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House of Representatives 
The House met at 9 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker. 
f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Almighty God of the universe, we 
give You thanks for giving us another 
day. 

We pray for the gift of wisdom to all 
with great responsibility in this House 
for the leadership of our Nation. 

As the Members disperse to their var-
ious districts and our Nation enters a 
week which celebrates Memorial Day, 
may we all retreat from the busyness 
of life to remember our citizen ances-
tors who served our Nation in the 
armed services. 

Grant that their sacrifice of self, and 
for so many, of life, would inspire all of 
America’s citizens to step forward, in 
whatever their path of life, to make a 
positive contribution to the strength of 
our democracy. 

Bless us this day and every day, and 
may all that is done within these hal-
lowed halls be for Your greater honor 
and glory. 

Amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

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

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from Kansas (Mr. POMPEO) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge 
of Allegiance. 

Mr. POMPEO led the Pledge of Alle-
giance 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 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain up to five requests for 1-minute 
speeches on each side of the aisle. 

f 

AMERICA’S VETERANS DESERVE 
QUALITY HEALTH CARE 

(Mr. POMPEO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. POMPEO. Mr. Speaker, what is 
taking place today in America’s Vet-
erans Administration may be the most 
egregious case of friendly fire in the 
history of the United States of Amer-
ica. 

This harm to our veterans from our 
team is coming not from firearms, but 
from an enormous bureaucracy that is 
incapable of dealing with providing 
health care to our Nation’s warriors. It 
is unacceptable. 

Words alone, Mr. President, I have to 
say, are not enough. We need action, 
not anger. We need results. We need de-
livery of health care to our warriors 
now, and whether that health care 
comes from inside the Veterans Admin-
istration or from outside, we need to 
get folks off our waiting lists, out of 
lines, and in to see doctors and folks 
who are prepared to take care of them. 

The sacrifices these men and women 
made are enormous. As a veteran, I 
certainly understand that. 

As a Member of Congress, I under-
stand that it is my responsibility to 
make sure we fix this challenge, this 
bureaucratic mess that our Nation has 
put these veterans in now for years and 
years. 

As we approach Memorial Day, we 
need to all take this seriously. I would 
urge this House to continue to work to 
perform its function of oversight and 

to correct this most egregious situa-
tion and get these veterans the care 
that they need. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
AMODEI). Members are reminded to di-
rect their remarks to the Chair. 

f 

BRING BACK OUR GIRLS 

(Ms. KELLY of Illinois asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
it is with great concern for the safety 
of over 200 kidnapped Nigerian girls 
that I urge my colleagues to vote for 
the National Defense Authorization 
Act. 

This bill includes an en bloc amend-
ment I offered requiring the Depart-
ment of Defense, in consultation with 
the Department of State, to report on 
the efforts to assist in the search and 
rescue of the young women who were 
abducted in Nigeria last month. 

There is more that our government 
can do to address the threat that Boko 
Haram poses to international security. 
By Congress knowing more about this 
terrorist group, their movements, the 
safety of the girls, and what the U.S. 
and Nigerian Governments can do to 
protect these girls and others like 
them, we will be in a better position to 
end Boko Haram’s reign of terror. 

Families weep in Nigeria. The global 
community holds vigil for these chil-
dren. 

I thank the chairman for including 
my amendment in the en bloc package 
and urge my colleagues to vote to help 
‘‘bring back our girls.’’ 

In regard to Memorial Day, I want to 
thank those who gave up their tomor-
row, so we could have today. 

f 

JOB WELL DONE 

(Mr. BOEHNER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 
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Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker and my 

colleagues, today we will take up the 
NSA reform bill. 

I rise today to thank Chairman ROG-
ERS, Chairman GOODLATTE, Mr. CON-
YERS, and all, in a bipartisan way, who 
have come to address this very critical 
reform at a time when America still is 
under the threat of terrorism. 

There is another group of people that 
I think it is appropriate to thank 
today, and that is the tens of thou-
sands of Federal employees who work 
for these agencies that go out there 
every single day to help make America 
secure and Americans secure elsewhere 
around the world. 

Job well done. 
f 

P5+1 NEGOTIATIONS 

(Mr. LOWENTHAL asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, the 
United States is currently in negotia-
tions with our P5+1 partners and Iran 
over the fate of Tehran’s illicit nuclear 
program. I support the President’s ef-
forts to negotiate an agreement to end 
Iran’s nuclear weapons question, and I 
am hopeful, but I am also concerned, 
that this goal may or may not be 
achieved. 

As the initial 6-month period for ne-
gotiations comes to an end on July 20 
and as we debate the NDAA, it is cru-
cial for Congress to speak out on what 
a good deal with Iran would look like. 

Congress must insist that final agree-
ment ensures that Tehran has no path-
way to a nuclear weapon. As the Presi-
dent and Secretary Kerry have repeat-
edly said, no deal is better than a bad 
deal. 

Any agreement must include an in-
spection and verification regime that 
provides for anytime, anywhere inspec-
tions to ensure that Iran is complying 
with a deal. 

f 

OUR VETERANS DESERVE THE 
BEST MEDICAL TREATMENT 

(Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, the num-
ber of veterans has declined by several 
millions in recent years, due to deaths 
and decreases in the numbers of our 
military, yet the problems in the VA 
and complaints by veterans about poor 
treatment and long delays have grown 
by leaps and bounds. 

It is definitely not a money problem 
because no department or agency has 
received the megabillions and high per-
centage increases that the Congress 
has given to the VA; yet, despite years 
of criticism for Members of Congress 
and the media, the problems have 
grown worse. 

The only effective solution is com-
petition. I said in a speech to a vet-
erans group many years ago that eligi-

ble veterans should be given a card and 
allowed to go to any hospital they 
choose, including those considered to 
be the best in the Nation. In this way, 
VA hospitals would be forced to pro-
vide better service, or Congress could 
and should close the ones with rapidly 
declining and/or very low occupancy 
rates. 

Mr. Speaker, our veterans deserve 
the very best medical treatment pos-
sible. 

f 

UNITED STATES AIR FORCES 
ESCAPE AND EVASION SOCIETY 
(Ms. TSONGAS asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. TSONGAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today, in advance of Memorial Day 
weekend, to recognize the brave men 
and women of the U.S. Air Forces Es-
cape and Evasion Society, or AFEES, 
whose bravery and ingenuity in the 
face of danger is surpassed only by 
their dedication to this country. 

Formed in 1964, AFEES is an organi-
zation created by aircrew members who 
evaded capture by enemy forces during 
foreign wars, with the assistance of re-
sistance organizations and patriotic 
nationals of foreign countries. This or-
ganization includes downed aircrew 
members and people who directly aided 
them in escape and evasion. 

In recognition of these heroic efforts, 
I introduced the U.S. Air Forces Escape 
and Evasion Society Recognition Act 
of 2014 this week to award this deserv-
ing organization the Congressional 
Gold Medal. Awarding this medal will 
serve to recognize a group of veterans 
whose names are synonymous with 
service, selflessness, and fortitude. 

I invite every Member of this Cham-
ber to join me in cosponsoring this leg-
islation. 

f 

NIGERIA AND BOKO HARAM 
(Mr. FRANKS of Arizona asked and 

was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Speak-
er, last night, the House passed an 
amendment encouraging our regional 
partners and allies to develop an inter-
agency strategy to counter the vicious 
terror attacks perpetrated by Boko 
Haram. 

Boko Haram is the terrorist group 
that recently kidnapped over 300 inno-
cent young Nigerian girls. 

Mr. Speaker, it is impossible for any 
of us to imagine the fear and heart-
break these children and their families 
are experiencing. 

For some time, it has been known 
that these groups have extensive links 
between Boko Haram and al Qaeda af-
filiates; yet, despite my multiple pleas 
2 years ago to former Secretary of 
State Hillary Clinton, she would not 
even consider acknowledging Boko 
Haram’s religious ideology and list 
them as a foreign terrorist organiza-
tion. 

Consequently, Boko Haram is strong-
er today than ever before. This 
Islamist group continues their rampage 
of terror because the administration— 
this administration—as they have so 
many times before, refused to look at 
the facts as they were. 

I hope now we will face Boko Haram 
for the terrorist group that it is and de-
feat it and, somehow, bring these inno-
cent young girls home. 

f 

NATIONAL DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATION ACT 

(Mr. BARBER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BARBER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in strong support of the National 
Defense Authorization Act, which we 
will vote on today. The act supports a 
strong national defense and gives our 
men and women in uniform the tools 
and resources that they need to do the 
often-dangerous jobs that we ask them 
to take on. 

Southern Arizona is home to Fort 
Huachuca, the 162nd Wing of the Air 
National Guard, and a strong defense 
industry, all of which are vital to our 
Nation’s security. 

We are also the proud home of Davis- 
Monthan Air Force Base and the A–10 
Thunderbolt. This heavily armed plane 
we call the Warthog may be ugly, but 
it flies slow and low and provides close 
air support and protection to our 
troops like no other aircraft we have 
today. 

This bill includes a provision I of-
fered with my Republican colleagues, 
Representatives HARTZLER and SCOTT, 
to keep the A–10 flying. It passed with 
overwhelming bipartisan support in the 
Armed Services Committee. 

Today, I urge my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to pass this critical 
legislation for our servicemembers and 
their families and the security of our 
Nation. 

f 

THE NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY 
AND SNOOPING ON AMERICA 

(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the 
NSA is out of control. It seizes massive 
amounts of data on Americans without 
their consent, without their knowl-
edge. This action violates the Fourth 
Amendment and the PATRIOT Act. 

The USA FREEDOM Act is supposed 
to halt these literally unwarranted in-
trusions. The bill, in which I am a co-
sponsor, passed the Judiciary Com-
mittee unanimously. 

However, this bill that deals with se-
cret surveillance and mischief by the 
NSA was recently changed at the Rules 
Committee. These changes appear to 
allow multiple interpretations as to 
what the NSA can and cannot do. The 
bill now confuses what it intended to 
make clear. It seems we are back where 
we started. 
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The NSA has shown it will misinter-

pret the law in a manner most favor-
able to the seizure by the NSA, seizure 
of information without a warrant. 

These new changes, unfortunately, 
may not adequately solve the problems 
of spying, snooping, and surveillance 
by the NSA on Americans. 

And that’s just the way it is. 
f 

NATIONAL MILITARY 
APPRECIATION MONTH 

(Mr. GARCIA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. GARCIA. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize National Military 
Appreciation Month and to honor the 
service and sacrifice of the men and 
women of our military. 

I am proud to represent countless in-
spiring veterans who have served our 
country and continue to serve in our 
communities—veterans like Carlos 
Cruz, who served in the Army during 
Vietnam and regularly volunteers with 
disabled veterans whenever he is able; 
Dr. Anthony Atwood, who served in the 
Navy for over 20 years and, today, 
works to preserve the history of Miami 
veterans as executive director of the 
Miami Military Museum and Memorial; 
Clifton Riley, an Army veteran who 
served during Desert Storm and started 
his own business, where he strives to 
hire veterans. 

Carlos, Anthony, and Clifton are just 
three examples of the many veterans 
who remind us of the responsibility to 
uphold promises we made to our vet-
erans as they have upheld their prom-
ises to us. 

f 

b 0915 

USA FREEDOM ACT 
Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, pur-

suant to House Resolution 590, I call up 
the bill (H.R. 3361) to reform the au-
thorities of the Federal Government to 
require the production of certain busi-
ness records, conduct electronic sur-
veillance, use pen registers and trap 
and trace devices, and use other forms 
of information gathering for foreign in-
telligence, counterterrorism, and 
criminal purposes, and for other pur-
poses, as amended, and ask for its im-
mediate consideration. 

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

ant to House Resolution 590, in lieu of 
the amendments in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary and the Per-
manent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence printed in the bill, the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute 
printed in part B of House Report 113– 
460 is adopted, and the bill, as amend-
ed, is considered read. 

The text of the bill, as amended, is as 
follows: 

H.R. 3361 
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 ‘‘USA FREEDOM Act’’. 
(b) Table of Contents.—The table of contents 

for this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Amendments to the Foreign Intel-

ligence Surveillance Act of 1978. 

TITLE I—FISA BUSINESS RECORDS 
REFORMS 

Sec. 101. Additional requirements for call de-
tail records. 

Sec. 102. Emergency authority. 
Sec. 103. Prohibition on bulk collection of 

tangible things. 
Sec. 104. Judicial review of minimization pro-

cedures for the production of tangible 
things. 

Sec. 105. Liability protection. 
Sec. 106. Compensation for assistance. 
Sec. 107. Definitions. 
Sec. 108. Inspector general reports on busi-

ness records orders. 
Sec. 109. Effective date. 
Sec. 110. Rule of construction. 

TITLE II—FISA PEN REGISTER AND TRAP 
AND TRACE DEVICE REFORM 

Sec. 201. Prohibition on bulk collection. 
Sec. 202. Privacy procedures. 

TITLE III—FISA ACQUISITIONS TARGETING 
PERSONS OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
REFORMS 

Sec. 301. Minimization procedures. 
Sec. 302. Limits on use of unlawfully ob-

tained information. 

TITLE IV—FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE 
SURVEILLANCE COURT REFORMS 

Sec. 401. Appointment of amicus curiae. 
Sec. 402. Declassification of decisions, orders, 

and opinions. 

TITLE V—NATIONAL SECURITY LETTER 
REFORM 

Sec. 501. Prohibition on bulk collection. 

TITLE VI—FISA TRANSPARENCY AND 
REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 

Sec. 601. Additional reporting on orders re-
quiring production of business records. 

Sec. 602. Business records compliance reports 
to Congress. 

Sec. 603. Annual reports by the Government 
on orders entered. 

Sec. 604. Public reporting by persons subject 
to FISA orders. 

Sec. 605. Reporting requirements for decisions 
of the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Court. 

Sec. 606. Submission of reports under FISA. 

TITLE VII—SUNSETS 

Sec. 701. Sunsets. 
SEC. 2. AMENDMENTS TO THE FOREIGN INTEL-

LIGENCE SURVEILLANCE ACT OF 
1978. 

Except as otherwise expressly provided, when-
ever in this Act an amendment or repeal is ex-
pressed in terms of an amendment to, or a repeal 
of, a section or other provision, the reference 
shall be considered to be made to a section or 
other provision of the Foreign Intelligence Sur-
veillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.). 

TITLE I—FISA BUSINESS RECORDS 
REFORMS 

SEC. 101. ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS FOR CALL 
DETAIL RECORDS. 

(a) APPLICATION.—Section 501(b)(2) (50 U.S.C. 
1861(b)(2)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A)— 
(A) in the matter preceding clause (i), by 

striking ‘‘a statement’’ and inserting ‘‘in the 
case of an application other than an application 
described in subparagraph (C) (including an ap-
plication for the production of call detail 
records other than in the manner described in 
subparagraph (C)), a statement’’; and 

(B) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘; and’’ and in-
serting a semicolon; 

(2) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) as subparagraphs (B) and (D), respectively; 
and 

(3) by inserting after subparagraph (B) (as so 
redesignated) the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(C) in the case of an application for the pro-
duction on a daily basis of call detail records 
created before, on, or after the date of the appli-
cation relating to an authorized investigation 
(other than a threat assessment) conducted in 
accordance with subsection (a)(2) to protect 
against international terrorism, a statement of 
facts showing that— 

‘‘(i) there are reasonable grounds to believe 
that the call detail records sought to be pro-
duced based on the specific selection term re-
quired under subparagraph (A) are relevant to 
such investigation; and 

‘‘(ii) there are facts giving rise to a reason-
able, articulable suspicion that such specific se-
lection term is associated with a foreign power 
or an agent of a foreign power; and’’. 

(b) ORDER.—Section 501(c)(2) (50 U.S.C. 
1861(c)(2)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘; and’’ 
and inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in subparagraph (E), by striking the period 
and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘‘(F) in the case of an application described in 
subsection (b)(2)(C), shall— 

‘‘(i) authorize the production on a daily basis 
of call detail records for a period not to exceed 
180 days; 

‘‘(ii) provide that an order for such produc-
tion may be extended upon application under 
subsection (b) and the judicial finding under 
paragraph (1); 

‘‘(iii) provide that the Government may re-
quire the prompt production of call detail 
records— 

‘‘(I) using the specific selection term that sat-
isfies the standard required under subsection 
(b)(2)(C)(ii) as the basis for production; and 

‘‘(II) using call detail records with a direct 
connection to such specific selection term as the 
basis for production of a second set of call detail 
records; 

‘‘(iv) provide that, when produced, such 
records be in a form that will be useful to the 
Government; 

‘‘(v) direct each person the Government di-
rects to produce call detail records under the 
order to furnish the Government forthwith all 
information, facilities, or technical assistance 
necessary to accomplish the production in such 
a manner as will protect the secrecy of the pro-
duction and produce a minimum of interference 
with the services that such person is providing 
to each subject of the production; and 

‘‘(vi) direct the Government to— 
‘‘(I) adopt minimization procedures that re-

quire the prompt destruction of all call detail 
records produced under the order that the Gov-
ernment determines are not foreign intelligence 
information; and 

‘‘(II) destroy all call detail records produced 
under the order as prescribed by such proce-
dures.’’. 
SEC. 102. EMERGENCY AUTHORITY. 

(a) AUTHORITY.—Section 501 (50 U.S.C. 1861) 
is amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(i) EMERGENCY AUTHORITY FOR PRODUCTION 
OF TANGIBLE THINGS.— 

‘‘(1) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this section, the Attorney General may require 
the emergency production of tangible things if 
the Attorney General— 

‘‘(A) reasonably determines that an emergency 
situation requires the production of tangible 
things before an order authorizing such produc-
tion can with due diligence be obtained; 
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‘‘(B) reasonably determines that the factual 

basis for the issuance of an order under this sec-
tion to approve such production of tangible 
things exists; 

‘‘(C) informs, either personally or through a 
designee, a judge having jurisdiction under this 
section at the time the Attorney General re-
quires the emergency production of tangible 
things that the decision has been made to em-
ploy the authority under this subsection; and 

‘‘(D) makes an application in accordance with 
this section to a judge having jurisdiction under 
this section as soon as practicable, but not later 
than 7 days after the Attorney General requires 
the emergency production of tangible things 
under this subsection. 

‘‘(2) If the Attorney General authorizes the 
emergency production of tangible things under 
paragraph (1), the Attorney General shall re-
quire that the minimization procedures required 
by this section for the issuance of a judicial 
order be followed. 

‘‘(3) In the absence of a judicial order approv-
ing the production of tangible things under this 
subsection, the production shall terminate when 
the information sought is obtained, when the 
application for the order is denied, or after the 
expiration of 7 days from the time the Attorney 
General begins requiring the emergency produc-
tion of such tangible things, whichever is ear-
liest. 

‘‘(4) A denial of the application made under 
this subsection may be reviewed as provided in 
section 103. 

‘‘(5) If such application for approval is de-
nied, or in any other case where the production 
of tangible things is terminated and no order is 
issued approving the production, no information 
obtained or evidence derived from such produc-
tion shall be received in evidence or otherwise 
disclosed in any trial, hearing, or other pro-
ceeding in or before any court, grand jury, de-
partment, office, agency, regulatory body, legis-
lative committee, or other authority of the 
United States, a State, or political subdivision 
thereof, and no information concerning any 
United States person acquired from such pro-
duction shall subsequently be used or disclosed 
in any other manner by Federal officers or em-
ployees without the consent of such person, ex-
cept with the approval of the Attorney General 
if the information indicates a threat of death or 
serious bodily harm to any person. 

‘‘(6) The Attorney General shall assess compli-
ance with the requirements of paragraph (5).’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 501(d) 
(50 U.S.C. 1861(d)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph (A), 

by striking ‘‘pursuant to an order’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘pursuant to an order issued or an emer-
gency production required’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘such 
order’’ and inserting ‘‘such order or such emer-
gency production’’; and 

(C) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘the 
order’’ and inserting ‘‘the order or the emer-
gency production’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘an 

order’’ and inserting ‘‘an order or emergency 
production’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘an 
order’’ and inserting ‘‘an order or emergency 
production’’. 
SEC. 103. PROHIBITION ON BULK COLLECTION OF 

TANGIBLE THINGS. 
(a) APPLICATION.—Section 501(b)(2) (50 U.S.C. 

1861(b)(2)), as amended by section 101(a) of this 
Act, is further amended by inserting before sub-
paragraph (B), as redesignated by such section 
101(a) of this Act, the following new subpara-
graph: 

‘‘(A) a specific selection term to be used as the 
basis for the production of the tangible things 
sought;’’. 

