomic, safety, environmental, permit-
ting, construction, and maintenance 
considerations associated with that in-
frastructure. 

SD–366 
Committee on Finance 

To hold hearings to examine energy tax 
policy in 2016 and beyond. 

SD–215 
3 p.m. 

Committee on Environment and Public 
Works 

Subcommittee on Superfund, Waste Man-
agement, and Regulatory Oversight 

To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
the Environmental Protection Agen-
cy’s progress in implementing Inspec-
tor General and Government Account-
ability Office recommendations. 

SD–406 

JUNE 15 

10 a.m. 
Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Financial Services and 

General Government 
Business meeting to markup an original 

bill entitled, ‘‘Financial Services and 
General Government Appropriations 
Act, Fiscal Year 2017’’. 

SD–138 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 

Transportation 
Business meeting to consider pending 

calendar business. 
SR–253 

Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions 

To hold hearings to examine imple-
menting the Child Care Development 
Block Grant Act of 2014, focusing on 
perspectives of stakeholders. 

SD–430 
Committee on Homeland Security and 

Governmental Affairs 
To hold hearings to examine America’s 

insatiable demand for drugs, focusing 
on examining solutions. 

SD–342 
2 p.m. 

Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation 

Subcommittee on Oceans, Atmosphere, 
Fisheries, and Coast Guard 

To hold hearings to examine assessing 
the Coast Guard’s increasing duties, fo-
cusing on drug and migrant interdic-
tion. 

SR–253 
Committee on Finance 

To hold hearings to examine challenges 
and opportunities for United States 
business in the digital age. 

SD–215 
2:30 p.m. 

Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources 

Subcommittee on National Parks 
To hold hearings to examine S. 2839 and 

H.R. 3004, bills to amend the Gullah/ 
Geechee Cultural Heritage Act to ex-
tend the authorization for the Gullah/ 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 06:12 Jun 09, 2016 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00012 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A08JN8.042 E08JNPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

4S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 R

E
M

A
R

K
S



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks E861 June 8, 2016 
Geechee Cultural Heritage Corridor 
Commission, H.R. 3036, to designate the 
National September 11 Memorial lo-
cated at the World Trade Center site in 
New York City, New York, as a na-
tional memorial, H.R. 3620, to amend 
the Delaware Water Gap National 
Recreation Area Improvement Act to 
provide access to certain vehicles serv-
ing residents of municipalities adja-
cent to the Delaware Water Gap Na-
tional Recreation Area, H.R. 4119, to 
authorize the exchange of certain land 
located in Gulf Islands National Sea-
shore, Jackson County, Mississippi, be-
tween the National Park Service and 
the Veterans of Foreign Wars, S. 211, to 
establish the Susquehanna Gateway 
National Heritage Area in the State of 
Pennsylvania, S. 630, to establish the 
Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta Na-
tional Heritage Area, S. 1007, to amend 
the Dayton Aviation Heritage Preser-
vation Act of 1992 to rename a site of 
the Dayton Aviation Heritage National 
Historical Park, S. 1623, to establish 
the Maritime Washington National 
Heritage Area in the State of Wash-
ington, S. 1662, to include Livingston 
County, the city of Jonesboro in Union 
County, and the city of Freeport in 
Stephenson County, Illinois, to the 
Lincoln National Heritage Area, S. 
1690, to establish the Mountains to 
Sound Greenway National Heritage 
Area in the State of Washington, S. 
1696 and H.R. 482, bills to redesignate 
the Ocmulgee National Monument in 
the State of Georgia, to revise the 
boundary of that monument, S. 1824, to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to conduct a study to assess the suit-
ability and feasibility of designating 
certain land as the Finger Lakes Na-

tional Heritage Area, S. 2087, to modify 
the boundary of the Fort Scott Na-
tional Historic Site in the State of 
Kansas, S. 2412, to establish the Tule 
Lake National Historic Site in the 
State of California, S. 2548, to establish 
the 400 Years of African-American His-
tory Commission, S. 2627, to adjust the 
boundary of the Mojave National Pre-
serve, S. 2807, to amend title 54, United 
States Code, to require State approval 
before the Secretary of the Interior re-
stricts access to waters under the juris-
diction of the National Park Service 
for recreational or commercial fishing, 
S. 2805, to modify the boundary of 
Voyageurs National Park in the State 
of Minnesota, S. 2923, to redesignate 
the Saint-Gaudens National Historic 
Site as the ‘‘Saint-Gaudens National 
Park for the Arts’’, S. 2954, to establish 
the Ste. Genevieve National Historic 
Site in the State of Missouri, S. 3020, to 
update the map of, and modify the 
acreage available for inclusion in, the 
Florissant Fossil Beds National Monu-
ment, S. 3027, to clarify the boundary 
of Acadia National Park, and S. 3028, to 
redesignate the Olympic Wilderness as 
the Daniel J. Evans Wilderness. 