(b) ORDER.—Section 501(c) (50 U.S.C. 1861(c)) 
is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking the semi-
colon and inserting ‘‘, including each specific 
selection term to be used as the basis for the pro-
duction;’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(3) No order issued under this subsection 
may authorize the collection of tangible things 
without the use of a specific selection term that 
meets the requirements of subsection (b)(2).’’. 
SEC. 104. JUDICIAL REVIEW OF MINIMIZATION 

PROCEDURES FOR THE PRODUC-
TION OF TANGIBLE THINGS. 

Section 501(c)(1) (50 U.S.C. 1861(c)(1)) is 
amended by inserting after ‘‘subsections (a) and 
(b)’’ the following: ‘‘and that the minimization 
procedures submitted in accordance with sub-
section (b)(2)(D) meet the definition of mini-
mization procedures under subsection (g)’’. 
SEC. 105. LIABILITY PROTECTION. 

Section 501(e) (50 U.S.C. 1861(e)) is amended to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(e)(1) No cause of action shall lie in any 
court against a person who— 

‘‘(A) produces tangible things or provides in-
formation, facilities, or technical assistance pur-
suant to an order issued or an emergency pro-
duction required under this section; or 

‘‘(B) otherwise provides technical assistance 
to the Government under this section or to im-
plement the amendments made to this section by 
the USA FREEDOM Act. 

‘‘(2) A production or provision of information, 
facilities, or technical assistance described in 
paragraph (1) shall not be deemed to constitute 
a waiver of any privilege in any other pro-
ceeding or context.’’. 
SEC. 106. COMPENSATION FOR ASSISTANCE. 

Section 501 (50 U.S.C. 1861), as amended by 
section 102 of this Act, is further amended by 
adding at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(j) COMPENSATION.—The Government shall 
compensate a person for reasonable expenses in-
curred for— 

‘‘(1) producing tangible things or providing 
information, facilities, or assistance in accord-
ance with an order issued with respect to an ap-
plication described in subsection (b)(2)(C) or an 
emergency production under subsection (i) that, 
to comply with subsection (i)(1)(D), requires an 
application described in subsection (b)(2)(C); or 

‘‘(2) otherwise providing technical assistance 
to the Government under this section or to im-
plement the amendments made to this section by 
the USA FREEDOM Act.’’. 
SEC. 107. DEFINITIONS. 

Section 501 (50 U.S.C. 1861), as amended by 
section 106 of this Act, is further amended by 
adding at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(k) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) CALL DETAIL RECORD.—The term ‘call de-

tail record’— 
‘‘(A) means session identifying information 

(including originating or terminating telephone 
number, International Mobile Subscriber Iden-
tity number, or International Mobile Station 
Equipment Identity number), a telephone call-
ing card number, or the time or duration of a 
call; and 

‘‘(B) does not include— 
‘‘(i) the contents of any communication (as 

defined in section 2510(8) of title 18, United 
States Code); 

‘‘(ii) the name, address, or financial informa-
tion of a subscriber or customer; or 

‘‘(iii) cell site location information. 
‘‘(2) SPECIFIC SELECTION TERM.—The term 

‘specific selection term’ means a discrete term, 
such as a term specifically identifying a person, 
entity, account, address, or device, used by the 
Government to limit the scope of the information 
or tangible things sought pursuant to the stat-
ute authorizing the provision of such informa-
tion or tangible things to the Government.’’. 
SEC. 108. INSPECTOR GENERAL REPORTS ON 

BUSINESS RECORDS ORDERS. 
Section 106A of the USA PATRIOT Improve-

ment and Reauthorization Act of 2005 (Public 
Law 109–177; 120 Stat. 200) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘and cal-

endar years 2012 through 2014’’ after ‘‘2006’’; 
(B) by striking paragraphs (2) and (3); 
(C) by redesignating paragraphs (4) and (5) as 

paragraphs (2) and (3), respectively; and 
(D) in paragraph (3) (as so redesignated)— 
(i) by striking subparagraph (C) and inserting 

the following new subparagraph: 
‘‘(C) with respect to calendar years 2012 

through 2014, an examination of the minimiza-
tion procedures used in relation to orders under 
section 501 of the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1861) and whether 
the minimization procedures adequately protect 
the constitutional rights of United States per-
sons;’’; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘(as such 
term is defined in section 3(4) of the National 
Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 401a(4)))’’; 

(2) in subsection (c), by adding at the end the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(3) CALENDAR YEARS 2012 THROUGH 2014.— 
Not later than December 31, 2015, the Inspector 
General of the Department of Justice shall sub-
mit to the Committee on the Judiciary and the 
Select Committee on Intelligence of the Senate 
and the Committee on the Judiciary and the 
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence of 
the House of Representatives a report con-
taining the results of the audit conducted under 
subsection (a) for calendar years 2012 through 
2014.’’; 

(3) by redesignating subsections (d) and (e) as 
subsections (e) and (f), respectively; 

(4) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(d) INTELLIGENCE ASSESSMENT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For the period beginning 

on January 1, 2012, and ending on December 31, 
2014, the Inspector General of the Intelligence 
Community shall assess— 

‘‘(A) the importance of the information ac-
quired under title V of the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1861 et seq.) 
to the activities of the intelligence community; 

‘‘(B) the manner in which that information 
was collected, retained, analyzed, and dissemi-
nated by the intelligence community; 

‘‘(C) the minimization procedures used by ele-
ments of the intelligence community under such 
title and whether the minimization procedures 
adequately protect the constitutional rights of 
United States persons; and 

‘‘(D) any minimization procedures proposed 
by an element of the intelligence community 
under such title that were modified or denied by 
the court established under section 103(a) of 
such Act (50 U.S.C. 1803(a)). 

‘‘(2) SUBMISSION DATE FOR ASSESSMENT.—Not 
later than 180 days after the date on which the 
Inspector General of the Department of Justice 
submits the report required under subsection 
(c)(3), the Inspector General of the Intelligence 
Community shall submit to the Committee on the 
Judiciary and the Select Committee on Intel-
ligence of the Senate and the Committee on the 
Judiciary and the Permanent Select Committee 
on Intelligence of the House of Representatives 
a report containing the results of the assessment 
for calendar years 2012 through 2014.’’; 

(5) in subsection (e), as redesignated by para-
graph (3)— 

(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘a report under subsection 

(c)(1) or (c)(2)’’ and inserting ‘‘any report under 
subsection (c) or (d)’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘Inspector General of the De-
partment of Justice’’ and inserting ‘‘Inspector 
General of the Department of Justice, the In-
spector General of the Intelligence Community, 
and any Inspector General of an element of the 
intelligence community that prepares a report to 
assist the Inspector General of the Department 
of Justice or the Inspector General of the Intel-
ligence Community in complying with the re-
quirements of this section’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘the reports 
submitted under subsections (c)(1) and 
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(c)(2)’’ and inserting ‘‘any report submitted 
under subsection (c) or (d)’’; 

(6) in subsection (f), as redesignated by para-
graph (3)— 

(A) by striking ‘‘The reports submitted under 
subsections (c)(1) and (c)(2)’’ and inserting 
‘‘Each report submitted under subsection (c)’’; 
and 

(B) by striking ‘‘subsection (d)(2)’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘subsection (e)(2)’’; and 

(7) by adding at the end the following new 
subsection: 

‘‘(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY.—The term ‘in-

telligence community’ has the meaning given 
that term in section 3 of the National Security 
Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3003). 

‘‘(2) UNITED STATES PERSON.—The term 
‘United States person’ has the meaning given 
that term in section 101 of the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 
1801).’’. 
SEC. 109. EFFECTIVE DATE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by 
sections 101 through 103 shall take effect on the 
date that is 180 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this 
Act shall be construed to alter or eliminate the 
authority of the Government to obtain an order 
under title V of the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1861 et seq.) as in ef-
fect prior to the effective date described in sub-
section (a) during the period ending on such ef-
fective date. 
SEC. 110. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION. 

Nothing in this Act shall be construed to au-
thorize the production of the contents (as such 
term is defined in section 2510(8) of title 18, 
United States Code) of any electronic commu-
nication from an electronic communication serv-
ice provider (as such term is defined in section 
701(b)(4) of the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Act of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1881(b)(4)) under title V of 
the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 
(50 U.S.C. 1861 et seq.). 

TITLE II—FISA PEN REGISTER AND TRAP 
AND TRACE DEVICE REFORM 

SEC. 201. PROHIBITION ON BULK COLLECTION. 
(a) PROHIBITION.—Section 402(c) (50 U.S.C. 

1842(c)) is amended— 
(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘; and’’ and 

inserting a semicolon; 
(2) in paragraph (2), by striking the period 

and inserting a semicolon; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following new 

paragraph: 
‘‘(3) a specific selection term to be used as the 

basis for selecting the telephone line or other fa-
cility to which the pen register or trap and trace 
device is to be attached or applied; and’’. 

(b) DEFINITION.—Section 401 (50 U.S.C. 1841) 
is amended by adding at the end the following 
new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) The term ‘specific selection term’ has the 
meaning given the term in section 501.’’. 
SEC. 202. PRIVACY PROCEDURES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 402 (50 U.S.C. 1842) 
is amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(h) The Attorney General shall ensure that 
appropriate policies and procedures are in place 
to safeguard nonpublicly available information 
concerning United States persons that is col-
lected through the use of a pen register or trap 
and trace device installed under this section. 
Such policies and procedures shall, to the max-
imum extent practicable and consistent with the 
need to protect national security, include pro-
tections for the collection, retention, and use of 
information concerning United States persons.’’. 

(b) EMERGENCY AUTHORITY.—Section 403 (50 
U.S.C. 1843) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new subsection: 

‘‘(d) Information collected through the use of 
a pen register or trap and device installed under 

this section shall be subject to the policies and 
procedures required under section 402(h).’’. 
TITLE III—FISA ACQUISITIONS TAR-

GETING PERSONS OUTSIDE THE UNITED 
STATES REFORMS 

SEC. 301. MINIMIZATION PROCEDURES. 
Section 702(e)(1) (50 U.S.C. 1881a(e)(1)) is 

amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘that meet’’ and inserting the 

following: ‘‘that— 
‘‘(A) meet’’; 
(2) in subparagraph (A) (as designated by 

paragraph (1) of this section), by striking the 
period and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraph: 

‘‘(B) consistent with such definition— 
‘‘(i) minimize the acquisition, and prohibit the 

retention and dissemination, of any communica-
tion as to which the sender and all intended re-
cipients are determined to be located in the 
United States at the time of acquisition, con-
sistent with the need of the United States to ob-
tain, produce, and disseminate foreign intel-
ligence information; and 

‘‘(ii) prohibit the use of any discrete commu-
nication that is not to, from, or about the target 
of an acquisition and is to or from an identifi-
able United States person or a person reason-
ably believed to be located in the United States, 
except to protect against an immediate threat to 
human life.’’. 
SEC. 302. LIMITS ON USE OF UNLAWFULLY OB-

TAINED INFORMATION. 
Section 702(i)(3) (50 U.S.C. 1881a(i)(3)) is 

amended by adding at the end the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘‘(D) LIMITATION ON USE OF INFORMATION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

clause (ii), to the extent the Court orders a cor-
rection of a deficiency in a certification or pro-
cedures under subparagraph (B), no informa-
tion obtained or evidence derived pursuant to 
the part of the certification or procedures that 
has been identified by the Court as deficient 
concerning any United States person shall be re-
ceived in evidence or otherwise disclosed in any 
trial, hearing, or other proceeding in or before 
any court, grand jury, department, office, agen-
cy, regulatory body, legislative committee, or 
other authority of the United States, a State, or 
political subdivision thereof, and no information 
concerning any United States person acquired 
pursuant to such part of such certification shall 
subsequently be used or disclosed in any other 
manner by Federal officers or employees without 
the consent of the United States person, except 
with the approval of the Attorney General if the 
information indicates a threat of death or seri-
ous bodily harm to any person. 

‘‘(ii) EXCEPTION.—If the Government corrects 
any deficiency identified by the order of the 
Court under subparagraph (B), the Court may 
permit the use or disclosure of information ob-
tained before the date of the correction under 
such minimization procedures as the Court shall 
establish for purposes of this clause.’’. 

TITLE IV—FOREIGN INTELLIGENCE 
SURVEILLANCE COURT REFORMS 

SEC. 401. APPOINTMENT OF AMICUS CURIAE. 
Section 103 (50 U.S.C. 1803) is amended by 

adding at the end the following new subsection: 
‘‘(i) AMICUS CURIAE.— 
‘‘(1) AUTHORIZATION.—A court established 

under subsection (a) or (b), consistent with the 
requirement of subsection (c) and any other 
statutory requirement that the court act expedi-
tiously or within a stated time— 

‘‘(A) shall appoint an individual to serve as 
amicus curiae to assist such court in the consid-
eration of any application for an order or re-
view that, in the opinion of the court, presents 
a novel or significant interpretation of the law, 
unless the court issues a written finding that 
such appointment is not appropriate; and 

‘‘(B) may appoint an individual to serve as 
amicus curiae in any other instance as such 
court deems appropriate. 

‘‘(2) DESIGNATION.—The presiding judges of 
the courts established under subsections (a) and 
(b) shall jointly designate not less than 5 indi-
viduals to be eligible to serve as amicus curiae. 
Such individuals shall be persons who possess 
expertise in privacy and civil liberties, intel-
ligence collection, telecommunications, or any 
other area that may lend legal or technical ex-
pertise to the courts and who have been deter-
mined by appropriate executive branch officials 
to be eligible for access to classified information. 

‘‘(3) DUTIES.—An individual appointed to 
serve as amicus curiae under paragraph (1) 
shall carry out the duties assigned by the ap-
pointing court. Such court may authorize the 
individual appointed to serve as amicus curiae 
to review any application, certification, peti-
tion, motion, or other submission that the court 
determines is relevant to the duties assigned by 
the court. 

‘‘(4) NOTIFICATION.—The presiding judges of 
the courts established under subsections (a) and 
(b) shall notify the Attorney General of each ex-
ercise of the authority to appoint an individual 
to serve as amicus curiae under paragraph (1). 

‘‘(5) ASSISTANCE.—A court established under 
subsection (a) or (b) may request and receive 
(including on a non-reimbursable basis) the as-
sistance of the executive branch in the imple-
mentation of this subsection. 

‘‘(6) ADMINISTRATION.—A court established 
under subsection (a) or (b) may provide for the 
designation, appointment, removal, training, or 
other support for an individual appointed to 
serve as amicus curiae under paragraph (1) in a 
manner that is not inconsistent with this sub-
section.’’. 
SEC. 402. DECLASSIFICATION OF DECISIONS, OR-

DERS, AND OPINIONS. 
(a) DECLASSIFICATION.—Title VI (50 U.S.C. 

1871 et seq.) is amended— 
(1) in the heading, by striking ‘‘REPORTING 

REQUIREMENT’’ and inserting ‘‘OVER-
SIGHT’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
section: 
‘‘SEC. 602. DECLASSIFICATION OF SIGNIFICANT 

DECISIONS, ORDERS, AND OPINIONS. 
‘‘(a) DECLASSIFICATION REQUIRED.—Subject to 

subsection (b), the Director of National Intel-
ligence, in consultation with the Attorney Gen-
eral, shall conduct a declassification review of 
each decision, order, or opinion issued by the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Court or the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Court of Re-
view (as defined in section 601(e)) that includes 
a significant construction or interpretation of 
any provision of this Act, including a construc-
tion or interpretation of the term ‘specific selec-
tion term’, and, consistent with that review, 
make publicly available to the greatest extent 
practicable each such decision, order, or opin-
ion. 

‘‘(b) REDACTED FORM.—The Director of Na-
tional Intelligence, in consultation with the At-
torney General, may satisfy the requirement 
under subsection (a) to make a decision, order, 
or opinion described in such subsection publicly 
available to the greatest extent practicable by 
making such decision, order, or opinion publicly 
available in redacted form. 

‘‘(c) NATIONAL SECURITY WAIVER.—The Direc-
tor of National Intelligence, in consultation 
with the Attorney General, may waive the re-
quirement to declassify and make publicly avail-
able a particular decision, order, or opinion 
under subsection (a) if— 

‘‘(1) the Director of National Intelligence, in 
consultation with the Attorney General, deter-
mines that a waiver of such requirement is nec-
essary to protect the national security of the 
United States or properly classified intelligence 
sources or methods; and 

‘‘(2) the Director of National Intelligence 
makes publicly available an unclassified state-
ment prepared by the Attorney General, in con-
sultation with the Director of National Intel-
ligence— 
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‘‘(A) summarizing the significant construction 

or interpretation of a provision under this Act; 
and 

‘‘(B) that specifies that the statement has 
been prepared by the Attorney General and con-
stitutes no part of the opinion of the Foreign In-
telligence Surveillance Court or the Foreign In-
telligence Surveillance Court of Review.’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS AMENDMENTS.—The 
table of contents in the first section is amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking the item relating to title VI and 
inserting the following new item: 

‘‘TITLE VI—OVERSIGHT’’; and 
(2) by inserting after the item relating to sec-

tion 601 the following new item: 
‘‘Sec. 602. Declassification of significant deci-

sions, orders, and opinions.’’. 
TITLE V—NATIONAL SECURITY LETTER 

REFORM 
SEC. 501. PROHIBITION ON BULK COLLECTION. 

(a) COUNTERINTELLIGENCE ACCESS TO TELE-
PHONE TOLL AND TRANSACTIONAL RECORDS.— 
Section 2709(b) of title 18, United States Code, is 
amended in the matter preceding paragraph (1) 
by striking ‘‘may’’ and inserting ‘‘may, using a 
specific selection term as the basis for a re-
quest’’. 

(b) ACCESS TO FINANCIAL RECORDS FOR CER-
TAIN INTELLIGENCE AND PROTECTIVE PUR-
POSES.—Section 1114(a)(2) of the Right to Fi-
nancial Privacy Act of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 
3414(a)(2)) is amended by striking the period 
and inserting ‘‘and a specific selection term to 
be used as the basis for the production and dis-
closure of financial records.’’. 

(c) DISCLOSURES TO FBI OF CERTAIN CON-
SUMER RECORDS FOR COUNTERINTELLIGENCE 
PURPOSES.—Section 626(a) of the Fair Credit Re-
porting Act (15 U.S.C. 1681u(a)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘that information,’’ and inserting ‘‘that 
information that includes a specific selection 
term to be used as the basis for the production 
of that information,’’. 

(d) DISCLOSURES TO GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES 
FOR COUNTERTERRORISM PURPOSES OF CON-
SUMER REPORTS.—Section 627(a) of the Fair 
Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 1681v(a)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘analysis.’’ and inserting 
‘‘analysis and a specific selection term to be 
used as the basis for the production of such in-
formation.’’. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.— 
(1) COUNTERINTELLIGENCE ACCESS TO TELE-

PHONE TOLL AND TRANSACTIONAL RECORDS.—Sec-
tion 2709 of title 18, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subsection: 

‘‘(g) SPECIFIC SELECTION TERM DEFINED.—In 
this section, the term ‘specific selection term’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 501 of 
the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 
(50 U.S.C. 1861).’’. 

(2) ACCESS TO FINANCIAL RECORDS FOR CER-
TAIN INTELLIGENCE AND PROTECTIVE PURPOSES.— 
Section 1114 of the Right to Financial Privacy 
Act of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 3414) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(e) In this section, the term ‘specific selection 
term’ has the meaning given the term in section 
501 of the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act 
of 1978 (50 U.S.C. 1861).’’. 

(3) DISCLOSURES TO FBI OF CERTAIN CONSUMER 
RECORDS FOR COUNTERINTELLIGENCE PUR-
POSES.—Section 626 of the Fair Credit Reporting 
Act (15 U.S.C. 1681u) is amended by adding at 
the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(n) SPECIFIC SELECTION TERM DEFINED.—In 
this section, the term ‘specific selection term’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 501 of 
the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 
(50 U.S.C. 1861).’’. 

(4) DISCLOSURES TO GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES 
FOR COUNTERTERRORISM PURPOSES OF CONSUMER 
REPORTS.—Section 627 of the Fair Credit Report-
ing Act (15 U.S.C. 1681v) is amended by adding 
at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(g) SPECIFIC SELECTION TERM DEFINED.—In 
this section, the term ‘specific selection term’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 501 of 
the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978 
(50 U.S.C. 1861).’’. 

TITLE VI—FISA TRANSPARENCY AND 
REPORTING REQUIREMENTS 

SEC. 601. ADDITIONAL REPORTING ON ORDERS 
REQUIRING PRODUCTION OF BUSI-
NESS RECORDS. 

Section 502(b) (50 U.S.C. 1862(b)) is amended— 
(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1), (2), and 

(3) as paragraphs (5), (6), and (7), respectively; 
and 

(2) by inserting before paragraph (5) (as so re-
designated) the following new paragraphs: 

‘‘(1) the total number of applications described 
in section 501(b)(2)(B) made for orders approv-
ing requests for the production of tangible 
things; 

‘‘(2) the total number of such orders either 
granted, modified, or denied; 

‘‘(3) the total number of applications described 
in section 501(b)(2)(C) made for orders approv-
ing requests for the production of call detail 
records; 

‘‘(4) the total number of such orders either 
granted, modified, or denied;’’. 
SEC. 602. BUSINESS RECORDS COMPLIANCE RE-

PORTS TO CONGRESS. 
Section 502(b) (50 U.S.C. 1862(b)), as amended 

by section 601 of this Act, is further amended— 
(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through 

(7) as paragraphs (2) through (8), respectively; 
and 

(2) by inserting before paragraph (2) (as so re-
designated) the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(1) a summary of all compliance reviews con-
ducted by the Federal Government of the pro-
duction of tangible things under section 501;’’. 
SEC. 603. ANNUAL REPORTS BY THE GOVERN-

MENT ON ORDERS ENTERED. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Title VI (50 U.S.C. 1871 et 

seq.), as amended by section 402 of this Act, is 
further amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new section: 
‘‘SEC. 603. ANNUAL REPORT ON ORDERS EN-

TERED. 
‘‘(a) REPORT BY DIRECTOR OF THE ADMINIS-

TRATIVE OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES 
COURTS.—The Director of the Administrative 
Office of the United States Courts shall annu-
ally submit to the Permanent Select Committee 
on Intelligence and the Committee on the Judici-
ary of the House of Representatives and the Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence and the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate and, sub-
ject to a declassification review by the Attorney 
General and Director of National Intelligence, 
make publicly available on an Internet 
website— 

‘‘(1) the number of orders entered under each 
of sections 105, 304, 402, 501, 702, 703, and 704; 

‘‘(2) the number of orders modified under each 
of those sections; 

‘‘(3) the number of orders denied under each 
of those sections; and 

‘‘(4) the number of appointments of an indi-
vidual to serve as amicus curiae under section 
103, including the name of each individual ap-
pointed to serve as amicus curiae. 

‘‘(b) REPORT BY DIRECTOR OF NATIONAL IN-
TELLIGENCE.—The Director of National Intel-
ligence shall annually make publicly available a 
report that identifies, for the preceding 12- 
month period— 

‘‘(1) the total number of orders issued pursu-
ant titles I and III and sections 703 and 704 and 
the estimated number of targets affected by such 
orders; 

‘‘(2) the total number of orders issued pursu-
ant to section 702 and the estimated number of 
targets affected by such orders; 

‘‘(3) the total number of orders issued pursu-
ant to title IV and the estimated number of tar-
gets affected by such orders; 

‘‘(4) the total number of orders issued pursu-
ant to applications made under section 

501(b)(2)(B) and the estimated number of targets 
affected by such orders; 

‘‘(5) the total number of orders issued pursu-
ant to applications made under section 
501(b)(2)(C) and the estimated number of targets 
affected by such orders; and 

‘‘(6) the total number of national Security let-
ters issued and the number of requests for infor-
mation contained within such national security 
letters. 

‘‘(c) NATIONAL SECURITY LETTER DEFINED.— 
The term ‘national security letter’ means any of 
the following provisions: 

‘‘(1) Section 2709 of title 18, United States 
Code. 

‘‘(2) Section 1114(a)(5)(A) of the Right to Fi-
nancial Privacy Act of 1978 (12 U.S.C. 
3414(a)(5)(A)). 

‘‘(3) Subsection (a) or (b) of section 626 of the 
Fair Credit Reporting Act (15 U.S.C. 1681u(a), 
1681u(b)). 

‘‘(4) Section 627(a) of the Fair Credit Report-
ing Act (15 U.S.C. 1681v(a)).’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS AMENDMENT.—The 
table of contents in the first section, as amended 
by section 402 of this Act, is further amended by 
inserting after the item relating to section 602, 
as added by such section 402, the following new 
item: 

‘‘Sec. 603. Annual report on orders entered.’’. 

SEC. 604. PUBLIC REPORTING BY PERSONS SUB-
JECT TO FISA ORDERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title VI (50 U.S.C. 1871 et 
seq.), as amended by section 603 of this Act, is 
further amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new section: 

‘‘SEC. 604. PUBLIC REPORTING BY PERSONS SUB-
JECT TO ORDERS. 

‘‘(a) REPORTING.—A person may semiannually 
publicly report the following information with 
respect to the preceding half year using one of 
the following structures: 

‘‘(1) Subject to subsection (b), a report that 
aggregates the number of orders or national se-
curity letters the person was required to comply 
with in the following separate categories: 

‘‘(A) The number of national security letters 
received, reported in bands of 1000 starting with 
0-999. 

‘‘(B) The number of customer accounts af-
fected by national security letters, reported in 
bands of 1000 starting with 0-999. 

‘‘(C) The number of orders under this Act for 
content, reported in bands of 1000 starting with 
0-999. 

‘‘(D) With respect to content orders under this 
Act, in bands of 1000 starting with 0-999, the 
number of customer accounts affected under or-
ders under title I; 

‘‘(E) The number of orders under this Act for 
non-content, reported in bands of 1000 starting 
with 0-999. 

‘‘(F) With respect to non-content orders under 
this Act, in bands of 1000 starting with 0-999, 
the number of customer accounts affected under 
orders under— 

‘‘(i) title IV; 
‘‘(ii) title V with respect to applications de-

scribed in section 501(b)(2)(B); and 
‘‘(iii) title V with respect to applications de-

scribed in section 501(b)(2)(C). 
‘‘(2) A report that aggregates the number of 

orders, directives, or national security letters the 
person was required to comply with in the fol-
lowing separate categories: 

‘‘(A) The total number of all national security 
process received, including all national security 
letters and orders or directives under this Act, 
reported as a single number in a band of 0-249 
and thereafter in bands of 250. 

‘‘(B) The total number of customer selectors 
targeted under all national security process re-
ceived, including all national security letters 
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and orders or directives under this Act, reported 
as a single number in a band of 0-249 and there-
after in bands of 250. 

‘‘(3) Subject to subsection (b), a report that 
aggregates the number of orders or national se-
curity letters the person was required to comply 
with in the following separate categories: 

‘‘(A) The number of national security letters 
received, reported in bands of 500 starting with 
0-499. 

‘‘(B) The number of customer accounts af-
fected by national security letters, reported in 
bands of 500 starting with 0-499. 

‘‘(C) The number of orders under this Act for 
content, reported in bands of 500 starting with 
0-499. 

‘‘(D) The number of customer selectors tar-
geted under such orders, in bands of 500 starting 
with 0-499. 

‘‘(E) The number of orders under this Act for 
non-content, reported in bands of 500 starting 
with 0-499. 

‘‘(F) The number of customer selectors tar-
geted under such orders, reported in bands of 
500 starting with 0-499. 

‘‘(b) PERIOD OF TIME COVERED BY REPORTS.— 
With respect to a report described in paragraph 
(1) or (3) of subsection (a), such report shall 
only include information— 

‘‘(1) except as provided in paragraph (2), for 
the period of time ending on the date that is at 
least 180 days before the date of the publication 
of such report; and 

‘‘(2) with respect to an order under this Act or 
national security letter received with respect to 
a platform, product, or service for which a per-
son did not previously receive such an order or 
national security letter (not including an en-
hancement to or iteration of an existing publicly 
available platform, product, or service), for the 
period of time ending on the date that is at least 
2 years before the date of the publication of 
such report. 

‘‘(c) OTHER FORMS OF AGREED TO PUBLICA-
TION.—Nothing in this section shall be con-
strued to prohibit the Government and any per-
son from jointly agreeing to the publication of 
information referred to in this subsection in a 
time, form, or manner other than as described in 
this section. 

‘‘(d) NATIONAL SECURITY LETTER DEFINED.— 
The term ‘national security letter’ has the mean-
ing given the term in section 603.’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS AMENDMENT.—The 
table of contents in the first section, as amended 
by section 603 of this Act, is further amended by 
inserting after the item relating to section 603, 
as added by section 603 of this Act, the fol-
lowing new item: 

‘‘Sec. 604. Public reporting by persons subject to 
orders.’’. 

SEC. 605. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS FOR DECI-
SIONS OF THE FOREIGN INTEL-
LIGENCE SURVEILLANCE COURT. 

Section 601(c)(1) (50 U.S.C. 1871(c)) is amend-
ed to read as follows: 

‘‘(1) not later than 45 days after the date on 
which the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Court or the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Court of Review issues a decision, order, or 
opinion, including any denial or modification of 
an application under this Act, that includes a 
significant construction or interpretation of any 
provision of this Act or results in a change of 
application of any provision of this Act or a 
new application of any provision of this Act, a 
copy of such decision, order, or opinion and any 
pleadings, applications, or memoranda of law 
associated with such decision, order, or opinion; 
and’’. 
SEC. 606. SUBMISSION OF REPORTS UNDER FISA. 

(a) ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE.—Section 
108(a)(1) (50 U.S.C. 1808(a)(1)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘the House Permanent Select Committee 
on Intelligence and the Senate Select Committee 
on Intelligence, and the Committee on the Judi-
ciary of the Senate,’’ and inserting ‘‘the Perma-

nent Select Committee on Intelligence and the 
Committee on the Judiciary of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Select Committee on Intel-
ligence and the Committee on the Judiciary of 
the Senate’’. 

(b) PHYSICAL SEARCHES.—Section 306 (50 
U.S.C. 1826) is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘Perma-
nent Select Committee on Intelligence of the 
House of Representatives and the Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence of the Senate, and the 
Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate,’’ and 
inserting ‘‘Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence and the Committee on the Judiciary of 
the House of Representatives and the Select 
Committee on Intelligence and the Committee on 
the Judiciary of the Senate’’; and 

(2) in the second sentence, by striking ‘‘and 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the House of 
Representatives’’. 

(c) PEN REGISTER AND TRAP AND TRACE DE-
VICES.—Section 406(b) (50 U.S.C. 1846(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘; and’’ and 
inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking the period 
and inserting a semicolon; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraphs: 

‘‘(4) each department or agency on behalf of 
which the Government has made application for 
orders approving the use of pen registers or trap 
and trace devices under this title; and 

‘‘(5) for each department or agency described 
in paragraph (4), a breakdown of the numbers 
required by paragraphs (1), (2), and (3).’’. 

(d) ACCESS TO CERTAIN BUSINESS RECORDS 
AND OTHER TANGIBLE THINGS.—Section 502(a) 
(50 U.S.C. 1862(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘Per-
manent Select Committee on Intelligence of the 
House of Representatives and the Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence and the Committee on the 
Judiciary of the Senate’’ and inserting ‘‘Perma-
nent Select Committee on Intelligence of the 
House of Representatives, the Select Committee 
on Intelligence of the Senate, and the Commit-
tees on the Judiciary of the House of Represent-
atives and the Senate’’. 

TITLE VII—SUNSETS 
SEC. 701. SUNSETS. 

(a) USA PATRIOT IMPROVEMENT AND REAU-
THORIZATION ACT OF 2005.—Section 102(b)(1) of 
the USA PATRIOT Improvement and Reauthor-
ization Act of 2005 (50 U.S.C. 1805 note) is 
amended by striking ‘‘June 1, 2015’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘December 31, 2017’’. 

(b) INTELLIGENCE REFORM AND TERRORISM 
PREVENTION ACT OF 2004.—Section 6001(b)(1) of 
the Intelligence Reform and Terrorism Preven-
tion Act of 2004 (50 U.S.C. 1801 note) is amended 
by striking ‘‘June 1, 2015’’ and inserting ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2017’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill 
shall be debatable for 1 hour, with 40 
minutes equally divided and controlled 
by the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on the Judi-
ciary and 20 minutes equally divided 
and controlled by the chair and rank-
ing minority member of the Permanent 
Select Committee on Intelligence. 

The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
GOODLATTE) and the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) each will con-
trol 20 minutes. The gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. ROGERS) and the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. RUPPERS-
BERGER) each will control 10 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

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

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 

which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rials on H.R. 3361. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

From the founding of the American 
Republic, this country has been en-
gaged in a profound debate about the 
limits of government. In the Federalist 
Papers, the Founders argued passion-
ately for a Federal Government that 
would protect the American people 
from foreign threats. 

At the same time, the Founders 
struggled to create a structure to con-
tain and control that government in 
order to protect the God-given rights of 
the American people. They carefully 
crafted the Constitution and Bill of 
Rights to accomplish these two dif-
ferent, yet complementary, goals. 

In essence, this debate has illumi-
nated the exceptionality of the United 
States. The ceaseless effort to restrain 
the reach of government is in our DNA 
as Americans. And for 225 years, we 
have refused to accept the idea that in 
order to have national security, we 
must sacrifice our personal freedoms. 

Some, however, think these goals are 
in conflict with one another following 
last year’s unauthorized disclosure of 
the National Security Agency’s data 
collection programs operated under the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act, 
or FISA. 

Today, the House will consider legis-
lation that once again proves that 
American liberty and security are not 
mutually exclusive. We can protect 
both Americans’ civil liberties and our 
national security without compro-
mising either one. 

For nearly a year, the House Judici-
ary Committee has studied this issue 
in detail. We have held multiple hear-
ings, consulted the Obama administra-
tion, and worked across party lines to 
produce bipartisan legislation to en-
sure these programs protect our na-
tional security and our individual free-
doms. 

This bill, the USA FREEDOM Act, 
was unanimously approved by both the 
House Judiciary Committee and the 
House Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence. The USA FREEDOM Act 
makes clear that the government can-
not indiscriminately acquire Ameri-
cans’ call detail records and creates a 
new, narrowly tailored process for the 
collection of these records. 

Specifically, the USA FREEDOM Act 
ends bulk collection by keeping Ameri-
cans’ phone records in the hands of pro-
viders and requiring the government to 
get the permission of the court to re-
quest information from providers, 
using a specific selection term in their 
request to the court. That limits the 
scope of information collected. For ex-
ample, the government would have to 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 03:22 May 23, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00007 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A22MY7.005 H22MYPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

3T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH4794 May 22, 2014 
identify a specific person or account as 
part of any request for information or 
tangible things. 

Furthermore, the USA FREEDOM 
Act bans bulk collection not just for 
the controversial telephone metadata 
program, but for all of section 215 au-
thorities, as well as NSL letters and 
pen register, trap and trace devices. 
These limitations will protect Ameri-
cans’ records of all types, including 
medical records, email records, tele-
phone records, and firearms purchase 
records, among many others. 

At the same time, the USA FREE-
DOM Act ensures that the Federal Gov-
ernment will continue to have the 
tools it needs to identify and intercept 
terrorist attacks. The bill preserves 
the traditional operational use of these 
important authorities by the FBI and 
other intelligence agencies. It provides 
needed emergency authority to na-
tional security officials if there is an 
immediate national security threat, 
but still requires the government to 
obtain Court approval of an application 
within 7 days. 

The USA FREEDOM Act increases 
the transparency of our intelligence- 
gathering programs by creating an 
amicus curiae in the FISA Court. This 
amicus will be chosen from a panel of 
legal experts to help ensure the court 
adequately considers privacy concerns 
and the constitutional rights of Ameri-
cans when reviewing the government’s 
request for records. 

It also requires the Director of Na-
tional Intelligence and the Attorney 
General to conduct a declassification 
review of each decision, order, or opin-
ion of the court that includes a signifi-
cant construction or interpretation of 
the law and mandates that the govern-
ment report the number of orders 
issued, modified, or denied by the court 
annually. 

Last year’s national security leaks 
have also had a commercial and finan-
cial impact on American technology 
companies that have provided these 
records. They have experienced back-
lash from both American and foreign 
consumers and have had their competi-
tive standing in the global market-
place damaged. In January of this year, 
the Justice Department entered into a 
settlement with several companies to 
permit new ways to report data con-
cerning requests for customer informa-
tion under FISA. The USA FREEDOM 
Act builds on upon this settlement, al-
lowing tech companies to publicly re-
port national security requests from 
the government to inform their Amer-
ican and foreign customers. 

From beginning to end, this is a care-
fully crafted, bipartisan bill. 

I would like to thank the sponsor of 
this legislation, Crime Subcommittee 
Chairman JIM SENSENBRENNER, full 
committee Ranking Member JOHN CON-
YERS, Intellectual Property Sub-
committee Ranking Member JERRY 
NADLER, and Crime Subcommittee 
Ranking Member BOBBY SCOTT for 
working together with me on this im-

portant bipartisan legislation. I also 
want to thank the staff of these Mem-
bers for the many hours, weeks, and 
months of hard work they put into this 
effort. 

Furthermore, I would like to thank 
my staff—Caroline Lynch, the chief 
counsel of the Crime Subcommittee, 
and Sam Ramer—for their long hours 
and steadfast dedication to this legisla-
tion. And I might add that Sam Ramer 
is going to be missed by the committee 
as he moves on to take a new responsi-
bility in the private sector, but he 
wanted to be sure that he could be 
present today for the completion of the 
passage of this legislation through the 
House. I thank Sam and Caroline for 
their long and dedicated hours put into 
making sure that this was a finely 
crafted piece of legislation. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bipartisan legislation, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

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

I rise in support of the USA FREE-
DOM Act. The version of the bill pend-
ing before us today is not a perfect ve-
hicle. There is more that we can do and 
must do to ensure, as the Fourth 
Amendment requires, ‘‘The right of the 
people to be secure in their persons, 
houses, papers, and effects, against un-
reasonable searches and seizures.’’ 

But let me be clear. The compromise 
bill before us today is a significant im-
provement over the status quo. It is a 
good bill. Now, with this legislation, 
we stand poised to end domestic bulk 
collection across the board—in section 
215 of the PATRIOT Act, in the pen 
register authority, and in the national 
security letter statutes—by requiring 
the use of a ‘‘specific selection term’’ 
before the government may obtain in-
formation or tangible things. 

This legislation will create a panel of 
experts from which the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Court can draw 
expertise and questions involving pri-
vacy, civil liberties, and technology. It 
will also require the court to disclose 
every significant opinion it issues, be-
cause in this country there should be 
no such thing as secret law. And we 
have accomplished all these things 
while providing President Obama with 
his requested authority for the limited, 
prospective collection of call detail 
records. 

Any bill we might have offered on 
this subject would have been imperfect, 
but we have been careful to include the 
critical safeguards in this legislation. 
With the additional reporting, declas-
sification, and transparency require-
ments laid out in the measure before 
us, we believe the government would be 
hard-pressed to attempt to expand its 
surveillance authorities beyond the 
narrow intent of this legislation. 

As the administration stated yester-
day in a formal statement of policy, 
the USA FREEDOM Act ‘‘prohibits 
bulk collection.’’ This is our intent, 
and we will hold the current and future 
administrations to this intent. 

In closing, I want to thank Chairman 
GOODLATTE, Mr. SENSENBRENNER of 
Wisconsin, Mr. NADLER of New York, 
and Mr. SCOTT of Virginia for their 
tireless leadership on this issue. I also 
want to express appreciation to Chair-
man ROGERS and Ranking Member 
RUPPERSBERGER for their willingness to 
work with us to reach this point. 

The House is poised to approve the 
first significant rollback of any aspect 
of government surveillance since the 
passage of the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act in 1978. We must seize 
this opportunity, and so I urge my col-
leagues to support H.R. 3361. 

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

yield myself 15 seconds. 
I neglected to add another key mem-

ber of the committee, Congressman 
RANDY FORBES of Virginia, a member 
of the Judiciary Committee who has 
also been a key bipartisan member of 
this negotiation. 

At this time, it is my pleasure to 
yield 6 minutes to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER), the 
chairman of the Crime, Terrorism, 
Homeland Security, and Investigations 
Subcommittee and the chief sponsor of 
this legislation. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I want to thank the House for bring-
ing the USA FREEDOM Act to the 
floor today. 

I was the chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee on September 11, 2001. In 
the wake of that tragedy, the com-
mittee passed the PATRIOT Act with 
unanimous, bipartisan support. The 
bill easily passed in both the House and 
the Senate, and President George W. 
Bush signed it into law. 

I believe the PATRIOT Act made 
America safer by enhancing the gov-
ernment’s ability to find and stop ter-
rorist attacks. We were careful to 
maintain the civil liberties that distin-
guish us from our enemies. We are here 
today because the government mis-
applied the law and upset the balance 
between privacy and security that we 
had fought to preserve 13 years ago. 