SD–366 
Special Committee on Aging 

To hold hearings to examine innovations 
to promote Americans’ financial secu-
rity. 

SD–562 

JUNE 16 
9:30 a.m. 

Committee on Foreign Relations 
To hold hearings to examine our evolving 

understanding and response to 
transnational criminal threats. 

SD–419 

10 a.m. 
Committee on Homeland Security and 

Governmental Affairs 
Subcommittee on Regulatory Affairs and 

Federal Management 
To hold hearings to examine reviewing 

the rulemaking records of independent 
regulatory agencies. 

SD–342 

JUNE 21 

10 a.m. 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and 

Urban Affairs 
To hold hearings to examine the semi-

annual monetary policy report to the 
Congress. 

SH–216 
2:30 p.m. 

Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources 

Subcommittee on Public Lands, Forests, 
and Mining 

To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
the Bureau of Land Management’s 
Planning 2.0 initiative. 

SD–366 

JULY 13 

10:30 a.m. 
Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Military Construction 

and Veterans Affairs, and Related 
Agencies 

To hold hearings to examine a review of 
the Department of Veterans Affairs’ 
electronic health record (VistA), 
progress toward interoperability with 
the Department of Defense’s electronic 
health record, and plans for the future. 

SD–124 
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Wednesday, June 8, 2016 

Daily Digest 
HIGHLIGHTS 

House and Senate met in a Joint Meeting to receive His Excellency 
Narendra Modi, Prime Minister of India. 

Senate 
Chamber Action 
Routine Proceedings, pages S3599–S3665 
Measures Introduced: Nine bills were introduced, 
as follows: S. 3030–3038.                              Pages S3645–46 

Measures Reported: 
Special Report entitled ‘‘Further Revised Alloca-

tion to Subcommittees of Budget Totals for Fiscal 
Years 2016 and 2017’’. (S. Rept. No. 114–273) 

S. 1935, to require the Secretary of Commerce to 
undertake certain activities to support waterfront 
community revitalization and resiliency, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. (S. Rept. 
No. 114–272)                                                              Page S3645 

Measures Considered: 
National Defense Authorization Act—Agree-
ment: Senate continued consideration of S. 2943, to 
authorize appropriations for fiscal year 2017 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense, for 
military construction, and for defense activities of 
the Department of Energy, to prescribe military per-
sonnel strengths for such fiscal year, taking action on 
the following amendments proposed thereto: 
                                                                      Pages S3601–04, S3604 

Pending: 
McCain Amendment No. 4229, to address un-

funded priorities of the Armed Forces.   Pages S3601–04 

Reed/Mikulski Amendment No. 4549 (to Amend-
ment No. 4229), to authorize parity for defense and 
nondefense spending pursuant to the Bipartisan 
Budget Act of 2015.                                        Pages S3601–04 

A motion was entered to close further debate on 
the bill, and, in accordance with the provisions of 
rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the Senate, a 
vote on cloture will occur upon disposition of 
McCain Amendment No. 4229.                         Page S3635 

A unanimous-consent agreement was reached pro-
viding for further consideration of the bill at ap-
proximately 9:30 a.m., on Thursday, June 9, 2016; 

that notwithstanding the provisions of rule XXII, 
the cloture motions with respect to Reed/Mikulski 
Amendment No. 4549 (to Amendment No. 4229) 
(listed above), and McCain Amendment No. 4229 
(listed above), ripen at 11:15 a.m., on Thursday, 
June 9, 2016.                                                               Page S3665 

House Messages: 
Transportation, Housing and Urban Develop-

ment, and Related Agencies Appropriations Act: 
Senate disagreed to the House amendment to the 
Senate amendment to H.R. 2577, making appropria-
tions for the Departments of Transportation, and 
Housing and Urban Development, and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending September 30, 2016, 
agreed to the request from the House for a con-
ference, and authorized the Presiding Officer to ap-
point conferees, after taking action on the following 
motions to instruct conferees on the part of the Sen-
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill to be instructed to insist on the inclusion 
in the final conference report the following motions 
proposed thereto:                                                        Page S3633 

Rejected: 
By 46 yeas to 49 nays (Vote No. 93), Nelson Mo-

tion to Instruct Conferees to insist that any con-
ference report shall not include proposals that would 
rescind existing Ebola emergency funds provided by 
the Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropria-
tions Act, 2015 (Public Law 113–235), and des-
ignated by Congress as an emergency requirement 
pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, 
as such funds support Ebola preparedness and re-
sponse efforts which are critical to preventing, de-
tecting, and responding to potential future Ebola 
outbreaks, and to insist that the final conference re-
port include $510,000,000 to reimburse Ebola ac-
counts, as provided for in the Consolidated and Fur-
ther Continuing Appropriations Act, 2015 (Public 
Law 113–235) and designated by Congress as an 
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emergency requirement pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A) of the Balanced Budget and Emergency 
Deficit Control Act of 1985, for obligations incurred 
for Zika virus response, as such emergency Ebola 
funds support critical initiatives to prevent Ebola 
outbreaks, such as country operations and public 
health infrastructure in Liberia, Sierra Leone, and 
Guinea, public health research on infection control, 
including detection of person to person transmission 
of Ebola, and advanced research and development of 
new Ebola vaccines and therapeutics. (A unanimous- 
consent agreement was reached providing that the 
motion to instruct, having failed to achieve 60 af-
firmative votes, was not agreed to.)          Pages S3633–34 

By 56 yeas to 38 nays (Vote No. 94), Sullivan 
Motion to Instruct Conferees to insist that any con-
ference report shall include the provisions contained 
in Senate amendment 4065 (relating to the recon-
struction of certain bridges). (A unanimous-consent 
agreement was reached providing that the motion to 
instruct, having failed to achieve 60 affirmative 
votes, was not agreed to.)                               Pages S3634–35 

During consideration of this measure today, Senate 
also took the following action: 

By 93 yeas to 2 nays (Vote No. 92), three-fifths 
of those Senators duly chosen and sworn, having 
voted in the affirmative, Senate agreed to the motion 
to close further debate on the motion to disagree to 
the House amendment to the Senate amendment, 
agree to the request from the House for a conference, 
and authorize the Presiding Officer to appoint con-
ferees.                                                                                Page S3633 

The Chair was authorized to appoint the following 
conferees on the part of the Senate: Senators Collins, 
Kirk, McConnell, Murkowski, Hoeven, Boozman, 
Capito, Cochran, Blunt, Graham, Tester, Murray, 
Reed, Udall, Schatz, Baldwin, Murphy, Mikulski, 
and Leahy.                                                                      Page S3635 

Messages from the House:                                 Page S3642 

Measures Referred:                                         Pages S3642–43 

Executive Communications:                             Page S3643 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages S3646–49 

Additional Statements:                                Pages S3640–42 

Amendments Submitted:                           Pages S3649–64 

Authorities for Committees to Meet: 
                                                                                    Pages S3664–65 

Privileges of the Floor:                                        Page S3665 

Record Votes: Three record votes were taken today. 
(Total—94)                                                            Pages S3633–35 

Adjournment: Senate convened at 9:30 a.m. and 
adjourned at 9:09 p.m., until 9:30 a.m. on Thurs-
day, June 9, 2016. (For Senate’s program, see the re-
marks of the Majority Leader in today’s Record on 
page S3665.) 

Committee Meetings 
(Committees not listed did not meet) 

FAST ACT 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation: 
Committee concluded a hearing to examine imple-
mentation of the FAST Act, after receiving testi-
mony from Anthony R. Foxx, Secretary of Transpor-
tation. 

SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA 
Committee on Foreign Relations: Subcommittee on Afri-
ca and Global Health Policy concluded a hearing to 
examine United States sanctions policy in Sub-Saha-
ran Africa, after receiving testimony from Sue E. 
Eckert, Brown University Watson Institute for Inter-
national and Public Affairs, Providence, Rhode Is-
land; and Todd J. Moss, Center for Global Develop-
ment, Princeton N. Lyman, United States Institute 
of Peace, and Brad Brooks-Rubin, Enough Project, 
all of Washington, D.C. 

NOMINATIONS 
Committee on Foreign Relations: Committee concluded 
a hearing to examine the nominations of Geeta Pasi, 
of New York, to be Ambassador to the Republic of 
Chad, Anne S. Casper, of Nevada, to be Ambassador 
to the Republic of Burundi, and Mary Beth Leonard, 
of Massachusetts, to be Representative of the United 
States of America to the African Union, with the 
rank and status of Ambassador, all of the Depart-
ment of State, after the nominees testified and an-
swered questions in their own behalf. 

BUSINESS MEETING 
Committee on Indian Affairs: Committee ordered favor-
ably reported the following business items: 

S. 2417, to amend the Indian Health Care Im-
provement Act to allow the Indian Health Service to 
cover the cost of a copayment of an Indian or Alaska 
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Native veteran receiving medical care or services 
from the Department of Veterans Affairs; and 

S. 2916, to provide that the pueblo of Santa Clara 
may lease for 99 years certain restricted land. 

INTERAGENCY FOREST MANAGEMENT 
Committee on Indian Affairs: Committee concluded an 
oversight hearing to examine improving interagency 
forest management to strengthen tribal capabilities 
for responding to and preventing wildfires, including 
S. 3014, to improve the management of Indian for-
est land, after receiving testimony from Mike Black, 
Director, Bureau of Indian Affairs, Department of 
the Interior; James Hubbard, Deputy Chief, State 
and Private Forestry, Forest Service, Department of 
Agriculture; William Nicholson, Intertribal Timber 
Council, Coulee Dam, Washington; and Carole 
Lankford, Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes 
of the Flathead Reservation, Pablo, Montana. 