In a feat of legal gymnastics, the ad-
ministration convinced the FISA Court 
that, because some records in the uni-
verse of every phone call Americans 
made might be relevant to counterter-
rorism, the entire universe of calls 
must be relevant. That decision opened 
the floodgates to a practice of bulk col-
lection that Congress never intended 
when the PATRIOT Act was passed. 

b 0930 

Senator LEAHY and I introduced the 
USA FREEDOM Act to end bulk collec-
tion, increase transparency, and to re-
establish a proper balance between pri-
vacy and security. After months of 
input and negotiations—in a historic 
echo of its vote on the PATRIOT Act— 
the Judiciary Committee unanimously 
passed the FREEDOM Act. 

The challenge we faced was to draft 
legislation that was tight enough to 
avoid abuse without infringing on the 
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core functions of law enforcement and 
intelligence collection. Perfect is rare-
ly possible in politics, and this bill is 
no exception. 

In order to preserve core operations 
of the intelligence and law enforce-
ment agencies, the administration in-
sisted on broadening certain authori-
ties and lessening certain restrictions. 
Some of the changes raise justifiable 
concerns, and I don’t blame people for 
losing trust in their government, be-
cause the government has violated 
their trust. 

Let me be clear: I wish this bill did 
more. To my colleagues who lament 
the changes, I agree with you. To pri-
vacy groups who are upset about lost 
provisions, I share your disappoint-
ment. The negotiations for this bill 
were intense, and we have to make 
compromises, but this bill still does de-
serve support. Don’t let the perfect be-
come the enemy of the good. Today, we 
have the opportunity to make a power-
ful statement: Congress does not sup-
port bulk collection. 

The days of the NSA indiscrimi-
nately vacuuming up more data than it 
can store will end with the USA FREE-
DOM Act. After the FREEDOM Act 
passes, we will have a law that ex-
presses Congress’ unambiguous intent 
to end bulk collection of Americans’ 
data across all surveillance authori-
ties. 

The bill requires that, in addition to 
existing restrictions, the government 
must use a specific selection term as 
the basis for collecting foreign intel-
ligence information. And maybe more 
importantly, after this bill becomes 
law, we will have critical transparency 
provisions to ensure that, if the gov-
ernment again violates our trust, Con-
gress and the public will know about it 
and will be able to do something about 
it. 

The FREEDOM Act gives private 
companies greater discretion to dis-
close their cooperation with the gov-
ernment. These disclosures give the 
companies increased autonomy and 
will alert the public to the extent of 
data collection. The bill also requires 
public notification of any FISC deci-
sion that contains a significant con-
struction of law—expressly including 
interpretations of the ‘‘specific selec-
tion term.’’ This is the end of secret 
laws. If the administration abuses the 
intent of the bill, everyone will know. 

That is why the FREEDOM Act will 
succeed. It bans bulk collection and en-
sures disclosure of attempts to dilute 
it. Today’s vote is a first vote is the 
first step—and not a final step—in our 
efforts to reform surveillance. It gives 
us the tools to ensure that Congress 
and the public can provide an adequate 
check on the government. In a post- 
FREEDOM Act world, we have turned 
the tables on the NSA and can say to 
them: ‘‘We are watching you.’’ And we 
will. 

I want to thank Chairman GOOD-
LATTE, Ranking Member CONYERS and 
Congressmen SCOTT, NADLER and 

FORBES of Virginia for all their hard 
work. I also want to thank the staff for 
so many long hours. I cannot overstate 
the amount of collective sweat and 
tears that my chief of staff, Bart 
Forsyth, Caroline Lynch, Sam Ramer, 
Aaron Hiller, Heather Sawyer, and Joe 
Graupensperger put into this bill. 

But most of all, I want to thank my 
wife. Cheryl has always been the 
world’s largest and loudest advocate 
for the preservation of civil rights. She 
encouraged, supported—and some 
might say demanded—that I lead this 
effort. There is no question that we 
would not be here today for this his-
toric vote on the USA FREEDOM Act 
if it weren’t for her. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
legislation. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased now to yield 21⁄2 minutes to the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. NAD-
LER), the ranking member of the Intel-
lectual Property Subcommittee. 

Mr. NADLER. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, today we have the first 
chance in more than a decade to finally 
place some real limits on the sweeping, 
unwarranted—and at times unlawful— 
government surveillance that many of 
us have fought against for years. 

First and foremost—and as the ad-
ministration acknowledges in its 
Statement of Administration Policy— 
this bill will end bulk collection under 
section 215 of the USA PATRIOT Act, 
and will ensure that the government is 
also prohibited from using its National 
Security Letter authority, or pen reg-
isters and trap-and-trace devices, for 
bulk collection. It does so by requiring 
the government to identify a specific 
selection term—something like a per-
son’s name, or an account or telephone 
number—as the basis for obtaining in-
formation. This term must limit the 
scope of records collected to those that 
are ‘‘relevant’’ to an authorized inves-
tigation, which requires a reasonable 
relationship between the particular 
records and the subjects of a terrorism 
investigation. 

I share the concerns that the current 
definition of ‘‘specific selection term’’ 
may still allow overbroad collection. 
But given the ‘‘presumptively rel-
evant’’ categories that Congress has al-
ready identified in section 215—and be-
cause the bill will now require partici-
pation of an amicus in the FISA Court 
who can argue against an overly broad 
reading of the law—the government 
would not be permitted to, for example, 
use an entire telephone area code or an 
Internet router to collect and ware-
house records just because a terrorist 
suspect might be using a phone in that 
area code or sending communications 
that might traverse that router. 

Moreover, to the extent the FISA 
Court ever construes a specific selec-
tion term too broadly, other reforms in 
the bill ensure that Congress and the 
American people would know about it 
immediately and could rein them in. 

These changes are quite significant, 
as are the new restrictions to the use 

of FISA section 702, which allows the 
NSA to target persons located outside 
the United States. 

The USA FREEDOM Act on the floor 
today certainly does not give us every-
thing we want or need. It is the product 
of heated negotiations across party and 
committee lines and with the intel-
ligence community. It is far from per-
fect, but it is an important step for-
ward, and we will work to fix remain-
ing problems and strengthen the bill as 
it moves through the Senate. But a 
‘‘no’’ vote on this bill today may mean 
no reform at all, thus leaving in place 
the framework that could lead to the 
continued dragnet surveillance of our 
citizens. This must end. This still 
makes critically important changes 
that we should all support. That is why 
I will vote for it and why I urge every-
one else to vote for it. 

With that, I want to thank Congress-
men SENSENBRENNER, GOODLATTE, CON-
YERS, SCOTT, and FORBES, and all the 
staff members who worked on this bill. 

This is a signal occasion. It is the 
first real progress we will have made— 
not enough—but a really good first 
step. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, at 
this time, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased now to yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT) 
who has worked so hard on this. 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
I thank the gentleman for yielding. I 
join the author of the bill, the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin and chair of the 
Judiciary Committee’s Subcommittee 
on Crime, Mr. SENSENBRENNER; my col-
league from Virginia, the chair of the 
full committee, Mr. GOODLATTE; the 
gentleman from Michigan and ranking 
member, Mr. CONYERS; Mr. NADLER; 
and my colleague from Virginia (Mr. 
FORBES) for proposing this amended 
version of the USA FREEDOM Act. I 
commend my colleagues for working 
together to develop a bipartisan ap-
proach to addressing some of the short-
comings in our foreign intelligence sur-
veillance statutes. 

As recent revelations about the way 
that some of these statutes have been 
used have come to light, members of 
the Judiciary Committee, which has 
primary jurisdiction over the statutes, 
studied the issues, proposed solutions, 
and worked together to find a way for-
ward. We have also worked with our 
colleagues from the Intelligence Com-
mittee to find common ground in order 
to bring meaningful surveillance re-
form to the floor today. 

The bill, as amended, addresses 
abuses, enhances privacy protections, 
provides more rigorous review of crit-
ical questions of legal interpretation, 
and increases transparency so our citi-
zens will know what is being decided 
and done in their name. 

While the administration has already 
indicated that it will change its proce-
dures, to paraphrase President Reagan, 
I think the best course is to ‘‘trust but 
codify.’’ 
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While this version of the USA FREE-

DOM Act does not accomplish all that 
we had hoped for, it is, in fact, a sig-
nificant step in the right direction. I 
therefore urge my colleagues to sup-
port the legislation. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
continue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. CONYERS. I am pleased now to 
yield 2 minutes to the gentlelady from 
California (Ms. LOFGREN). 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I cer-
tainly respect the role that Mr. SEN-
SENBRENNER has played in this and 
honor him and his wife, Cheryl, for 
their commitment to freedom. But I 
must oppose the FREEDOM Act that is 
on the floor today. 

This is not the bill that was reported 
out of the Judiciary Committee unani-
mously. I voted for that bill not be-
cause it was perfect but because it was 
a step in the right direction. After the 
bill was reported out, changes were 
made without the knowledge of the 
committee members, and I think the 
result is a bill that actually will not 
end bulk collections, regretfully. 

As Mr. SCOTT has said, our job is not 
to trust, but to codify. And if you take 
a look at the selection changes made in 
the bill, it would allow for bulk collec-
tion should the NSA do so. Further, I 
would note that the transparency pro-
visions have also been weakened. The 
702 section would no longer be report-
able by companies who receive orders, 
and instead of the Attorney General 
noting decisions that change the law, 
it is now sent over to the Director of 
National Intelligence. 

Regrettably, we have learned that if 
we leave any ambiguity in the law, the 
intelligence agency will run a truck 
right through that ambiguity. And I 
think that is why all the civil liberties 
groups have withdrawn their support 
from this bill: the ACLU, the Elec-
tronic Frontier Foundation, CDT, Open 
Technology. I would add that 
FreedomWorks and other libertarian 
groups have also pulled their support. 
Companies like Facebook and Google 
have also pulled their support of the 
bill. 

Now, I hope that we will defeat this 
bill and come back together—because 
we do work together well here in the 
Judiciary Committee—and fix the 
problems that were created, I think, at 
the insistence of the administration 
and give honor to Mr. SENSEN-
BRENNER’s original bill that had 151 
members cosponsoring it. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself 30 seconds simply to point 
out two things. First of all, as the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin has noted, this 
legislation is an effort to bring to-
gether widely disparate points of view 
about how to both maximize our na-
tional security and our civil liberties. 
And there are those outside groups 
that were just referenced who would 
like to see more than the language 
that they were able to obtain in this 
bill. But I think it is very important 

for everyone to know that while those 
groups—some groups—have withdrawn 
their support for the bill, they do not 
oppose the bill, and that is a very im-
portant distinction for Members to un-
derstand. 

Mr. Speaker, at this time, it is my 
pleasure to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. KING), a mem-
ber of the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to thank the chairman of the Ju-
diciary Committee for yielding to me, 
and I want to also thank the efforts of 
the Judiciary Committee and the Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence for the 
broad and intense work they have done 
on this bill. 

The USA FREEDOM Act starts with 
the right concept, and that is that the 
civil liberties of Americans were at 
risk. Even though we have very few ex-
amples of people being victimized by it, 
there is not a level of comfort in this 
country. And so the move to block the 
Federal Government from storing 
metadata and still allow for them to be 
able to set up under a FISA warrant a 
query through privately held data is 
the right way to go. It is a conclusion 
that I drew early on in the many hear-
ings that I have been to, both classified 
and unclassified hearings. 

I quizzed the witnesses, and I put my 
mark down on those committee hear-
ings, but what happened was the proc-
ess moved quickly, and over a weekend 
there was an intense job to write a bill 
that turned into a substitute amend-
ment, and a debate in the Judiciary 
Committee referred over to the Select 
Committee on Intel. Both committees 
acted quickly. I offered an amendment 
before the Judiciary Committee. It was 
voted on. But I have to say that, in my 
opinion, it was not considered in a 
fashion that would have allowed for the 
full judgment of the Judiciary Com-
mittee to weigh in. 

My amendment is set up so it allows 
for the intelligence community to ne-
gotiate with the telecoms—the tele-
communications providers—for a pe-
riod of time longer than is today re-
quired by the FCC. 

b 0945 

I think it is not possible for anyone 
who supports this bill to argue that it 
makes us safer. It protects our civil 
liberties more, but there is a window 
beyond the FCC requirements that I 
would like to see be available on some-
thing other than a voluntary basis. 

I wanted to come here to this floor 
and put my marker down on that con-
cern, that we should not sacrifice the 
security in America and we should pro-
tect the civil liberties of Americans. 
We can do that at the same time. I 
think this bill falls somewhat short; al-
though the underlying concept of the 
bill, I do support. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased now to yield 2 minutes to the 
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON 
LEE), a very active member of the Ju-
diciary Committee. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding me 
this time, and I thank the ranking 
member and the chairman for this 
work. 

I also thank Mr. SENSENBRENNER, 
who we have worked with from the 
first stages of the PATRIOT Act, when 
the Judiciary Committee passed it out 
on a bipartisan basis after that terrible 
and heinous act of terror. Unfortu-
nately, it was changed. 

Today, I want to announce that 
megadata collection as we know it has 
ended. That is a major tribute to the 
American people, and the Judiciary 
Committee and the Intelligence Com-
mittee heard them. 

More importantly, the Intelligence 
Committee and the Judiciary Com-
mittee stand united. Can we do more? 
Should there have been an open rule or 
a number of other amendments that 
Members wanted? Yes. I believe in 
participatory democracy. 

Today, we end bulk collection under 
the PATRIOT Act section 215. We can 
always do better. Today, we prevent 
the bulk collection under FISA pen 
register and National Security Letter 
authorities and vow to the American 
people that we increase the trans-
parency. 

Let me make it very clear, when we 
first discussed and debated the PA-
TRIOT Act, reverse targeting, to me, 
was heinous. It means that it captured 
an innocent American person as we 
were looking for someone who hap-
pened to be a terrorist. 

Today, in this bill, we have any com-
munications as to which the sender and 
all intended recipients are determined 
to be located in the United States and 
prohibit the use of any discrete, non-
target communication that is deter-
mined to be to or from a United States 
person or a person who appears to be 
located in the United States, except to 
protect against an immediate threat to 
harm. It is eliminated. Reverse tar-
geting is no longer. 

In addition, I introduced a bill some 
time ago called the FISA Court and 
Sunshine Act of 2013. In that bill, it re-
quired the Attorney General to disclose 
each decision, order, or opinion of the 
FISA Court, allowing Americans to 
know how broad of a legal authority 
the government is claiming under the 
PATRIOT Act and the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Act to conduct 
surveillance needed to keep Americans 
safe. 

I am pleased that, in section 402 and 
604 of the USA FREEDOM Act, it re-
quires the Attorney General to conduct 
a declassification review of each deci-
sion, order, or opinion. It opens it up to 
the American people. That includes a 
significant construction of interpreta-
tion of the law and to submit to Con-
gress within 45 days. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. CONYERS. I yield an additional 
30 seconds to the gentlelady. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. I thank the gen-
tleman. 
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As indicated, the bill specifically 

contains an explicit prohibition on 
bulk collection of tangible things pur-
suant to section 215. The FREEDOM 
Act provides that section 215 may be 
used only where specific selection term 
is provided as the basis for the produc-
tion of tangible things. 

Clearly, we worked very hard to con-
tain what was an amoeba that would 
not end. Finally, I believe section 301 of 
the bill, as I indicated, was included, as 
it was in my amendment in H.R. 3773. 

Let me conclude by simply saying 
that the Bill of Rights lives. The Bill of 
Rights is for the American people, both 
the right to freedom, both the right in 
essence to privacy, and our respect for 
the gathering of intelligence to protect 
us from terrorists. 

This bill, the USA FREEDOM Act, is 
indeed an enormous step forward. Let 
us work together to move us even 
more, but today, we end megadata col-
lecting as we know it. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe we have made 
a giant step forward for civil liberties, 
respect for the integrity of the Amer-
ican people, and their right to freedom, 
as well as for the protecting of all of us 
from terror. 

Mr. Speaker, as a senior member of the Ju-
diciary Committee and a co-sponsor, I rise in 
strong support of H.R. 3361, the ‘‘USA Free-
dom Act,’’ which is short for ‘‘Uniting and 
Strengthening America by Fulfilling Rights and 
Ending Eavesdropping, Dragnet-collection, 
and Online Monitoring Act.’’ 

The USA Freedom Act is the House’s uni-
fied response to the unauthorized disclosures 
and subsequent publication in the media in 
June 2013 regarding the National Security 
Agency’s collection from Verizon of the phone 
records of all of its American customers, which 
was authorized by the FISA Court pursuant to 
Section 215 of the Patriot Act. 

Public reaction to the news of this massive 
and secret data gathering operation was swift 
and negative. 

There was justifiable concern on the part of 
the public and a large percentage of the Mem-
bers of this body that the extent and scale of 
this NSA data collection operation, which ex-
ceeded by orders of magnitude anything pre-
viously authorized or contemplated, may con-
stitute an unwarranted invasion of privacy and 
threat to the civil liberties of American citizens. 

To quell the growing controversy, the Direc-
tor of National Intelligence declassified and re-
leased limited information about this program. 
According to the DNI, the information acquired 
under this program did not include the content 
of any communications or the identity of any 
subscriber. 

The DNI stated that ‘‘the only type of infor-
mation acquired under the Court’s order is te-
lephony metadata, such as telephone num-
bers dialed and length of calls.’’ 

The assurance given by the DNI, to put it 
mildly, was not very reassuring. 

In response, many Members of Congress, 
including the Ranking Member CONYERS, and 
Mr. SENSENBRENNER, and myself, introduced 
legislation in response to the disclosures to 
ensure that the law and the practices of the 
executive branch reflect the intent of Congress 
in passing the USA Patriot Act and subse-
quent amendments. 

For example, I introduced H.R. 2440, the 
‘‘FISA Court in the Sunshine Act of 2013,’’ bi-
partisan legislation, that much needed trans-
parency without compromising national secu-
rity to the decisions, orders, and opinions of 
the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Court or 
‘‘FISA Court.’’ 

Specifically, my bill would require the Attor-
ney General to disclose each decision, order, 
or opinion of a Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Court (FISC), allowing Americans to 
know how broad of a legal authority the gov-
ernment is claiming under the PATRIOT Act 
and Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act to 
conduct the surveillance needed to keep 
Americans safe. 

I am pleased that these requirements are in-
corporated in substantial part as Sections 402 
and 604 of the USA Freedom Act, which re-
quires the Attorney General to conduct a de-
classification review of each decision, order, or 
opinion of the FISA court that includes a sig-
nificant construction or interpretation of law 
and to submit a report to Congress within 45 
days. 

I also am pleased that the bill before us 
contains an explicit prohibition on bulk collec-
tion of tangible things pursuant to Section 215 
authority. Instead, the USA Freedom Act pro-
vides that Section 215 may only be used 
where a specific selection term is provided as 
the basis for the production of tangible things. 

Another important improvement is that the 
bill’s prohibition on domestic bulk collection, as 
well as its criteria for specifying the informa-
tion to be collected, applies not only to Section 
215 surveillance activities but also to other law 
enforcement communications interception au-
thorities, such as national security letters. 

Finally, I strongly support the USA Freedom 
Act because Section 301 of the bill continues 
the prohibition against ‘‘reverse targeting,’’ 
which became law when an earlier Jackson 
Lee Amendment was included in H.R. 3773, 
the RESTORE Act of 2007. 

‘‘Reverse targeting,’’ a concept well known 
to members of this Committee but not so well 
understood by those less steeped in the 
arcana of electronic surveillance, is the prac-
tice where the government targets foreigners 
without a warrant while its actual purpose is to 
collect information on certain U.S. persons. 

One of the main concerns of libertarians 
and classical conservatives, as well as pro-
gressives and civil liberties organizations, in 
giving expanded authority to the executive 
branch was the temptation of national security 
agencies to engage in reverse targeting may 
be difficult to resist in the absence of strong 
safeguards to prevent it. 

The Jackson Lee Amendment, codified in 
Section 301 of the USA Freedom Act, reduces 
even further any such temptation to resort to 
reverse targeting by requiring the Administra-
tion to obtain a regular, individualized FISA 
warrant whenever the ‘‘real’’ target of the sur-
veillance is a person in the United States. 

In retaining the prohibition on reverse tar-
geting, Section 301 achieves honors the Con-
stitution by requiring the government to obtain 
a regular FISA warrant whenever a ‘‘significant 
purpose of an acquisition is to acquire the 
communications of a specific person reason-
ably believed to be located in the United 
States.’’ 

I should that nothing in Section 301 requires 
the Government to obtain a FISA order for 
every overseas target on the off chance that 

they might pick up a call into or from the 
United States. 