H–2B TEMPORARY FOREIGN WORKER 
PROGRAM 
Committee on the Judiciary: Subcommittee on Immi-
gration and the National Interest concluded a hear-
ing to examine the H–2B Temporary Foreign Work-

er Program, focusing on examining the effects on 
Americans’ job opportunities and wages, after receiv-
ing testimony from Michael Cunningham, Texas 
State Building and Construction Trades Council, 
Austin; Meredith B. Stewart, Southern Poverty Law 
Center, Montgomery, Alabama; and Daniel Costa, 
Economic Policy Institute, Stephen G. Bronars, 
Edgeworth Economics, and Steven A. Camarota, 
Center for Immigration Studies, all of Washington, 
D.C. 

BUSINESS MEETING 
Committee on Small Business and Entrepreneurship: Com-
mittee ordered favorably reported the following busi-
ness items: 

S. 2992, to amend the Small Business Act to 
strengthen the Office of Credit Risk Management of 
the Small Business Administration, with an amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute; 

S. 3009, to support entrepreneurs serving in the 
National Guard and Reserve, with an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute; and 

S. 3024, to improve cyber security for small busi-
nesses. 

h 

House of Representatives 
Chamber Action 
Public Bills and Resolutions Introduced: 12 pub-
lic bills, H.R. 5403–5414; and 2 resolutions, H. 
Res. 769, 772, were introduced.                        Page H3563 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages H3564–65 

Reports Filed: Reports were filed today as follows: 
H.R. 3738, to amend the Dodd-Frank Wall Street 

Reform and Consumer Protection Act to improve 
the transparency, accountability, governance, and op-
erations of the Office of Financial Research, and for 
other purposes (H. Rept. 114–608); 

H.R. 4638, to amend the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934 to allow for the creation of venture ex-
changes to promote liquidity of venture securities, 
and for other purposes, with an amendment (H. 
Rept. 114–609); 

H. Res. 770, providing for consideration of the 
bill (H.R. 5278) to establish an Oversight Board to 
assist the Government of Puerto Rico, including in-
strumentalities, in managing its public finances, and 
for other purposes (H. Rept. 114–610); and 

H. Res. 771, providing for consideration of the 
bill (H.R. 5325) making appropriations for the Leg-

islative Branch for the fiscal year ending September 
30, 2017, and for other purposes (H. Rept. 
114–611).                                                                       Page H3563 

Speaker: Read a letter from the Speaker wherein he 
appointed Representative Bost to act as Speaker pro 
tempore for today.                                                     Page H3505 

Guest Chaplain: The prayer was offered by the 
Guest Chaplain, Reverend Brian Britton, The Dwell-
ing Place Churches, Williamsburg, Virginia. 
                                                                                            Page H3505 

Journal: The House agreed to the Speaker’s approval 
of the Journal by voice vote.                Pages H3505, H3517 

Recess: The House recessed at 10:06 a.m. for the 
purpose of receiving His Excellency Narendra Modi, 
Prime Minister of India. The House reconvened at 
12:46 p.m., and agreed that the proceedings had 
during the Joint Meeting be printed in the Record. 
                                                                                            Page H3506 

Joint Meeting To Receive His Excellency 
Narendra Modi, Prime Minister of India: The 
House and Senate met in a joint session to receive 
His Excellency Narendra Modi, Prime Minister of 
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India. He was escorted into the Chamber by a com-
mittee comprised of Representatives Scalise, McMor-
ris Rodgers, Walden, Messer, Jenkins (KS), Royce, 
Holding, Poe (TX), Wilson (SC), Lummis, Pelosi, 
Hoyer, Becerra, Crowley, Bera, McDermott, Pallone, 
Gabbard, Lowey, Edwards, Van Hollen, and Eshoo; 
and Senators McConnell, Cornyn, Hatch, Blunt, Bar-
rasso, Wicker, Corker, Portman, Durbin, Murray, 
Stabenow, Klobuchar, and Cardin.            Pages H3506–08 

Suspension—Proceedings Resumed: The House 
agreed to suspend the rules and pass the following 
measure which was debated on Tuesday, June 7th: 