Rather, a FISA order is required only where 
there is a particular, known person in the 
United States at the other end of the foreign 
target’s calls in whom the Government has a 
significant interest such that a significant pur-
pose of the surveillance has become to ac-
quire that person’s communications. 

Mr. Speaker, while the bill before is a good 
bill, it is not perfect. No legislation ever is. 

In particular, my preference would have 
been to retain the provision in the bill as origi-
nally introduced establishing an Office of the 
Special Advocate to vigorously advocate in 
support of legal interpretations that protect in-
dividual privacy and civil liberties. 

As initially contemplated, the Office of the 
Special Advocate would be authorized to par-
ticipate in proceedings before the FISA Court 
and the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Court of Review, and to request reconsider-
ations of FISA Court decisions and participate 
in appeals and reviews. 

Regrettably, the provision establishing the 
Office of the Special Advocate fell victim to a 
compromise and replaced with a provision au-
thorizing both the FISA court and the FISA 
Court of Review, if they deem it necessary, to 
appoint an individual to serve as amicus cu-
riae in a case involving a novel or significant 
interpretation of law. 

Under this arrangement, the presiding 
judges of the courts must designate five indi-
viduals eligible to serve in that position who 
possess expertise in privacy and civil liberties, 
intelligence collection, telecommunications or 
any other area that may lend legal or technical 
expertise to the courts. 

The Office of the Special Advocate arrange-
ment in my opinion is superior because it pro-
vides for mandatory participation of the public 
advocate rather than the discretionary involve-
ment of court designated amicus curiae pro-
vided in the bill before us. 

Mr. Speaker, as I noted in an op-ed pub-
lished way back in October 2007, nearly two 
centuries ago, Alexis DeTocqueville, who re-
mains the most astute student of American 
democracy, observed that the reason democ-
racies invariably prevail in any military conflict 
is because democracy is the governmental 
form that best rewards and encourages those 
traits that are indispensable to success: initia-
tive, innovation, courage, and a love of justice. 

I ask unanimous consent to include in the 
RECORD a copy of that op-ed. 

I support the USA Freedom Act because it 
will help keep us true to the Bill of Rights and 
strikes the proper balance between our cher-
ished liberty and smart security. 

I urge my colleagues to support the USA 
Freedom Act. 

NSA REFORM TAKES ITS FIRST STEPS 

The USA FREEDOM Act takes steps to: 
End bulk collection under Patriot Act Sec-

tion 215. The bill requires the government to 
show the Foreign Intelligence Surveillance 
Court that the specific records it seeks from 
phone companies pertain to a specific email 
address, account number or other ‘‘selection 
term’’ before it can demand a customer’s 
personal information. It creates a new col-
lection authority for call records but takes 
meaningful steps to ensure that such records 
are not vacuumed up wholesale, as was hap-
pening under the secret programs revealed 
by Edward Snowden. 
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Prevent bulk collection under FISA pen 

register and National Security Letter au-
thorities. The bill also requires the govern-
ment to use a ‘‘selection term’’ that unique-
ly describes its surveillance target and 
serves as the basis for collecting information 
from a telephone line, facility, or other ac-
count. This would help ensure that the gov-
ernment won’t use pen registers and Na-
tional Security Letters as convenient sub-
stitutes for the 215 program. 

Increase transparency. Finally, the bill re-
quires the government to provide to Con-
gress and to the public additional reporting 
on its surveillance programs, while enabling 
companies who receive national security in-
formational requests to more fully inform 
customers about the extent to which the 
government is collecting their data. Addi-
tional governmental reporting requirements 
and more particularized third party report-
ing authorities, however, are needed in order 
to ensure that Congress and the public have 
the information they need to perform truly 
robust oversight. 

While the bill makes significant reforms to 
U.S. surveillance law, Congress clearly chose 
not to let the perfect be the enemy of the 
good. And, to be clear, more work needs to 
be done. Some of the additional reforms we 
are calling for, which were in the original 
USA FREEDOM Act, include: 

Ensuring that judges in the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Court (FISC) have the 
authority to determine whether an applica-
tion passes legal muster and do not return to 
being mere rubber stamps. 

Limiting the circumstances under which 
the government can gather records more 
than one ‘‘hop’’ out from a target to help en-
sure Americans’ information is not unneces-
sarily swept up. 

Closing the ‘‘back door’’ search loophole in 
the FISA Amendments Act to prevent the 
government from searching information col-
lected under Section 702 of FISA for the U.S. 
persons’ communications content. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, it is 
my pleasure to yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
HOLDING), a member of the Judiciary 
Committee. 

Mr. HOLDING. Mr. Speaker, on 
Wednesday, the State Department ac-
knowledged that terrorist attacks 
worldwide have increased by more than 
43 percent last year, killing nearly 
18,000 people. The odds are rising that 
we will be hit here in the United 
States. That is why balanced legisla-
tion that protects civil liberties and 
keeps Americans safe is so important, 
and the USA FREEDOM Act does just 
that. 

I rise in support of the passage of the 
USA FREEDOM Act, bipartisan legis-
lation that reforms our intelligence- 
gathering programs while, impor-
tantly, preserving operational capabili-
ties that protect national security. 

This legislation will make sure that 
Americans are protected at a time 
when the world is a more dangerous 
place than when the PATRIOT Act 
itself was enacted into law. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. HONDA). 

Mr. HONDA. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
add my thanks to the work that has 
been done up to now. I became an origi-
nal cosponsor of the USA FREEDOM 
Act because I was disturbed about the 
revelations of surveillance programs. 

The bill was a good step toward bal-
ancing security and privacy, but this 
amendment does not. It leaves open the 
possibility that bulk surveillance could 
still continue, and it no longer protects 
the public through a special advocate 
in the FISA Court. 

I am disappointed that this popular, 
bipartisan bill has been so drastically 
weakened. I can no longer support it. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. HOLT). 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman, and I recognize the work 
that Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr. CONYERS, 
Mr. GOODLATTE, Mr. SCOTT, and others 
have put into this, but it still falls 
woefully short. 

This legislation still allows the gov-
ernment to collect everything they 
want against Americans, to treat 
Americans as suspects first and citi-
zens second. 

It still allows decisions about whom 
to target and how aggressively to go 
after acquaintances of acquaintances 
of targets, to be made by mid-level em-
ployees, not Federal judges. 

Most important, the fundamental de-
cisions under this will be made against 
a weak, inferior standard that does not 
reach probable cause, so that the gov-
ernment can spy on people based on 
weak suspicions and not on legally es-
tablished probable cause. Now, my 
friends say: don’t let the perfect be the 
enemy of the good. 

The perfect? How can anyone here 
vote for legislation that doesn’t uphold 
the constitutional standard of probable 
cause? Probable cause has been well-es-
tablished in law for two centuries, to 
keep Americans secure by keeping in-
telligence and enforcement officers fo-
cused on real threats, not on vague sus-
picions or wild-goose chases. 

A decade ago, there was a major 
change in the relationship between 
Americans and their government. This 
bill does not correct it. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself 1 minute to respond to the 
gentleman from New Jersey. 

A number of the things the gen-
tleman has stated are simply not accu-
rate. First of all, the selectors all have 
to be approved by court order. 

Secondly, it is important for every-
one to understand that the information 
gathered is targeted to foreign nation-
als, not to American citizens. 

Thirdly, the increased transparency 
that is created by this legislation, both 
in the FISA Court itself and with the 
fact that the data is now going to be 
required to be retained by the compa-
nies that own the data and not held by 
the government, provides extra assur-
ance that, if some kind of massive data 
collection grab were attempted by the 
government, it would be exposed, as 
Mr. NADLER pointed out earlier. 

Finally, the special selectors lan-
guage that was carefully worked out in 
a bipartisan manner carefully limits 

the ability of people to gather data. It 
has to be based upon discrete requests, 
and discretion has a meaning in the 
law. 

It has to be limited to identifiable 
persons or things, and it has to be done 
in such a way that the court approves 
it. 

Mr. HOLT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GOODLATTE. I would be happy 

to yield. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield myself 30 

seconds and yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. HOLT. Is it not correct that this 

bill does not invoke the probable cause 
standard? 

Mr. GOODLATTE. This is not a 
search under the Fourth Amendment, 
and probable cause has never applied. 
It has never applied. The gentleman is 
attempting to change the law if he 
thinks that. 

Mr. HOLT. Will the gentleman yield 
further? 

Mr. GOODLATTE. I yield further to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. HOLT. Is there any American 
who doesn’t think that this is a search, 
when it comes to gathering, by any 
common understanding? 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Reclaiming my 
time, Mr. Speaker, when it comes to 
gathering information about foreign 
nationals who are deemed to pose a na-
tional security threat to the United 
States, the Fourth Amendment does 
not apply, and a court must still order 
the particular selectors that are used. 

The gentleman’s characterization is 
inaccurate. 

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

an additional 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. NADLER), a 
senior member of the committee. 

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Speaker, I have 
heard arguments against this bill, and 
all of them amount to one argument: 
the bill doesn’t go far enough. 

I agree. It doesn’t, but it is rarely a 
good argument against a bill to say it 
doesn’t go far enough, if it goes a long 
way towards solving a real problem. 

This bill will end bulk collection. It 
will end it under section 215. It will end 
it under trace and trap, and it will end 
it under NSLs. Without this bill—and I 
hope it is strengthened in the Senate— 
we will have no chance to end bulk col-
lection, and the current framework 
which allows the dragnet surveillance 
of our citizens will continue. 

I wish this bill were stronger, but it 
is what we are able to get now. It is a 
major step forward, and not to pass 
this bill now would be to say to the 
NSA: Continue what you are doing, we 
are placing no restrictions on you be-
yond what the law already has. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
continue to reserve my time. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 1 minute. 

I wanted to take this opportunity to 
thank staff on both sides of the aisle 
for the hard work that went into draft-
ing the bill and the many compromises 
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that were reached when we went into 
the final product. 

In addition to Caroline Lynch and 
Sam Ramer with Chairman GOOD-
LATTE, Bart Forsyth with Mr. SENSEN-
BRENNER, our own staff, Aaron Hiller, 
Joe Graupensperger, Heather Sawyer, 
all deserve appropriate credit and 
praise for the many late nights and 
long weekends that they spent working 
on the public’s behalf on this critical 
legislation. 

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

this time, I have only one speaker re-
maining, and I am prepared to close 
our portion of the remarks if the gen-
tleman is prepared to close. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself an additional 1 minute, and it is 
to clarify the term ‘‘specific selection 
term’’ because the definition of specific 
selection term that appears in the com-
promise bill is imperfect, but the USA 
FREEDOM Act still ends bulk collec-
tion. That is why we are here. 

Under the act, the government may 
not obtain information or tangible 
things under section 215, the FISA pen 
register authority, or the National Se-
curity Letter statutes without using a 
‘‘specific selection term’’ as the basis 
for production. 

b 1000 

Critics are correct. This is not as 
clean or straightforward as the defini-
tion approved by both the Intelligence 
Committee and Judiciary Committee. 
Nothing in the definition explicitly 
prohibits the government from using a 
very broad selection term like ‘‘area 
code 202’’ or ‘‘the entire eastern sea-
board.’’ But that concern is largely 
theoretical; the type of collection is 
not likely to be of use to the govern-
ment. 

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

Mr. GOODLATTE. I continue to re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, how 
much time remains? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Michigan has 3 minutes 
remaining. The gentleman from Vir-
ginia has 21⁄4 minutes remaining. 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, the defi-
nition of ‘‘specific selection term’’ in-
cludes a phrase pursuant to the statute 
authorizing the provision of informa-
tion, and that is intended to keep the 
definition within the four corners of 
the statute. 

There will now be an amicus in the 
court to argue that expansive readings 
of this text—like the reading that took 
‘‘relevance’’ in section 215 to mean ‘‘all 
call detail records’’—are inconsistent 
with the plain meaning of the law. 

Under this bill, any FISA Court opin-
ion that interprets this definition must 
be declassified and released to the pub-
lic within 45 days. If the government 
tries to expand this authority, the pub-
lic will know it in short order. 

The House is poised to approve the 
first significant rollback of any aspect 

of government surveillance since the 
passage of the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Act in 1978. We must seize 
this opportunity. If this bill is not ap-
proved today, we are giving our intel-
ligence people and NSA a green light to 
go ahead, and I cannot imagine that 
happening in this body. 

I support H.R. 3361 and yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

Eighty-six years ago, Justice Louis 
Brandeis wrote, in his dissent in 
Olmstead v. United States: ‘‘The mak-
ers of our Constitution undertook to 
secure conditions favorable to the pur-
suit of happiness. They recognized the 
significance of man’s spiritual nature, 
of his feelings, and of his intellect. 
They knew that only a part of the pain, 
pleasure, and satisfactions of life are to 
be found in material things. They 
sought to protect Americans in their 
beliefs, their thoughts, their emotions, 
and their sensations. They conferred, 
as against the government, the right to 
be let alone—the most comprehensive 
of rights and the right most valued by 
civilized men.’’ 

After the horrific attacks on Sep-
tember 11, 2001, the country was deter-
mined not to allow such an attack to 
occur again. The changes we made then 
to our intelligence laws helped keep us 
safe from implacable enemies. Today, 
we renew our commitment to our Na-
tion’s security and to the safety of the 
American people. 

We also make this pledge: that the 
United States of America will remain a 
nation whose government answers to 
the will of the people. This country 
must be what it always has been: a bea-
con of freedom to the world; a place 
where the principles of the Founders, 
including the commitment to indi-
vidual liberties, will continue to live, 
protected and nourished for future gen-
erations. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bipartisan legislation, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself as much time 
as I might consume. 

I would like to begin by recognizing 
Chairman GOODLATTE, Mr. SENSEN-
BRENNER, the other judiciary com-
mittee sponsors, and Leader CANTOR 
for all their hard work and continuing 
to forge a compromise with the Intel-
ligence Committee that enacts mean-
ingful change to FISA while preserving 
operational capabilities. 

It is commendable that we have 
found a responsible legislative solution 
to address concerns about the bulk 
telephone metadata program so that 
we may move forward on other na-
tional security legislative priorities. 
Our obligation to protect this country 
should not be held hostage by the ac-
tions of a traitor or traitors who 
leaked classified information that puts 
our troops in the field at risk or those 
who fearmonger and spread mistruth 
and misinformation to further their 
own misguided agenda. 

Following the criminal disclosures of 
intelligence information last June, the 
section 215 telephone metadata pro-
gram has been the subject of intense 
and often inaccurate criticism. The 
bulk telephone metadata program is 
legal, overseen, and effective at saving 
American lives. No review has found 
anything other than that. All three 
branches of government oversee this 
program, including Congress, the FISC, 
inspectors general and internal compli-
ance and privacy and civil liberties of-
fices in the executive branch agencies. 

Despite the effectiveness of the pro-
gram and immense safeguards on the 
data, many Americans and many Mem-
bers of this body still have concerns 
about a potential for abuse. Remember, 
the whole debate here has been about 
the potential for abuse, not that abuse 
had occurred. The legislation we are 
considering today is designed to ad-
dress those concerns and reflect hun-
dreds of hours of Member and staff 
work to negotiate a workable com-
promise. 

In March, the Intelligence Com-
mittee ranking member, Mr. RUPPERS-
BERGER, and I introduced legislation 
that was designed to accomplish these 
main priorities. We committed to end-
ing bulk metadata collection for com-
munications and other types of 
records. We committed to providing 
more targeted, narrow authorities so 
as not to put America at risk. We com-
mitted to provide an even more robust 
judicial review than exists today and 
process for that program. We com-
mitted to providing more transparency 
into the FISA process and the decisions 
of the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Court. The revised USA FREE-
DOM Act accomplishes the same goals 
as well. 

The USA FREEDOM Act provides the 
meaningful change to the telephone 
metadata that Members of the House 
have been seeking. If we had the for-
tune of having a Commander in Chief 
firmly dedicated to the preservation of 
this program, we may have been able 
to protect it in its entirety. With that 
not being the case, and I believe this is 
a workable compromise that protects 
the core function of a counterterrorism 
program we know has saved lives 
around the world, I urge Members to 
support this legislation. 

I want to thank all of those who 
came together to forge something that 
has been certainly a difficult process 
along the way. At the end of the day, 
something important happened here: a 
better understanding of the threats by, 
I think, more Members of Congress 
that pose every single day to the lives 
of American citizens by terror groups 
around the world. That rise in threat 
level is getting worse. The matrix for 
that threat level is getting worse. 

It was important as we forged and, I 
think, met the concerns of so many 
and educated, I think, many on the 
misinformation that was out there, 
that we protect the core capability to 
detect if a foreign terrorist on foreign 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 03:41 May 23, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00013 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K22MY7.010 H22MYPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

3T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH4800 May 22, 2014 
soil is making a call to the United 
States to further advance their goals of 
killing Americans. I think we accom-
plished that today. It is not the bill I 
would have written completely, but I 
think we protected those operational 
concerns and met the concerns for 
those who had a mistrust of that 
metadata being locked away with the 
National Security Agency. 

With that, I look forward to a 
thoughtful debate and reserve the bal-
ance of my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise in strong support of the USA 
FREEDOM Act, and I yield myself as 
much time as I may consume. 

On May 8, the House Intelligence 
Committee passed out of the com-
mittee the bipartisan USA FREEDOM 
Act, the identical bill that the Judici-
ary Committee passed out of com-
mittee on May 7. 

I especially want to thank Chairman 
ROGERS for his years of leadership on 
the House Intelligence Committee. I 
also want to thank Chairman GOOD-
LATTE and Ranking Member CONYERS, 
and also Congressman SENSENBRENNER 
and the staff of our Intelligence and 
Judiciary Committees for the hard 
work they did on this bill. We have 
worked together in a bipartisan man-
ner, and we have come a long way. 

After our committee markups, Chair-
man ROGERS and I have continued to 
work with the Judiciary Committee 
and the administration to iron out 
some remaining issues, which we have 
done and which is represented in the 
current bill. 

The bill represents the productive ef-
forts of bipartisanship and working to-
gether for the American people. Just 
yesterday, the administration stated 
that it ‘‘strongly supports’’ passage of 
our bill. Again, the administration said 
that it ‘‘strongly supports’’ passage of 
our bill. It also stated that the USA 
FREEDOM Act ‘‘ensures our intel-
ligence and law enforcement profes-
sionals have the authorities they need 
to protect the Nation, while further en-
suring that individuals’ privacy is ap-
propriately protected.’’ 

The USA FREEDOM Act contains 
important measures to increase trans-
parency and enhance privacy while 
maintaining an important national se-
curity tool. 

First, we have ended bulk collection 
of telephone metadata and ensured the 
court reviews each and every search 
application. The big database up at the 
National Security Agency that con-
tains phone numbers of millions of 
Americans will go away. It will be re-
placed with a tailored, narrow process 
that allows the government to search 
only for specific connections to sus-
pected terrorists to keep us safe here 
at home. There is an important emer-
gency exception when there isn’t time 
to get prior approval from the Foreign 
Intelligence Surveillance Court, also 
know as FISC. 

Second, we have required expanded 
reporting for court decisions to im-
prove transparency without threat-
ening sources and methods. 

Third, we are creating an advocate to 
provide outside expertise for signifi-
cant matters before the FISA Court. 

Fourth, we have established a declas-
sification review process of court opin-
ions to ensure the public has access to 
our national security legal rulings in a 
manner that still protects our sources 
and methods. 

The USA FREEDOM Act is critical 
to our country’s safety and our intel-
ligence community. It is a focused, log-
ical bill that will let us protect our 
citizens from terrorist attacks through 
important legal tools while strength-
ening civil liberties. 

I was opposed to the original USA 
FREEDOM Act because it set too high 
a standard for intelligence collection. 
In short, it would have threatened 
America’s safety by cutting off the 
building blocks of foreign intelligence 
investigations. We have worked to-
gether in a bipartisan manner and cre-
ated a solid bill. 

Now, it ends bulk collection of all 
metadata by the government. Those 
that say this bill will legalize bulk col-
lection are wrong. They are trying to 
scare you by making you think there 
are monsters under the bed. There 
aren’t. We end all collection of 
metadata records. I am again saying 
read the bill. That is what the bill 
says. There is nothing else in the bill. 
It is direct, and it states that we will 
end all bulk collection by the govern-
ment. 

The USA FREEDOM Act includes the 
necessary checks and balances across 
all three branches of government. It 
protects our Nation while also pro-
tecting Americans’ privacy and civil 
liberties. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support the bill. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support of the 

USA FREEDOM Act. I yield myself as much 
time as I may consume. 

On May 8th, the House Intelligence Com-
mittee favorably reported the bipartisan USA 
FREEDOM Act—the same bill that the Judici-
ary Committee favorably reported on May 7th. 