Mount Hood Cooper Spur Land Exchange Clari-
fication Act: H.R. 3826, amended, to amend the 
Omnibus Public Land Management Act of 2009 to 
modify provisions relating to certain land exchanges 
in the Mt. Hood Wilderness in the State of Oregon, 
by a 2⁄3 yea-and-nay vote of 401 yeas to 2 nays, Roll 
No. 275.                                                                         Page H3517 

Ozone Standards Implementation Act of 2016: 
The House passed H.R. 4775, to facilitate efficient 
State implementation of ground-level ozone stand-
ards, by a yea-and-nay vote of 234 yeas to 177 nays, 
Roll No. 282.                                                      Pages H3517–37 

Rejected the Rush motion to recommit the bill to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce with in-
structions to report the same back to the House 
forthwith with an amendment, by a recorded vote of 
173 ayes to 239 noes, Roll No. 281.      Pages H3535–37 

Pursuant to the Rule, the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute recommended by the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce now printed in the bill 
shall be considered as an original bill for the purpose 
of amendment under the five-minute rule. 
                                                                                            Page H3525 

Agreed to: 
Gosar amendment (No. 4 printed in H. Rept. 

114–607) that ensures that the study on Ozone for-
mation contained in the bill analyzes the relative 
contribution from wildfires; and                Pages H3529–30 

Whitfield amendment (No. 1 printed in H. Rept. 
114–607) that provides that no additional funds are 
authorized to be appropriated to carry out the re-
quirements of this Act and the amendments made 
by this Act; such requirements shall be carried out 
using amounts otherwise authorized (by a recorded 
vote of 236 ayes to 170 noes, Roll No. 276). 
                                                                      Pages H3526–27, H3532 

Rejected: 
Rush amendment (No. 2 printed in H. Rept. 

114–607) that sought to provide federal, state, local, 
or tribal permitting agencies the ability to opt-out 
of section 3(d) if they determine that issuing a 
preconstruction permit under an outdated and less 
protective air quality standard will increase air pollu-

tion, slow permitting, increase regulatory uncer-
tainty, foster litigation, shift the burden of pollution 
control from new sources to existing sources, or in-
crease the overall cost of achieving the new or re-
vised national ambient air quality standard in the 
applicable area (by a recorded vote of 171 ayes to 
235 noes, Roll No. 277);           Pages H3527–28, H3532–34 

Pallone amendment (No. 3 printed in H. Rept. 
114–607) that sought to strike the consideration of 
technological feasibility when determining national 
ambient air quality standards to preserve health 
based standards (by a recorded vote of 169 ayes to 
242 noes, Roll No. 278);           Pages H3528–29, H3533–34 

Polis amendment (No. 5 printed in H. Rept. 
114–607) that sought to amend the Clean Air Act 
to repeal the prohibitions against aggregating emis-
sions from any oil or gas exploration or production 
well and emissions; additionally, it requires the EPA 
to issue a rule adding hydrogen sulfide to the list 
of hazardous air pollutants (by a recorded vote of 
160 ayes to 251 noes, Roll No. 279); and 
                                                                      Pages H3530–31, H3534 

Norton amendment (No. 6 printed in H. Rept. 
114–607) that sought to provide that the provisions 
of the bill would not apply if the Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Administration, in 
consultation with the Clean Air Scientific Advisory 
Committee, finds that the application of any section 
could harm human health or the environment (by a 
recorded vote of 171 ayes to 239 noes, Roll No. 
280).                                                        Pages H3531–32, H334–35 

H. Res. 767, the rule providing for consideration 
of the bill (H.R. 4775) and the concurrent resolu-
tions (H. Con. Res. 89) and (H. Con. Res. 112) was 
agreed to by a recorded vote of 235 ayes to 163 
noes, Roll No. 274, after the previous question was 
ordered by a yea-and-nay vote of 230 yeas to 163 
nays, Roll No. 273.                                          Pages H3509–17 

Consideration of Presidential Veto Message: 
Agreed by unanimous consent that when a veto mes-
sage on House Joint Resolution 88 is laid before the 
House on this legislative day, then after the message 
is read and the objections of the President are spread 
at large upon the Journal, further consideration of 
the veto message and the joint resolution shall be 
postponed until the legislative day of June 22, 2016, 
and that on that legislative day, the House shall pro-
ceed to the constitutional question of reconsideration 
and dispose of such question without intervening 
motion.                                                                            Page H3537 

Suspensions: The House agreed to suspend the rules 
and pass the following measure: 

Securing America’s Future Energy: Protecting 
our Infrastructure of Pipelines and Enhancing 
Safety Act: S. 2276, amended, to amend title 49, 
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United States Code, to provide enhanced safety in 
pipeline transportation.                                   Pages H3538–49 

Recess: The House recessed at 7:46 p.m. and recon-
vened at 10:03 p.m.                                                 Page H3562 