I especially want to thank Chairman ROGERS 
for his years of leadership here on the House 
Intelligence Committee. I also want to thank 
Chairman GOODLATTE and Ranking Member 
CONYERS, and the staff of our Intelligence and 
Judiciary Committees. We have worked to-
gether in a bipartisan manner, and we have 
come a long way. 

After our Committee markups, Chairman 
ROGERS and I have continued to work with the 
Judiciary Committee and the Administration to 
iron out some remaining issues, which we 
have done, and which is represented in the 
current bill. This bill represents the productive 
efforts of bipartisanship and working together 
for the American people. 

Just yesterday, the Administration stated 
that it ‘‘strongly supports’’ passage of our bill. 
As the Administration further stated, our bill 
‘‘ensures our intelligence and law enforcement 
professionals have the authorities they need to 
protect the Nation, while further ensuring that 
individuals’ privacy is appropriately protected 
when these authorities are employed.’’ 

The USA FREEDOM Act contains important 
measures to increase transparency and en-
hance privacy while maintaining an important 
national security tool. 

First, we have ended bulk collection of tele-
phone metadata. ‘‘Bulk’’ collection means the/ 
indiscriminate acquisition of information or tan-

gible things. It does not mean the acquisition 
of a large number of communications records 
or other tangible things. Rather, the prohibition 
applies to the use of these authorities to en-
gage in indiscriminate or ‘‘bulk’’ data collec-
tion. 

There is also an emergency exception when 
there isn’t time to get prior approval from the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Court—also 
known as the FISC. 

Second, we have required expanded report-
ing for FISC decisions to improve trans-
parency to the Intelligence and Judiciary Com-
mittees without threatening sources and meth-
ods. 

Third, we are creating an advocate to pro-
vide the FISC with outside expertise for mat-
ters before the FISA Court. Importantly, we 
are doing this without infringing on any con-
stitutional provisions or operational processes. 

Fourth, we have established a declassifica-
tion review process of FISC opinions, to en-
sure that the public has access to our national 
security legal rulings, while having procedures 
in place to ensure that our sources and meth-
ods continue to be protected. 

The USA FREEDOM Act is critical to our In-
telligence Community and to our country’s 
safety. 

It is a focused, logical bill that will let us pro-
tect our citizens from terrorist attacks and pro-
tect their civil liberties while maintaining impor-
tant legal tools. 

For instance, our bill is not intended to im-
pact the current scope or use of FISA or Na-
tional Security Letters, outside the context of 
bulk data collection, that are traditionally used 
for national security investigations. Notably, 
the introduction of the term ‘‘specific selection 
term’’ is not intended to limit the types of infor-
mation and tangible things that the govern-
ment is currently able to collect under FISA or 
National Security Letter statutes. These 
changes are prophylactic and intended to re-
spond to concerns that these authorities could 
be used to permit bulk data collection. 

Furthermore, the legislation is not intended 
to limit the government to use a single ‘‘spe-
cific selection term’’ in an application under 
FISA or a National Security Letter. The gov-
ernment may use multiple ‘‘specific selection 
terms’’ in a single FISA application or a Na-
tional Security Letter. For example, the gov-
ernment may request in a single FISA applica-
tion or National Security Letter information or 
tangible things relating to multiple persons, en-
tities, accounts, addresses or devices that are 
relevant to a pending investigation. Similarly, 
the government may, in a single FISA applica-
tion or National Security Letter, use multiple 
‘‘specific selection terms’’—such a date and 
premises—to further narrow the scope of pro-
duction by a provider. 

Our bill also ensures that America can pro-
tect Americans’ privacy interests while at the 
same time being able to adapt to evolving na-
tional security threats and terrorists’ use of 
ever-changing technology and capabilities to 
evade detection. 

In particular, Section 501(c)(2)(F)(iii) pro-
vides for two hops—in other words, the Gov-
ernment will be able to obtain the call detail 
records in direct contact with a reasonable, 
articulable suspicion (or, RAS)-approved 
seed—this is the first hop—and then, using 
those call detail records or ones the Govern-
ment identifies itself, obtain the second hop 
call detail records. 

The legislation also creates a new mecha-
nism for obtaining call detail records on a con-
tinuing basis for up to 180 days when there 
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are reasonable grounds to believe that the 
records are relevant to an authorized inves-
tigation to protect against international ter-
rorism and there is a reasonable and 
articulable suspicion that the records are asso-
ciated with a foreign power or the agent of a 
foreign power. The legislation is not intended 
to affect any current uses of Section 501 out-
side the bulk collection context, including the 
use of Section 501 to obtain specified call de-
tail records related to foreign intelligence infor-
mation not concerning a U.S. person, clandes-
tine intelligence activities, or international ter-
rorism. 

I believe that our bill has made real im-
provements in the way our intelligence collec-
tion operates and in improving FISA to 
achieve even greater privacy and civil liberties 
protections. 

I was opposed to the original USA FREE-
DOM Act because it put up too many legal 
hurdles that would have impeded our national 
security. In short, it would have threatened 
America’s safety by effectively cutting off the 
building blocks of foreign intelligence inves-
tigations. 

But we have worked together in a bipartisan 
manner, and we have come a long way Addi-
tionally, since our Committee markups, Chair-
man ROGERS and I have continued to work 
with the Judiciary Committee and the Adminis-
tration to iron out some remaining issues, 
which we have done, and which is rep-
resented in the current bill. 

The USA FREEDOM Act includes the nec-
essary checks and balances across all three 
branches of government and strikes the cor-
rect balance that is so critical to protecting our 
nation, while also protecting Americans’ pri-
vacy and civil liberties. 

b 1015 

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. LOBI-
ONDO), who has been incredibly impor-
tant, not only on forming this piece of 
legislation to find the right balance, 
but his work across North Africa on 
Boko Haram before it was even popular 
in bringing attention and resources to 
important intelligence problems 
around the world in difficult places, a 
good friend, a great Member, and a 
great patriot. 

Mr. LOBIONDO. Mr. Speaker, let me 
start out by thanking my colleagues 
for bringing together an incredibly 
complicated, difficult issue that prob-
ably as recently as a couple of months 
ago no one thought possible. Tremen-
dous, tremendous accolades to Chair-
man ROGERS, to Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, 
to Mr. SENSENBRENNER, to Mr. CONYERS 
on a whole host of issues that, again, 
are critically important to our Nation. 

You have heard the chairman and 
Mr. RUPPERSBERGER outline some of 
the key portions of this, but I think it 
is critically important to stress that 
the protection of Americans civil lib-
erties must always be a top priority 
and always will be a top priority. This 
bipartisan bill underscores the impor-
tance of that while keeping our Nation 
safe. 

The USA FREEDOM Act increases 
transparency. That is something that 

people have demanded: increased trans-
parency to the American people, and it 
allows for greater oversight, something 
else that we listened to that people 
wanted to see. 

It firmly, as Mr. RUPPERSBERGER and 
Mr. ROGERS have stated, ends bulk col-
lection of records. This is critically im-
portant. 

It reforms the Foreign Intelligence 
Surveillance Court, or FISC, to ensure 
greater checks and balances are placed 
in such sensitive national security pro-
grams. 

But as we discuss this, let’s not miss 
the bigger picture. I have had the op-
portunity to see firsthand in some 
pretty dark and remote places on the 
Earth how our enemies are plotting not 
just on a daily basis, but on a minute- 
by-minute basis of how to find a chink 
in our armor, how can they find some 
gap which will allow them to attack 
our homeland, to attack our citizens. 
This is a constant and ongoing threat. 

This bill strikes a balance to allow 
that transparency for civil liberties 
while it underscores the ability of our 
intelligence community to be able to 
do their job. And having been, as Mr. 
ROGERS indicated, firsthand in some 
very remote places on the Earth, we 
have got some incredibly dedicated 
people who are putting their lives at 
risk every day to protect this country. 

This is a good bill. Let’s pass it. 
Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. Mr. Speak-

er, I yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman 
from Illinois, Ms. JAN SCHAKOWSKY, a 
very important member of our Intel-
ligence Committee, who focuses very 
strongly on issues of privacy and con-
stitutional rights and people’s rights. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, as 
a cosponsor of the USA FREEDOM Act 
and a member of Permanent Select 
Committee on Intelligence, I have been 
committed to reforming these laws. 

No bill is perfect, including this one. 
The USA FREEDOM Act we are voting 
on today is quite different from the 
original bill I cosponsored. It has 
changed significantly from the version 
recently passed by the House Intel-
ligence and Judiciary Committees. 

On its path to the floor, several of 
the bills’ proposed reforms have been 
watered down and many of us would 
like to see stronger more meaningful 
change. 

However, we must not let the perfect 
be the enemy of the good, and I want to 
congratulate all those who have been 
part of this bipartisan compromise. 

The bill we are considering today in-
cludes real reforms, and the intent of 
Congress is clear: we are putting an 
end to the bulk collection of metadata, 
establishing meaningful prior judicial 
review, and ensuring that important 
FISA Court decisions are declassified 
for public consumption. These reforms 
are important, and future interpreta-
tions of FISA must reflect our inten-
tions here today. 

I support the act, and I look forward 
to the opportunity to continue to work 
with my colleagues to make even more 
improvements in the future. 

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. REED) to 
engage in a colloquy. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to commend your efforts, along 
with those of the Judiciary Committee, 
in bringing this legislation to the floor 
of the House. As you and I have met 
and discussed on numerous occasions, 
along with my good friend from Indi-
ana (Mr. STUTZMAN), this issue is im-
portant to not only many of my con-
stituents back in western New York, 
but also to our country. 

Provisions in this bill, such as the re-
forms made to bulk data collection and 
enhanced declassification require-
ments, are specific ideas that were 
shared with me by constituents in 
western New York and brought to here, 
Washington, D.C. 

As you know, I am happy to report, 
through our work with you, these pro-
visions were incorporated into this leg-
islation. 

Mr. Chairman, as this bill moves for-
ward, I hope I have your commitment 
to continue to work together to assure 
that a balance between national secu-
rity and the protection of our personal 
freedoms is achieved. 

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I would like to thank the gen-
tleman from New York for his diligent 
work on this issue since last summer. 
Mr. REED’s work, along with that of 
Mr. STUTZMAN from Indiana, was crit-
ical to ensuring that we struck the 
right balance on this legislation. We 
would not have been able to find that 
sweet spot that got us to such a strong 
bipartisan agreement without input 
from these and other Members inter-
ested in finding a solution. Again, I 
want to thank the gentleman from New 
York for his interest, his time, and his 
effort to help be a part of the forging of 
this important piece of legislation. 

With that, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from Rhode Island (Mr. LANGEVIN), an 
expert in cybersecurity. For the years I 
have been in Congress, I have worked 
with Mr. LANGEVIN on this issue. 

(Mr. LANGEVIN asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of the USA FREEDOM Act. 

I want to thank and congratulate all 
those who had a hand in crafting the 
legislation before us, particularly 
Chairman ROGERS and Ranking Mem-
ber RUPPERSBERGER. 

Changes to our national security pro-
gram should not be taken lightly, and 
this compromise legislation is the re-
sult of vigorous debate and careful con-
sideration. As Chairman ROGERS point-
ed out, with all the reviews and inves-
tigations that have taken place with 
respect to the bulk collection program, 
no violations of law were found. But 
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there was concern that there could be 
abuses in the future, and the American 
people wanted a better balance to be 
struck between national security and 
protecting privacy and civil liberties 
and more accountability. Many of my 
constituents have expressed concerns 
about the sanctity of their civil lib-
erties, and I share their concern. I 
firmly believe that this legislation pro-
tects that privacy by ending bulk 
metadata collection while still safe-
guarding our national security. 

I am particularly pleased that this 
legislation includes provisions very 
similar to those that I championed in 
the Intelligence Committee which 
allow the Foreign Intelligence Surveil-
lance Court to appoint an independent 
advocate with legal or technical exper-
tise in the field, such as privacy and 
civil liberties, intelligence collection, 
telecommunication, cyber, or any 
other area of law necessary in order to 
ensure independent checks on govern-
ment surveillance within the court’s 
process. 

With that, I urge my colleagues to 
support the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to briefly thank Mr. 
LANGEVIN, who has done not only in-
credible work on this particular bill, 
but his work on cybersecurity should 
make Americans proud of his effort to 
move that ball down the field. Without 
his expertise on these matters, the 
United States would be a little worse 
off when it comes to national security. 
I want to thank the gentleman for his 
work on this bill and his work on cyber 
and other national security issues. 

I continue I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from California (Mr. SCHIFF), a very 
important member of our committee 
who does his homework and has really 
helped me a lot and advised me on a lot 
of issues that are important to our 
committee. 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the 
USA FREEDOM Act. This bill ends the 
bulk collection of American’s tele-
phone records and puts in place re-
forms to surveillance authorities to 
protect privacy and increased trans-
parency. 

I have long advocated that the tele-
phone metadata program should end in 
favor of a system in which tele-
communications providers retain their 
own records so they can be queried 
based on a court-approved, reasonable, 
articulable suspicion standard. That is 
precisely what this bill puts in place. It 
allows us to keep the capabilities that 
we need to protect the Nation from ter-
rorist plots while protecting privacy 
and civil liberties. 

There are remaining ways that the 
bill can be improved, and I hope as it 
heads to the Senate there will be op-
portunities to do so. In particular, I 
would like to see provisions to intro-

duce an adversarial process in the 
FISA Court. The FISA Court and the 
public trust would benefit from an 
independent advocate in the limited 
number of cases that call for signifi-
cant statutory interpretation or novel 
legal issues. I hope that the Senate will 
include such provisions, which would 
be both wise and constitutionally 
sound. 

With that, I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote, and I 
compliment my chair and ranking 
member on the extraordinary job they 
have done. 

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I continue to reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. GALLEGO). 

Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Speaker, I serve 
on the House Armed Services Com-
mittee, and through that assignment I 
have had the opportunity to spend a lot 
of time with soldiers, airmen, marines, 
sailors, and their families. 

Like all Americans, I certainly want 
our sons and daughters to be safe when 
we send them into harm’s way. We 
want to take as much care of them as 
we possibly can. 

The media has talked some about 
some of the documents that were re-
leased by Mr. Snowden, but there were 
at one point 7 million documents that 
were released. Many of these docu-
ments didn’t even relate to the NSA. 
When those files are disclosed in the 
press and they are disclosed to our ad-
versaries that naturally puts our sons 
and daughters in harm’s way. It should 
say something that the first place you 
go is China and the second place you go 
is Russia. That should say something 
to the American people. 

This Memorial Day, I want the Amer-
ican people to focus on those men and 
women, our country’s sons and daugh-
ters, who have honorably served our 
Nation and have stood by their broth-
ers in arms and protected one another 
as we have asked them to fight for us. 

Mr. Chairman and Mr. Ranking Mem-
ber, thank you for your work on this 
legislation. 

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I continue to reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. Mr. Speak-
er, I am prepared to close, and I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

The USA FREEDOM Act is a bipar-
tisan compromise that is strongly sup-
ported by the administration. 

Our bill protects privacy and civil 
liberties while also protecting national 
security. 

I urge members to support the USA 
FREEDOM Act. Nothing in this bill 
will legalize bulk collection. Unfortu-
nately, there are those Members that 
are saying this will legalize bulk col-
lection. It is clear that this bill—read 
the bill—states: there will be no more 
bulk collection by the government. 
That is what the bill says, end of story. 

This bill balances the issue of taking 
care and protecting our country from 

people and individuals who want to kill 
us and attack us and our allies. But yet 
it also does what is so important to 
Americans: to make sure that we pro-
tect our constitutional rights and our 
privacy. It is a balance—it is Repub-
licans, Democrats, left, right, in the 
middle—coming together and doing 
what is right for this country. This is 
what this body should do. We are ask-
ing for a ‘‘yes’’ vote on the USA FREE-
DOM Act. 

Also, in closing, I want to acknowl-
edge the leadership of Chairman ROG-
ERS and his important leadership that 
has allowed us to get to this level, the 
Judiciary Committee, Chairman GOOD-
LATTE, Ranking Member CONYERS, and 
also Mr. SENSENBRENNER. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr. 

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

In the comity of the moment, with 
all the love extended and the group 
hugs and the high fives, I think it is 
important to America to understand 
how much effort—how proud I think 
they should be about the intensity of 
the debate and discussion over what 
this bill looks like because I believe ev-
erybody involved in this cares about 
civil liberties and privacy; they do, 
wherever you fall on it. And I do be-
lieve that everybody who is involved in 
this cares about our national security. 

b 1030 
This debate—this fierce, intense de-

bate—that happened off of this floor in 
committees, in negotiations over every 
word and every paragraph and every 
period, resulted in the bill that you see 
before us today that did get bipartisan 
support and buy-in for a very critical 
issue: at the end of the day, the na-
tional security of the United States 
and the public’s trust in the intel-
ligence agencies, which have the re-
sponsibility each and every day, in 
some very dangerous places around the 
world, to collect the information that 
keeps America safe. 

At the end of this, I hope that people 
take away from this debate that those 
who believed that the first round of ne-
gotiations meant that our national se-
curity was in peril and those who be-
lieved in the first round of negotiations 
that our civil liberties and privacy 
were in peril found that right balance 
today. It is that important for our 
country. 

Mr. Speaker, I only bring that up, 
and I thank all of those involved—the 
Republicans and Democrats on the Ju-
diciary, the Republicans and Demo-
crats on the Intel Committee, and all 
of those who were involved in this ne-
gotiation. 

I think they have done America a 
favor today, and they have brought 
back the institutional notion of nego-
tiation and intensity of debate that 
brings us to a better place today. I 
think this bill is a result of that. 
America should be proud. 

Now, we can move forward on other 
national security priorities that will 
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serve to protect Americans’ and our al-
lies’ lives around the world. 

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

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I reluc-
tantly vote for H.R. 3361. I do so because I 
recognize that important authorities which help 
keep our people safe expire next year and 
that there is a significant chance that those 
authorities may not be renewed. I also recog-
nize that the abuse of government power by 
the Obama Administration has damaged the 
trust that the American people have even in 
the military and civilian professionals at the 
National Security Agency. An orchestrated 
campaign of distortions and half-truths has 
called NSA’s trustworthiness into question for 
too many Americans. 

That is unfortunate and unfair. The men and 
women at NSA have had more than a decade 
of remarkable success, not only in protecting 
our country from another 9/11-type attack, but 
supporting our warfighters on the ground in 
Iraq, Afghanistan, and around the world. While 
few Americans will ever learn the details of 
their accomplishments, we all benefit from 
their hard work, dedication to their mission, 
and professionalism. 

We should be clear-eyed about the effects 
of this bill. It makes it harder to gather the in-
formation necessary to stop terrorism; it 
means that it will take longer to find the es-
sential connections of terrorist networks; and 
this bill makes it less likely, hopefully only 
slightly less likely, that we will stop future ter-
rorist attacks. But there is no doubt that Amer-
ica will be less safe from terrorist attack after 
this bill takes effect than it is today. 

Apparently, that result is inevitable if we are 
to prevent even worse damage to our coun-
try’s security and our people’s safety. So, I 
vote today to minimize the damage to our na-
tional security while maintaining respect and 
gratitude for the men and women in the mili-
tary, intelligence community, and law enforce-
ment who dedicate their lives to keeping us all 
safe. 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, government should 
protect our liberties, not violate them. Individ-
uals and businesses alike must be able to 
trust their government to work for them—not 
spy on them. The NSA’s bulk collection of 
Americans’ phone records threatens our con-
stitutional liberties. 

We have the opportunity to pass legislation 
that both limits the reach of the NSA and pro-
vides the transparency to lawmakers and the 
American people necessary to prevent abu-
sive practices from happening again. We have 
the opportunity to begin to restore the trust of 
the American people. 

The original and Committee-passed 
versions of the USA FREEDOM Act struck a 
careful balance between our liberty and our 
security, providing the reforms necessary to 
restore trust. I was proud to be an original co- 
sponsor of this bill, and commend Representa-
tive Jim Sensenbrenner and Chairman Bob 
Goodlatte for their work to protect our civil lib-
erties. 

Unfortunately, the floor-version of the USA 
FREEDOM Act falls short of our goal. 

This legislation would still allow for the mass 
collection of information. The Committee- 
passed legislation required court orders to be 
based on ‘‘specific-selection terms’’—which 
was defined as a ‘‘person, entity or account.’’ 
The floor version broadens the scope of ‘‘spe-

cific-selection term’’ by defining it as a ‘‘dis-
crete term.’’ This ambiguous legal phrase 
does not have defined limitations, and could 
capture millions of individuals’ information. 