Presidential Veto Message—Disapproving the 
rule submitted by the Department of Labor re-
lating to the definition of the term ‘‘Fiduciary’’: 
Read a message from the President wherein he trans-
mitted his Memorandum of Disapproval of H.J. Res. 
88, disapproving the rule submitted by the Depart-
ment of Labor relating to the definition of the term 
‘‘Fiduciary’’, and explained his reasons therefore—or-
dered printed (H. Doc. 114–140).            Pages H3537–38 

Pursuant to the order of the House of today, fur-
ther consideration of the veto message and the joint 
resolution are postponed until the legislative day of 
June 22, 2016, and that on that legislative day, the 
House shall proceed to the constitutional question of 
reconsideration and dispose of such question without 
intervening motion.                                                  Page H3538 

Senate Message: Message received from the Senate 
by the Clerk and subsequently presented to the 
House today appears on page H3505. 
Senate Referral: S. 2487 was held at the desk. 
Quorum Calls—Votes: Three yea-and-nay votes 
and seven recorded votes developed during the pro-
ceedings of today and appear on pages H3515–16, 
H3516, H3517, H3532, H3532–33, H3533–34, 
H3534, H3534–35, H3536–37, and H3537. There 
were no quorum calls. 
Adjournment: The House met at 10 a.m. and ad-
journed at 10:04 p.m. 

Committee Meetings 
MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES 
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Subcommittee on 
Health concluded a markup on H.R. 3299, the 
‘‘Strengthening Public Health Emergency Response 
Act of 2015’’; and H.R. 921, the ‘‘Sports Medicine 
Licensure Clarity Act of 2015’’. H.R. 3299 and H.R. 
921 were forwarded to the full committee, as 
amended. 

MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES 
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Subcommittee on 
Commerce, Manufacturing, and Trade began a mark-
up on the ‘‘FTC Process and Transparency Reform 
Act of 2016’’; H.R. 5111, the ‘‘Consumer Review 
Fairness Act’’; H.R. 5092, the ‘‘Reinforcing Amer-
ican Made Products Act’’; and H.R. 5104, the ‘‘Bet-
ter Online Ticket Sales Act’’. 

THE ENEMY IN OUR BACKYARD: 
EXAMINING TERROR FUNDING STREAMS 
FROM SOUTH AMERICA 
Committee on Financial Services: Task Force to Inves-
tigate Terrorism Financing held a hearing entitled 
‘‘The Enemy in Our Backyard: Examining Terror 
Funding Streams from South America’’. Testimony 
was heard from public witnesses. 

MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES 
Committee on Homeland Security: Full Committee held 
a markup on H.R. 5064, the ‘‘Improving Small 
Business Cyber Security Act of 2016’’; H.R. 5253, 
the ‘‘Strong Visa Integrity Secures America Act’’; 
H.R. 5390, the ‘‘Cybersecurity and Infrastructure 
Protection Agency Act of 2016’’; H.R. 5388, the 
‘‘Support for Rapid Innovation Act of 2016’’; H.R. 
5389, the ‘‘Leveraging Emerging Technologies Act 
of 2016’’; H.R. 5391, the ‘‘Gains in Global Nuclear 
Detection Architecture Act’’; and H.R. 5385, the 
‘‘Quadrennial Homeland Security Review Technical 
Correction Act of 2016’’. The following bills were 
ordered reported, as amended: H.R. 5064, H.R. 
5253, H.R. 5385, and H.R. 5390. The following 
bills were ordered reported, without amendment: 
H.R. 5388, H.R. 5389, and H.R. 5391. 

MISCELLANEOUS MEASURE 
Committee on the Judiciary: Full Committee held a 
markup on H.R. 4768, the ‘‘Separation of Powers 
Restoration Act of 2016’’. H.R. 4768 was ordered 
reported, as amended. 

PUERTO RICO OVERSIGHT, MANAGEMENT, 
AND ECONOMIC STABILITY ACT; 
LEGISLATIVE BRANCH APPROPRIATIONS 
ACT, 2017 
Committee on Rules: Full Committee held a hearing on 
H.R. 5278, the ‘‘Puerto Rico Oversight, Manage-
ment, and Economic Stability Act’’; and H.R. 5325, 
the ‘‘Legislative Branch Appropriations Act, 2017’’. 
The committee granted, by record vote of 9–2, a 
structured rule for H.R. 5325. The rule provides one 
hour of general debate equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority member 
of the Committee on Appropriations. The rule 
waives all points of order against consideration of the 
bill and provides that it shall be considered as read. 
The rule waives all points of order against provisions 
in the bill for failure to comply with clause 2 of rule 
XXI. The rule makes in order only those amend-
ments printed in the Rules Committee report. Each 
such amendment may be offered only in the order 
printed in the report, may be offered only by a 
Member designated in the report, shall be considered 
as read, shall be debatable for the time specified in 
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the report equally divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent, shall not be subject to 
amendment, and shall not be subject to a demand 
for division of the question. The rule waives all 
points of order against the amendments printed in 
the report. The rule provides one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions. In section 2, the 
rule provides that during consideration of H.R. 
5325, section 3304 of Senate Concurrent Resolution 
11 shall not apply. The Committee granted, by voice 
vote, a structured rule for H.R. 5278. The rule pro-
vides one hour of general debate equally divided and 
controlled by the chair and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Natural Resources. The 
rule waives all points of order against consideration 
of the bill. The rule makes in order as original text 
for purpose of amendment an amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute consisting of the text of Rules 
Committee Print 114–57 and provides that it shall 
be considered as read. The rule waives all points of 
order against that amendment in the nature of a 
substitute. The rule makes in order only those fur-
ther amendments printed in the Rules Committee 
report. Each such amendment may be offered only in 
the order printed in the report, may be offered only 
by a Member designated in the report, shall be con-
sidered as read, shall be debatable for the time speci-
fied in the report equally divided and controlled by 
the proponent and an opponent, shall not be subject 
to amendment, and shall not be subject to a demand 
for division of the question. The rule waives all 
points of order against the amendments printed in 
the report. The rule provides one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions. In section 2, the 
rule provides that upon passage of H.R. 5278, the 
House shall be considered to have: (1) stricken all 
after the enacting clause of S. 2328 and inserted in 
lieu thereof the provisions of H.R. 5278, as passed 
by the House; and (2) passed the Senate bill as so 
amended. Testimony was heard from Chairman 
Bishop of Utah, and Representatives Graves of Geor-
gia, Wasserman Schultz, Jones, Castro of Texas, 
Massie, Welch, Grijalva, Graves of Louisiana, 
Bordallo, Sablan, Polis, Barr, Gutiérrez, Fleming, 
Palmer, and Sanford. 

PRIVATE SECTOR WEATHER 
FORECASTING: ASSESSING PRODUCTS AND 
TECHNOLOGIES 
Committee on Science, Space, and Technology: Sub-
committee on Environment held a hearing entitled 
‘‘Private Sector Weather Forecasting: Assessing Prod-
ucts and Technologies’’. Testimony was heard from 
public witnesses. 

MEMBER PROPOSALS TO IMPROVE AND 
SUSTAIN THE MEDICARE PROGRAM 
Committee on Ways and Means: Subcommittee on 
Health held a hearing on Member proposals to im-
prove and sustain the Medicare program. Testimony 
was heard from Representatives Boustany, Dold, 
Noem, Reichert, Crowley, Larson of Connecticut, 
Meehan, Renacci, Mooney of West Virginia, Smith 
of New Jersey, and Zeldin. 

Joint Meetings 
No joint committee meetings were held. 

f 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR THURSDAY, 
JUNE 9, 2016 

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Senate 
Committee on Appropriations: business meeting to markup 

an original bill entitled, ‘‘Labor, Health and Human Serv-
ices, Education, and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 2017’’, 10:30 a.m., SD–106. 

Committee on Environment and Public Works: to hold hear-
ings to examine implications of the Supreme Court stay 
of the Clean Power Plan, 9:30 a.m., SD–406. 

Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs: 
Subcommittee on Regulatory Affairs and Federal Manage-
ment, to hold hearings to examine the use of agency reg-
ulatory guidance, 11:15 a.m., SD–342. 

Committee on the Judiciary: business meeting to consider 
S. 247, to amend section 349 of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act to deem specified activities in support of 
terrorism as renunciation of United States nationality, S. 
356, to improve the provisions relating to the privacy of 
electronic communications, S. 2944, to require adequate 
reporting on the Public Safety Officers’ Benefit program, 
and the nominations of Donald Karl Schott, of Wis-
consin, to be United States Circuit Judge for the Seventh 
Circuit, Stephanie A. Finley, of Louisiana, to be United 
States District Judge for the Western District of Lou-
isiana, Claude J. Kelly III, of Louisiana, to be United 
States District Judge for the Eastern District of Louisiana, 
and Winfield D. Ong, of Indiana, to be United States 
District Judge for the Southern District of Indiana, 10 
a.m., SD–226. 

Committee on Rules and Administration: business meeting 
to consider the nomination of Carla D. Hayden, of Mary-
land, to be Librarian of Congress for a term of ten years, 
2 p.m., SR–301. 

Select Committee on Intelligence: closed business meeting 
to consider pending intelligence matters; to be imme-
diately followed by a closed briefing on certain intel-
ligence matters, 2 p.m., SH–219. 
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House 
Committee on Appropriations, Subcommittee on Home-

land Security, markup on the Homeland Security Appro-
priations Bill, FY 2017, 9 a.m., 2358–A Rayburn. 