The existing data collection programs that 
were revealed to the American people within 
the last year are unacceptable, and we must 
not only legislate stronger safeguards for intel-
ligence gathering but must vigorously conduct 
oversight to prevent constitutional intrusions 
by big government. Of the few transparency 
requirements left in the bill, significant con-
struction of law made by the Foreign Intel-
ligence Surveillance Court (FISC) would be re-
viewed for declassification to the American 
people. However, the floor version of the bill 
transfers the authority to conduct declassifica-
tion to the Director of National Intelligence, 
James Clapper. Last year, Director Clapper 
lied under oath to Congress when asked 
about the existence of programs that collect 
data on millions of Americans. I cannot in 
good conscious support legislation that would 
place the responsibility of transparency with a 
government official who has already violated 
the trust of the American people. 

For these reasons, I will not support the 
floor version of the USA FREEDOM Act. I 
hope that my colleagues and I will be able to 
come together to enact reforms the American 
people deserve. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 
for debate has expired. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 590, 
the previous question is ordered on the 
bill, as amended. 

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. 

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. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 303, nays 
121, not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 230] 

YEAS—303 

Aderholt 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barrow (GA) 
Beatty 
Benishek 
Bera (CA) 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Bustos 
Butterfield 

Byrne 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 

Cooper 
Costa 
Cotton 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Rodney 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Duckworth 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Engel 
Enyart 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fleischmann 
Flores 

Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gingrey (GA) 
Goodlatte 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Gutiérrez 
Hall 
Harper 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Holding 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Joyce 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Kuster 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Latta 
Levin 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 

Long 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marino 
Matheson 
McAllister 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McDermott 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moore 
Moran 
Mullin 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Pompeo 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 

Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (WI) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Titus 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NAYS—121 

Amash 
Barton 
Becerra 
Bentivolio 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Broun (GA) 
Burgess 
Campbell 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Cartwright 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Daines 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DelBene 
DesJarlais 

Doggett 
Doyle 
Duncan (SC) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleming 
Foster 
Gabbard 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Gosar 
Graves (GA) 
Grayson 
Griffith (VA) 
Grijalva 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 

Hanna 
Harris 
Hastings (FL) 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Huelskamp 
Issa 
Jeffries 
Jones 
Jordan 
Kaptur 
Keating 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Labrador 
Lee (CA) 
Lewis 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lummis 
Maffei 
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Marchant 
Massie 
Matsui 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McGovern 
Meadows 
Miller, George 
Mulvaney 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Owens 
Pallone 
Perry 
Pingree (ME) 
Poe (TX) 

Polis 
Posey 
Ribble 
Roe (TN) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rothfus 
Ryan (OH) 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanford 
Schweikert 
Serrano 
Shea-Porter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stockman 
Stutzman 

Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Terry 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Tonko 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walorski 
Walz 
Waxman 
Weber (TX) 
Welch 
Yarmuth 
Yoho 

NOT VOTING—7 

Bass 
Duffy 
Miller, Gary 

Richmond 
Rush 
Schwartz 

Slaughter 

b 1103 

Messrs. DANNY DAVIS of Illinois, 
ROHRABACHER, ISSA, BRADY of 
Pennsylvania, WELCH, TONKO, 
FITZPATRICK, SERRANO, CUM-
MINGS, MAFFEI, ELLISON, and 
LOWENTHAL changed their vote from 
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York, Messrs. HIMES, COLE, LYNCH, 
Ms. MOORE, Messrs. LAMALFA and 
DESANTIS changed their vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed without 
amendment bills of the House of the 
following titles: 

H.R. 1036. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 103 Center Street West in Eatonville, 
Washington, as the ‘‘National Park Ranger 
Margaret Anderson Post Office’’. 

H.R. 1228. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 123 South 9th Street in De Pere, Wis-
consin, as the ‘‘Corporal Justin D. Ross Post 
Office Building’’. 

H.R. 1451. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 14 Main Street in Brockport, New York, as 
the ‘‘Staff Sergeant Nicholas J. Reid Post 
Office Building’’. 

H.R. 2391. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 5323 Highway N in Cottleville, Missouri as 
the ‘‘Lance Corporal Phillip Vinnedge Post 
Office’’. 

H.R. 3060. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 232 Southwest Johnson Avenue in 
Burleson, Texas, as the ‘‘Sergeant William 
Moody Post Office Building’’. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate has passed a bill of the fol-
lowing title in which the concurrence 
of the House is requested: 

S. 2086. An act to address current emer-
gency shortages of propane and other home 
heating fuels and to provide greater flexi-
bility and information for Governors to ad-
dress such emergencies in the future. 

HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 590 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 4435. 

Will the gentleman from Arkansas 
(Mr. WOMACK) kindly take the chair. 

b 1105 
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 
further consideration of the bill to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 
2015 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense and for military 
construction, to prescribe military per-
sonnel strengths for such fiscal year, 
and for other purposes, with Mr. 
WOMACK (Acting Chair) in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-

mittee of the Whole rose on Wednes-
day, May 21, 2014, the seventh set of en 
bloc amendments, as modified, offered 
by the gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCKEON) had been disposed of. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 
The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 

clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will 
now resume on those amendments 
printed in part A of House Report 113– 
460 on which further proceedings were 
postponed, in the following order: 

Amendment No. 1 by Mr. MCKINLEY 
of West Virginia. 

Amendment No. 6 by Mr. SHIMKUS of 
Illinois. 

Amendment No. 10 by Mr. SMITH of 
Washington. 

Amendment No. 11 by Mr. SMITH of 
Washington. 

Amendment No. 15 by Ms. JENKINS of 
Kansas. 

Amendment No. 17 by Mr. LAMBORN 
of Colorado. 

Amendment No. 21 by Mr. SCHIFF of 
California. 

Amendment No. 24 by Mr. BLU-
MENAUER of Oregon. 

The Chair will reduce to 2 minutes 
the time for any electronic vote in this 
series. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. MCKINLEY 
The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 

business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from West Virginia (Mr. 
MCKINLEY) on which further pro-
ceedings 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 Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 231, noes 192, 
not voting 8, as follows: 

[Roll No. 231] 

AYES—231 

Aderholt 
Amash 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barrow (GA) 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Daines 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gardner 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 

Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McAllister 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 

Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Rahall 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NOES—192 

Barber 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera (CA) 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 

Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 

Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
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Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Garrett 
Gibson 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 

Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 

Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—8 

Bass 
Duffy 
Jackson Lee 

Miller, Gary 
Richmond 
Rush 

Schwartz 
Slaughter 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1111 

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

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. SHIMKUS 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS) 
on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the ayes 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 is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 245, noes 177, 
not voting 9, as follows: 

[Roll No. 232] 

AYES—245 

Aderholt 
Amash 
Amodei 

Bachmann 
Barletta 
Barr 

Barrow (GA) 
Barton 
Benishek 

Bentivolio 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capuano 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Daines 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Enyart 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gabbard 
Garcia 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 

Grimm 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Maffei 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McAllister 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pittenger 

Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Rahall 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NOES—177 

Barber 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera (CA) 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Cárdenas 
Carney 

Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 

Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 

Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Loebsack 

Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 

Quigley 
Rangel 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sires 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—9 

Bachus 
Bass 
Duffy 

LaMalfa 
Miller, Gary 
Richmond 

Rush 
Schwartz 
Slaughter 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1116 

Ms. SINEMA, Messrs. HALL and 
COFFMAN changed their vote from 
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

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

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MR. SMITH OF 

WASHINGTON 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
SMITH) 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 is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 177, noes 247, 
not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 233] 

AYES—177 

Amash 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera (CA) 

Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 

Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
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Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Garamendi 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 

Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Nadler 
Napolitano 

Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sires 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOES—247 

Aderholt 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barrow (GA) 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 

Cook 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Daines 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duncan (SC) 
Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallego 
Garcia 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gingrey (GA) 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 

Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 

Latham 
Latta 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Maffei 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matheson 
McAllister 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 

Pearce 
Perry 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Rahall 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Scalise 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 

Shea-Porter 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Vela 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—7 

Bass 
Duffy 
Miller, Gary 

Richmond 
Rush 
Schwartz 

Slaughter 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1121 

Mr. LEVIN changed his vote from 
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 11 OFFERED BY MR. SMITH OF 

WASHINGTON 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
SMITH) 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 is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 191, noes 230, 
not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 234] 

AYES—191 

Amash 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera (CA) 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 

Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (FL) 

Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 

Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garcia 
Gibson 
Gosar 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Griffith (VA) 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 

Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Labrador 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Lewis 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Maffei 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 

Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Ribble 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stockman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOES—230 

Aderholt 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barrow (GA) 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 

Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costa 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Daines 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duncan (SC) 
Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gowdy 

Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
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Lance 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
Levin 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Lynch 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matheson 
McAllister 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 

Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 

Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—10 

Bass 
Duffy 
Garamendi 
Gingrey (GA) 

Miller, Gary 
Richmond 
Rush 
Schwartz 

Sires 
Slaughter 

b 1124 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 15 OFFERED BY MS. JENKINS 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentlewoman from Kansas (Ms. JEN-
KINS) 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 Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 179, noes 244, 
not voting 8, as follows: 

[Roll No. 235] 

AYES—179 

Amash 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bilirakis 
Black 
Blackburn 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 

Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Coble 
Coffman 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Cotton 

Cramer 
Crawford 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Daines 
Denham 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Fincher 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gingrey (GA) 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Guthrie 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Kelly (PA) 
Kingston 
Kline 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latham 
Latta 

Long 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Massie 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meadows 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Mulvaney 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Perry 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 

Rokita 
Rooney 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Upton 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (IN) 

NOES—244 

Aderholt 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barrow (GA) 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera (CA) 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bridenstine 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chaffetz 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 

Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Dent 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gibson 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Grimm 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 

Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marino 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McAllister 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McKinley 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 

Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Mullin 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 

Rahall 
Rangel 
Reed 
Rogers (AL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stewart 

Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Waxman 
Welch 
Westmoreland 
Wilson (FL) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Yarmuth 
Young (AK) 

NOT VOTING—8 

Bass 
Duffy 
Gohmert 

Miller, Gary 
Richmond 
Rush 

Schwartz 
Slaughter 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1128 

Mr. HALL changed his vote from 
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 17 OFFERED BY MR. LAMBORN 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. LAM-
BORN) 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 Acting CHAIR. This is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 233, noes 191, 
not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 236] 

AYES—233 

Aderholt 
Amash 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barrow (GA) 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 

Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 

Cook 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Daines 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
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Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 

Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Maffei 
Marchant 
Marino 
McAllister 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rokita 

Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NOES—191 

Barber 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera (CA) 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 

Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 

Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 

Maloney, 
Carolyn 

Maloney, Sean 
Massie 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 

Payne 
Pelosi 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rohrabacher 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 

Sinema 
Sires 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—7 

Bass 
Duffy 
Miller, Gary 

Richmond 
Rush 
Schwartz 

Slaughter 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR 

The Acting CHAIR (during the vote). 
There is 1 minute remaining. 

b 1132 

Mr. COFFMAN changed his vote from 
‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

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

as above recorded. 
AMENDMENT NO. 21 OFFERED BY MR. SCHIFF 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from California (Mr. SCHIFF) 
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 is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 191, noes 233, 
not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 237] 

AYES—191 

Amash 
Bachmann 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Broun (GA) 
Brownley (CA) 
Burgess 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 

Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Dingell 

Doggett 
Doyle 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Garamendi 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith (VA) 

Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kuster 
Labrador 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 

Lummis 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Massie 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters (MI) 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Posey 
Price (NC) 

Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Rohrabacher 
Rooney 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Shea-Porter 
Sires 
Speier 
Stockman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Waters 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 

NOES—233 

Aderholt 
Amodei 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barrow (GA) 
Barton 
Bentivolio 
Bera (CA) 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Bustos 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costa 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Daines 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Rodney 
Delaney 
Denham 
Dent 

DeSantis 
Diaz-Balart 
Duckworth 
Duncan (SC) 
Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallego 
Garcia 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gingrey (GA) 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 

Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Marchant 
Marino 
McAllister 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Mullin 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Peters (CA) 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
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Price (GA) 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rokita 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Scalise 
Schneider 

Schock 
Schrader 
Scott, Austin 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 

Upton 
Valadao 
Vela 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—7 

Bass 
Duffy 
Miller, Gary 

Richmond 
Rush 
Schwartz 

Slaughter 

b 1136 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated against: 
Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chair, on rollcall No. 237, 

I inadvertently voted in the affirmative when I 
intended to vote in the negative. Had I been 
present, I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

AMENDMENT NO. 24 OFFERED BY MR. 
BLUMENAUER 

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished 
business is the demand for a recorded 
vote on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. BLU-
MENAUER) 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 is a 2- 

minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 224, noes 199, 
not voting 8, as follows: 

[Roll No. 238] 

AYES—224 

Amash 
Barber 
Barrow (GA) 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera (CA) 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Bridenstine 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Campbell 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 

Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 

Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Dent 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 

Garcia 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Gosar 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith (VA) 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Labrador 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 

Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, Sean 
Massie 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Renacci 

Rohrabacher 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Salmon 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stockman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Waxman 
Welch 
Whitfield 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOES—199 

Aderholt 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Daines 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 

Diaz-Balart 
Duncan (SC) 
Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gardner 
Gibbs 
Gingrey (GA) 
Goodlatte 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jordan 

Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
McAllister 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Mullin 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 

Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Reed 
Reichert 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 

Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 

Thornberry 
Tipton 
Turner 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—8 

Bass 
Duffy 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 

Miller, Gary 
Richmond 
Rush 
Schwartz 

Slaughter 

b 1140 

Mr. MULVANEY 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: 
Mr. MCINTYRE. Mr. Chair, during rollcall 

vote No. 238, Blumenauer Amendment No. 24 
to H.R. 4435, I mistakenly recorded my vote 
as ‘‘no’’ when I should have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

The Acting CHAIR. No further 
amendments being in order, under the 
rule, the Committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
TERRY) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
WOMACK, Acting Chair of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 4435) to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2015 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of 
Defense and for military construction, 
to prescribe military personnel 
strengths for such fiscal year, and for 
other purposes, and, pursuant to House 
Resolution 590, he reported the bill, as 
amended by House Resolution 585, back 
to the House with sundry further 
amendments 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 reported from the Com-
mittee of the Whole? If not, the Chair 
will put them en gros. 

The amendments were 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. PETERS of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I have a motion to recommit 
at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. PETERS of California. I am op-
posed in its current form. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Peters of California moves to recom-

mit the bill H.R. 4435 to the Committee on 
Armed Services with instructions to report 
the same back to the House forthwith with 
the following amendment: 

At end of title X, add the following new 
section: 
SEC. 1082. PROVISIONS RELATING TO WAGES, 

DISCRIMINATION, OUTSOURCING 
JOBS, STUDENT LOANS, AND BAG-
GAGE FEES. 

(a) PAYING A FAIR WAGE.—None of the 
funds authorized to be appropriated by this 
Act or otherwise made available to the De-
partment of Defense may be used to enter 
into any contract with any entity if such 
contract would violate Executive Order No. 
13658 (relating to payment of the minimum 
wage by contractors). 

(b) PROHIBITING DISCRIMINATION AGAINST 
WOMEN.—The Secretary of Defense shall en-
sure that women service members do not 
face gender discrimination in combat or in 
any other form of military service. 

(c) PROHIBITION ON CONTRACTING WITH COM-
PANIES THAT DENY EQUAL PAY OR THAT 
OUTSOURCE AMERICAN JOBS.— 

(1) PROHIBITION.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated by this Act or other-
wise made available to the Department of 
Defense may be used to enter into any con-
tract with an entity if the entity— 

(A) does not provide equal pay for equal 
work for women employees; or 

(B) has outsourced work previously per-
formed in the United States. 

(2) OUTSOURCED DEFINED.—In this section, 
the term ‘‘outsourced’’, with respect to an 
entity with employees performing work in 
the United States, means having fewer full- 
time equivalent employees in the United 
States and a larger number of such employ-
ees outside the United States on the last day 
of the calendar year compared to the first 
day of such calendar year. 

(3) WAIVER.—The Secretary of Defense may 
waive the prohibition in paragraph (1) if nec-
essary for national security purposes. 

(d) PROTECTING STUDENT LOANS.— 
(1) INSPECTOR GENERAL INVESTIGATION.— 

The Inspector General of the Department of 
Defense shall investigate the factors sur-
rounding the deceptive practices and exces-
sive interest and fees charged on student 
loans made to members of the Armed Forces. 

(2) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary of De-
fense shall prescribe regulations to better in-
form such members of their rights as bor-
rowers and the proper documentation re-
quired to qualify for student loans under the 
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act (50 U.S.C. 
App. 501 et seq.). 

(e) NO BAGGAGE FEES FOR MEMBERS OF THE 
ARMED FORCES.— 

(1) No air carrier may charge any fee for 
the transport of 4 or fewer items of baggage 
checked by a member of the Armed Forces 
who is— 

(A) traveling in scheduled air transpor-
tation on official military orders; and 

(B) being deployed on or returning from an 
overseas contingency operation. 

(2) For purposes of this section, the term 
‘‘baggage’’ does not include an item whose 
weight exceeds 80 pounds. 

Mr. MCKEON (during the reading). 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to dispense with the reading. 

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

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California (Mr. PETERS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

b 1145 

Mr. PETERS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, this is the final amendment 
to H.R. 4435, which will not kill the bill 
or send it back to committee. If adopt-
ed, the bill will immediately proceed to 
final passage, as amended. 

As a member of the House Armed 
Services Committee, I am proud of the 
bipartisan work we did this year to 
craft the 2015 National Defense Author-
ization Act, and I want to thank Chair-
man MCKEON, in his last year leading 
the committee, for his leadership and 
commitment to bipartisanship. 

Mr. Speaker, in San Diego, Coronado, 
and Poway, we are proud of the role 
our region plays in national security. 
My district alone is home to seven 
military installations, including MCAS 
Miramar, the Marine Corps Recruit 
Depot, Navy Region Southwest, Naval 
Base Coronado, and Naval Base Point 
Loma. 

San Diego County is home to more 
than 235,000 veterans, and this year, we 
launched the national model Military 
Transition Support Project, which will 
provide nonprofit and volunteer help 
for servicemembers transitioning to 
the workplace and private sector. San 
Diego is a military town, and we are 
proud of it. 

Defense is also a big part of our econ-
omy, responsible for more than 300,000 
jobs in the region, accounting for al-
most $25 billion in direct spending last 
year, and we were the home port of 53 
ships, with an economic impact of $4 
billion. 

It is fair to say, when the govern-
ment makes investments in our mili-
tary or sharp cuts like sequestration, 
we feel it locally. 

This amendment would ensure that, 
as we make our investments in na-
tional security of nearly $600 billion, in 
San Diego and across the country, we 
use that money to foster economic op-
portunity and equality here at home. 

My amendment ensures that the jobs 
we are creating are good jobs and pay 
the same minimum wage standard of 
$10.10 an hour as we are moving to 
statewide in California. 

Those working full time to support 
our national security mission shouldn’t 
be in poverty, struggling with the 
choice of food for their children, or 
keeping the lights on in the house. 

My amendment would also ensure 
pay equity. It is not news, Mr. Speaker, 
that women across the country con-
tinue to face pay inequity. In San 
Diego, women still make 75 cents for 
every dollar earned by their male coun-
terparts on average. 

This amendment would prohibit de-
fense contracts to companies that 
don’t provide equal pay for equal work. 
That is not a women’s issue; it is a 
family issue. Families in San Diego 
and across the country increasingly 
rely on women’s wages to pay bills, 

educate their children, and save for re-
tirement. 

Along with working to close the wage 
gap for women, this amendment codi-
fies into law a Department of Defense 
policy that is already in effect to allow 
women in combat, and this amendment 
keeps our promise to servicemembers 
through the GI Bill. 

Recently, Sallie Mae agreed to pay 
$97 million to settle allegations that 
military servicemembers were charged 
excessive interest and fees on their stu-
dent loans. That is absolutely appall-
ing and unacceptable. 

The amendment would require an in-
vestigation of these deceptive scam 
practices, ensure that they are stopped, 
and would require in the future that 
borrowers are informed of their rights. 

Our men and women in uniform and 
our veterans deserve our protection 
against fraud and to see that their GI 
Bill supports a high-quality education 
that leads to a high-quality job and 
nothing less. 

Finally, with the drawdown in Af-
ghanistan and the rebalance to the Pa-
cific, many of our servicemembers are 
traveling extensive distances to and 
from deployments. 

During this travel, many in uniform 
are being charged excessive baggage 
fees by commercial airlines. The 
amendment would prohibit airlines 
from collecting these fees, much of 
which is being charged on lifesaving 
equipment that servicemembers are 
buying and bringing in on their own be-
cause the Department doesn’t supply 
what is necessary. 