Full Committee, markup on the Financial Services and 
General Government Appropriations Bill for FY 2017; 
and Report on the Revised Interim Suballocation of 
Budget Allocations for FY 2017, 10 a.m., 2359 Rayburn. 

Committee on Armed Services, Subcommittee on Emerging 
Threats and Capabilities; and Subcommittee on Ter-
rorism, Nonproliferation, and Trade of the House Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs, joint hearing entitled ‘‘Stop-
ping the Money Flow: The War on Terror Finance’’, 2 
p.m., 2118 Rayburn. 

Committee on the Budget, Full Committee, hearing enti-
tled ‘‘Congressional Budgeting: The Need To Control 
Automatic Spending and Unauthorized Programs’’, 9:30 
a.m., 210 Cannon. 

Committee on Education and the Workforce, Full Com-
mittee, hearing entitled ‘‘The Administration’s Overtime 
Rule and Its Consequences for Workers, Students, Non-
profits, and Small Businesses’’, 10 a.m., 2175 Rayburn. 

Committee on Energy and Commerce, Subcommittee on 
Commerce, Manufacturing, and Trade, markup on the 
‘‘FTC Process and Transparency Reform Act of 2016’’; 
H.R. 5111, the ‘‘Consumer Review Fairness Act’’; H.R. 
5092, the ‘‘Reinforcing American Made Products Act’’; 
and H.R. 5104, the ‘‘Better Online Ticket Sales Act’’ 
(continued), 10 a.m., 2123 Rayburn. 

Committee on Foreign Affairs, Subcommittee on the 
Western Hemisphere, hearing entitled ‘‘The Impact of 
Low Oil Prices on Energy Security in the Americas’’, 
10:30 a.m., 2172 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Europe, Eurasia, and Emerging 
Threats, hearing entitled ‘‘Examining the President’s FY 
2017 Budget Proposal Europe and Eurasia’’, 2 p.m., 2172 
Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Africa, Global Health, Global 
Human Rights, and International Organizations, hearing 
entitled ‘‘Leveraging U.S. Funds: The Stunning Global 
Impact of Nutrition and Supplements During the First 
1,000 Days’’, 2 p.m., 2255 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Asia and the Pacific, hearing entitled 
‘‘Sri Lanka’s Democratic Transition: A New Era for the 
U.S.-Sri Lanka Relationship’’, 2 p.m., 2200 Rayburn. 

Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, Full Com-
mittee, hearing entitled ‘‘Census 2020: Examining the 
Readiness of Key Aspects of the Census Bureau’s 2020 
Census Preparation’’, 9 a.m., 2154 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Government Operations; and Sub-
committee on the Interior, joint hearing entitled ‘‘SNAP: 
Examining Efforts to Combat Fraud and Improve Pro-
gram Integrity’’, 2 p.m., 2154 Rayburn. 

Committee on Small Business, Subcommittee on Economic 
Growth, Tax and Capital Access, hearing entitled ‘‘Bear-
ing the Burden: Over-regulation’s Impact on Small Banks 
and Rural Communities’’, 10 a.m., 2360 Rayburn. 
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Next Meeting of the SENATE 

9:30 a.m., Thursday, June 9 

Senate Chamber 

Program for Thursday: Senate will continue consider-
ation of S. 2943, National Defense Authorization Act, 
with votes on the motions to invoke cloture on Reed/Mi-
kulski Amendment No. 4549 (to Amendment No. 4229), 
and McCain Amendment No. 4229, at 11:15 a.m. 

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

10 a.m., Thursday, June 9 

House Chamber 

Program for Thursday: Consideration of H.R. 5278— 
Puerto Rico Oversight, Management, and Economic Sta-
bility Act (Subject to a Rule). Begin consideration of 
H.R. 5325—Legislative Branch Appropriations Act, 2017 
(Subject to a Rule). 

Extensions of Remarks, as inserted in this issue 
HOUSE 

Barletta, Lou, Pa., E851 
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McDermott, Jim, Wash., E850 
Meehan, Patrick, Pa., E849, E851 
Miller, Jeff, Fla., E859 
O’Rourke, Beto, Tex., E855 

Pascrell, Bill, Jr., N.J., E854 
Perlmutter, Ed, Colo., E849, E852, E854 
Pittenger, Robert, N.S., E853 
Reed, Tom, N.Y., E853, E858 
Renacci, James B., Ohio, E856 
Schiff, Adam B., Calif., E849 
Visclosky, Peter J., Ind., E850 
Walorski, Jackie, Ind., E859 
Westmoreland, Lynn A., Ga., E851 
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