While it may seem like a small 
change, it will ease the burden on serv-
icemembers. Charging baggage fees is 
not the way we should be sending off or 
welcoming home our troops. 

In today’s bill, we are authorizing 
nearly $600 billion. As we support our 
national security and defense abroad, 
we have the chance to promote eco-
nomic opportunity and equal rights 
here at home. Our warfighters and all 
Americans who work to support them 
deserve nothing less. 

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

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
opposition to the motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from California is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleagues for their warm round of 
applause. It was great to hear their 
feelings. 

We, on the Armed Services Com-
mittee and here in Congress, have the 
responsibility to provide for our na-
tional defense for our interests around 
the world and the commitments we 
have made to our friends and allies. We 
do not have a defense to provide jobs. 

We have a defense to provide for our 
national security. Fortunately, the 
jobs that are provided through defense 
are good jobs. With the cuts that we 
have had in our defense, a lot of those 
jobs have gone away, and our defense 
has been weakened. 
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Colleagues, we have had a vigorous 

debate on this measure. This bill was 
marked up by six different subcommit-
tees, then the full Armed Services 
Committee considered the legislation. 
One hundred ninety-five amendments 
were offered during our markup alone, 
95 by Democrats and 100 by Repub-
licans. We adopted 154 of those, and the 
bill passed out of committee with 
unanimous support, 61–0. 

Then we moved the bill to the floor 
following regular order. One hundred 
sixty-nine more amendments were 
made in order, 39 bipartisan amend-
ments, 57 by Democrats, and 73 by Re-
publicans. 

Nobody can say we haven’t had 
ample opportunity to consider 
everybody’s ideas, discuss them, and 
vote. To everyone, I say thank you for 
your help, your support. It is impor-
tant to get this 53rd consecutive NDAA 
passed because of the important au-
thorities that are in the bill. Let’s op-
pose this motion to recommit and pass 
the bill. 

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. PETERS of California. 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 passage of the bill, if ordered. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 194, noes 227, 
not voting 10, as follows: 

[Roll No. 239] 

AYES—194 

Barber 
Barrow (GA) 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera (CA) 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 

Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 

Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 

Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 

Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 

Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOES—227 

Aderholt 
Amash 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Daines 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 

Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 

Massie 
McAllister 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 

Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 

Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 

Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—10 

Bass 
Coble 
Duffy 
Miller, Gary 

Richmond 
Roe (TN) 
Rush 
Schwartz 

Slaughter 
Wolf 

b 1158 

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. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I demand a recorded vote. 

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

will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 325, noes 98, 
not voting 8, as follows: 

[Roll No. 240] 

AYES—325 

Aderholt 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barrow (GA) 
Barton 
Beatty 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bera (CA) 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Braley (IA) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Camp 
Campbell 
Cantor 
Capito 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cartwright 
Cassidy 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clay 

Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Cotton 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Daines 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Duckworth 
Duncan (SC) 
Ellmers 
Enyart 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gabbard 

Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Goodlatte 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Holding 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 
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Kaptur 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kilmer 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Kuster 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Latta 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Long 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Matheson 
McAllister 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Messer 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 

Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Price (GA) 
Rahall 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schweikert 

Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Takano 
Terry 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walz 
Waters 
Waxman 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NOES—98 

Amash 
Becerra 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Capps 
Capuano 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Crowley 
Cummings 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Deutch 
Doyle 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fudge 
Gohmert 
Gosar 
Grayson 
Griffith (VA) 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings (FL) 

Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Huffman 
Jeffries 
Jones 
Keating 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kind 
Labrador 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lummis 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
Meng 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Pallone 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 

Pelosi 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Posey 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rohrabacher 
Roybal-Allard 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Serrano 
Sires 
Speier 
Stockman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Thompson (CA) 
Tierney 
Tonko 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Weber (TX) 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—8 

Bass 
Coble 
Duffy 

Miller, Gary 
Richmond 
Rush 

Schwartz 
Slaughter 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
MEADOWS) (during the vote). There are 
2 minutes remaining. 

b 1216 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The title of the bill was amended so 

as to read: ‘‘A bill to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2015 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.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

AUTHORIZING THE CLERK TO 
MAKE CORRECTIONS IN EN-
GROSSMENT OF H.R. 4435, HOW-
ARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015 

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Clerk be 
authorized to make technical correc-
tions in the engrossment of H.R. 4435, 
including corrections in spelling, punc-
tuation, section and title numbering, 
cross-referencing, conforming amend-
ments to the table of contents and 
short titles, and the insertion of appro-
priate headings, and that the amend-
atory instructions for amendment No. 
35 be changed from ‘‘after line 21’’ to 
‘‘after line 9.’’ 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

ANNOUNCEMENT REGARDING 
CLASSIFIED SCHEDULE OF AU-
THORIZATIONS AND CLASSIFIED 
ANNEX ACCOMPANYING INTEL-
LIGENCE AUTHORIZATION ACT 
FOR FISCAL YEARS 2014 AND 2015 

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I wish to announce to all 
Members of the House that the Perma-
nent Select Committee on Intelligence 
has ordered the bill H.R. 4681, the Intel-
ligence Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Years 2014 and 2015, reported favorably 
to the House today with an amend-
ment, and will file its report on the bill 
in the House next week. The bill is cur-
rently expected to be considered in the 
House next week. 

Mr. Speaker, the classified schedules 
of authorizations and the classified an-
nexes accompanying the bill are avail-
able for review by Members at the of-
fices of the Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence in Room HVC– 
304 of the Capitol Visitors Center. The 
committee office will be open during 
regular business hours for the conven-

ience of any Member who wishes to re-
view this material prior to its consider-
ation of the House. 

I recommend that Members wishing 
to review the classified annex contact 
the committee’s director of security to 
arrange a time and date for that view-
ing. This will assure the availability of 
committee staff to assist Members who 
desire assistance during their review of 
these classified materials. 

I urge interested Members to review 
these materials in order to better un-
derstand the committee’s recommenda-
tions. The classified annexes to the 
committee’s report contain the com-
mittee’s recommendations on the in-
telligence budget for fiscal years 2014 
and 2015 and related classified informa-
tion that cannot be disclosed publicly. 

It is important that Members keep in 
mind the requirements of clause 13 of 
House rule XXIII, which only permits 
access to classified information by 
those Members of the House who have 
signed the oath provided for in the 
rules. 

If a Member has not yet signed that 
oath but wishes to review the classified 
annexes and schedules of authoriza-
tions, the committee staff can admin-
ister the oath and see to it that the ex-
ecuted form is sent to the Clerk’s of-
fice. In addition, the committee’s rules 
require that Members agree in writing 
to a nondisclosure agreement. The 
agreement indicates that the Member 
has been granted access to the classi-
fied annexes and that they are familiar 
with the rules of the House and the 
committee with respect to the classi-
fied nature of that information and the 
limitations on the disclosure of that 
information. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 
(Mr. HOYER asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
my friend from Virginia (Mr. CANTOR), 
the majority leader, for the purpose of 
inquiring of the schedule of the week 
to come. 

Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman 
from Maryland, the Democratic whip, 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, on Monday, the House 
is not in session in observation of Me-
morial Day. 

On Tuesday, the House will meet in 
pro forma session at noon and no votes 
are expected. 

On Wednesday, the House will meet 
at noon for morning hour and 2 p.m. for 
legislative business. Votes will be post-
poned until 6:30 p.m. 

On Thursday, the House will meet at 
10 a.m. for morning hour and noon for 
legislative business. 

On Friday, the House will meet at 9 
a.m. for legislative business. Last votes 
of the week are expected no later than 
3 p.m. 

Mr. Speaker, the House will consider 
a few suspensions next week, a com-
plete list of which will be announced at 
the close of business tomorrow. 
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In addition, the House will consider 

H.R. 4660, the Fiscal Year 2015 Com-
merce, Justice, and Science Appropria-
tions Act, sponsored by subcommittee 
Chairman FRANK WOLF. Members are 
advised that general and amendment 
debate to the bill is expected after the 
6 p.m. vote series on Wednesday night. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the House will 
consider H.R. 4661, the Fiscal Years 
2014 and 2015 Intelligence Authoriza-
tion Act authored by Chairman MIKE 
ROGERS. Providing the tools and the 
oversight of the intelligence commu-
nity is a vital role of Congress, as we 
have shown earlier today. We should 
remember the intelligence community 
serves a vital role in warning senior 
policymakers about looming threats, 
and is absolutely essential to meeting 
the needs of our military. Sustaining 
our military and intelligence capabili-
ties are core interests of the United 
States. I look forward to swift passage 
of this bill in the House. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for his information. 

I note that an appropriations bill and 
the CJS bill will be on the floor next 
week. 

Let me pursue, if I can, Mr. Speaker, 
the progress that the Appropriations 
Committee will be making. 

Am I correct, Mr. Leader, that this 
will be an open rule on the CJS bill? 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I would 
say to the gentleman that the Rules 
Committee has already done its work 
and the House has already passed the 
bill, the rule bill, which provides for an 
open rule. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for that information. 

I understand, in addition, that the 
Appropriations Committee continues 
to mark up bills this week to pass their 
fourth bill, the Transportation-HUD 
bill, out of committee. 

The question I would propound to the 
majority leader, Mr. Speaker, is wheth-
er or not we anticipate completing the 
markup of the 12 appropriation bills be-
fore the August break? 

I yield to the majority Leader. 
Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I would 

say to the gentleman that the com-
mittee certainly has expressed its de-
sire, as our conference has, as the 
Speaker has, to move all 12 appropria-
tions bills, and we will move towards 
that goal in an expeditious nature as 
much as we can. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman, 
Mr. Speaker, for the information. 

Obviously, one of the bills that I am 
particularly concerned about is the 
Labor, Health, and Education invest-
ments that we have been making. 
There is a substantial cut proposed in 
the 302(b) allocations, which is the allo-
cations of the larger number to the 12 
subcommittees, a substantial cut in 
the Labor-Health bill, well below his-
toric levels. I hope that as we continue 
to work through the appropriations 
process, we can address that issue and 
not double down on the cuts that have 
already occurred in what I think the 

Leader and I both believe is a very crit-
ical bill, which includes funding for the 
National Institutes of Health. 

We have 31 days left to go before the 
August break, legislative days, 43 days 
until our break in October, so time is 
essence. I would hope that we could ad-
dress these bills and debate the prior-
ities that these bills represent before 
we leave for the August break. 

I yield to my friend if he wants to 
comment on that. 

Mr. CANTOR. I would say to the gen-
tleman just briefly, there is a $1 billion 
cut to a $155 billion bill. That rep-
resents a 0.9 percent decrease, accord-
ing to what the committee has set 
forth as far as the 302(b)s are con-
cerned. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, the $155 
billion, of course, is a gross figure and 
includes items beyond discretionary 
figures in that bill. 

The fact of the matter is that NIH 
has been cut by a very substantially 
higher percentage than that, some-
where in the neighborhood of 6 percent, 
maybe 5 percent. So it is a substantial 
decrease in the ability to pursue 
grants, both external grants and inter-
nal research by the NIH, on the afflic-
tions that confront our people, whether 
it be heart disease, cancer, pediatric 
research, diabetes, Alzheimer’s. All of 
those will be affected to a much larger 
extent than would be projected by the 
gross figure of $155 billion to which the 
Leader responds. 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOYER. I certainly will yield. 
Mr. CANTOR. I thank the gentleman. 
Just to clarify, the amount of the 

$155 billion is the 302(b). That is the 
discretionary amount. So I would just 
underscore the fact that the $1 billion 
cut applies to the $155 billion discre-
tionary amount. 

But the gentleman knows—he has 
worked on issues of NIH funding—he 
knows that I am very committed to 
making a priority out of funding med-
ical research at NIH. We have been suc-
cessful in the House. The President 
signed into law the Gabriella Miller 
Kids First Research Act, which is just 
the first step towards making a pri-
ority out of medical research, in this 
instance, for pediatrics, and to doing 
away with spending in other areas that 
are not as much of a priority. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that leader-
ship is about assessing priorities and 
making sure taxpayer dollars are being 
allocated as such. 

We also passed bills out of the House 
having to do with graduate medical 
education and making sure that pediat-
rics and the need for more pediatri-
cians to deal with children is there. 

I share the gentleman’s overall con-
cern that we make a commitment long 
term to finding cures so that we can ul-
timately save lives, but also save tax-
payer dollars, as we would like to ar-
rest the increase in health care costs. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman, 
Mr. Speaker, for his remarks, and I will 

look forward to debating what he says 
is an important responsibility of this 
House, and that is to set priorities. 
When the Labor-Health bill comes be-
fore us—and the $155 billion is the 
gross number that goes to that com-
mittee; the $30 billion-plus is what NIH 
has, and the $1.5 billion that I am talk-
ing about is a cut to NIH, not to the 
gross figure of $155 billion, so I under-
stand the figures. But we will have an 
opportunity to debate that when we 
come to the floor on the Labor-Health 
bill, if, in fact, we ever come to the 
floor on the Labor-Health bill. We 
didn’t come to it last year or the year 
before. Hopefully, we will come to it 
this year. 

Two additional things I would like to 
ask the leader, Mr. Speaker. 

b 1230 
Earlier this week, I had an oppor-

tunity to meet with a number of 
DREAMers who want to join the Armed 
Forces of the United States. There is a 
bill called the ENLIST Act, introduced 
by one of our Republican Members, 
that essentially says that we are going 
to allow DREAMers to enlist, and 
through their service, they could estab-
lish their paths to citizenship. 

Mr. Speaker, that is an important 
bill for me because my father came 
from Denmark. He came here in 1934, 
at the age of 32. He served in the 
Armed Forces of the United States, and 
he became a citizen through his service 
during World War II in the Armed 
Forces of the United States. 

The sponsor of the ENLIST Act want-
ed to offer it to the defense authoriza-
tion bill that we just passed. Last year, 
when the House considered the defense 
authorization bill, an amendment simi-
lar to the ENLIST Act was made in 
order. 

Unfortunately, it was not made in 
order this time, so we didn’t get an op-
portunity to vote on that one way or 
the other. The majority leader knows, 
Mr. Speaker, that I have been asking in 
almost every colloquy when we are 
going to consider legislation that will 
deal with the broken immigration sys-
tem that confronts us. This was one op-
portunity. It was, again, rejected. It 
was not missed—rejected. 

So many colleagues on the Repub-
lican side of the aisle—Mr. SCHOCK— 
said that we need a clear path to citi-
zenship for workers who are already 
here. ADAM KINZINGER said that, 
through commonsense policies, we 
have the opportunity to grow our econ-
omy, and we must work hard to come 
to an agreement on how to bring un-
documented workers out of the shad-
ows. 

JOHN SHIMKUS said that we have to 
address the 12 million undocumented 
immigrants who are already here by 
moving them legally into the work-
force. The Chamber of Commerce, the 
AFL–CIO, growers, farmworkers, and 
faith groups across the spectrum are 
all urging us to pass immigration re-
form; yet, frankly, we are not address-
ing it in any way even on this. I think, 
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surely, we could have gotten a con-
sensus on the ENLIST Act, but it was 
itself rejected. 

I would urge the majority leader, Mr. 
Speaker, to perhaps give us some sense 
beyond ‘‘we don’t trust the President.’’ 
We know that hardly anybody on that 
side of the aisle trusts the President. 

If the issue is simply trusting the 
President, let’s shut down. Let’s not do 
anything, which, essentially, is what 
we have done, as a matter of fact, as I 
say that. Let’s not do anything. Let’s 
not pass any new laws. That is not 
what the American people expect, but 
that seems to be the premise. 

Now, presumably, we passed the De-
fense Authorization Act because we ex-
pect the President to pass it; but if we 
simply don’t trust him, why pass the 
bill? 

That is not an excuse. That is not a 
reason. In fact, it is a derogation of our 
responsibility, Mr. Speaker. I would 
hope that the majority leader would 
tell me when, if ever, we are going to 
address the broken system that he and 
I agree is a broken system. 

I yield to my friend, the majority 
leader. 

Mr. CANTOR. The gentleman knows 
that I am one who consistently says 
that the system of immigration is bro-
ken. I have also said that I am mindful 
and support the fact that, if a kid who 
is brought here by his or her parents— 
unbeknownst to that child—has never 
lived anywhere else or remembers liv-
ing anywhere else and wants to serve 
in our military, he should be able to do 
so. It is my position that that child 
should have a path to citizenship after 
such service. 

However, the NDAA bill was not the 
appropriate place for the discussion on 
that issue. I have been consistent with 
that position over the last several 
weeks and months. I remain committed 
to what the intent of the ENLIST Act 
is trying to achieve. There are Mem-
bers involved who are working on the 
necessary language to see whether it is 
possible for us to move forward on that 
measure. 

Beyond that, on the issue of the com-
prehensive bill that the gentleman re-
fers to, he knows—we have stood here 
many times before—we are opposed to 
the Senate bill. I have had discussions 
with the White House, and I continue 
to say we are opposed to a comprehen-
sive bill. 

Whether the gentleman likes or 
doesn’t like the fact that there is not a 
lot of trust on the part of this House or 
of this majority in the President, 
frankly, it is about the American peo-
ple. What they have seen is unilateral 
action being taken by this White House 
and the President on bills passed by 
Congress. 

It is, at a minimum, frustrating for 
us in the House to watch what goes on 
and the flouting of Congress—the ig-
noring of Congress—when it comes to 
decisions made to implement a law ac-
cording to what the White House 
thinks it is, not according to the stat-

ute. This is the fundamental problem, 
and I have expressed that myself to the 
President. 

If we could see our way towards dis-
crete, incremental steps toward 
strengthening law enforcement at the 
border and toward doing things like 
the green card on the diploma or the 
ENLIST Act without the introduction 
of the insistence of a comprehensive 
attempt, then I believe we may be able 
to make progress, but to this day, it 
has been my way or the highway, all or 
nothing. That is not going to work. 

I have told that to the gentleman 
publicly and privately, Mr. Speaker, 
and I would just say so again. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for his comments. 

Very frankly, we can’t impose my 
way or the highway in this House, Mr. 
Speaker, as you well know. The Repub-
licans are in the majority. We can’t im-
pose any way. We can simply ask for 
some way for it to be brought to the 
floor. It can be brought forth individ-
ually, the ENLIST Act. 

I would ask, Mr. Speaker, whether 
the majority leader believes the EN-
LIST Act is going to be brought to the 
floor. I would ask him whether any of 
the bills that are passed out of the Re-
publican Judiciary Committee are 
going to be brought to the floor. They 
passed out over 6 months ago. 

A bill out of the Homeland Security 
Committee to deal with border security 
passed out of the committee some 4- 
plus months ago, and it has not been 
brought to this floor. 

We are not looking for my way. We 
are looking for any way—some way. We 
are looking for a path—a way—to get 
to addressing this issue, and there has 
been no way. He is correct, but it is not 
we who are imposing no way. 

It is the failure to bring a bill to the 
floor, Mr. Speaker, that we can con-
sider. In a transparent way, the House 
can work its will, which, of course, was 
the commitment that Speaker BOEH-
NER made when he became the Speaker 
of this House. 

That is the problem. It is not what 
the President does, and it is not what 
the Senate does, but it is what we are 
not doing on this House floor, and that 
is bringing options to the floor, so that 
we can vote up or down, and maybe we 
will lose. 

There were four bills out of the Judi-
ciary Committee that we didn’t largely 
support, but the Republican leadership 
on the committee supported those 
bills, and the majority of the Repub-
licans supported those bills. They are 
not to the floor. So it is a question of 
not doing it your way. We are doing it 
no way. 

I continue to be frustrated when the 
majority leader, Mr. Speaker, responds 
to me that, somehow, they don’t trust 
the President. Presumably, they trust 
their committee chairs. Presumably, 
you trust yourselves, and presumably, 
if you bring something to the floor, 
you trust that you will vote the way 
you believe as we will do on this side of 
the aisle. 

Maybe some on our side of the aisle 
will agree with you, and maybe some 
on your side will agree with us, but if 
we don’t bring it to the floor, it is no 
way, and we are not going to get much 
progress there. 

There are two other issues I will dis-
cuss briefly, unless the majority leader 
wants to respond to that. The Voting 
Rights Act, he and I have had brief dis-
cussions about that. I know he has ex-
pressed himself publicly. 

Mr. Leader, is there any possibility 
of our making progress on the Voting 
Rights Act between now and the Au-
gust break? 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the majority 
leader. 

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, as the 
gentleman knows, I am committed and 
remain committed to upholding the 
very sacred right to vote for all Amer-
ican citizens, and I see the Voting 
Rights Act as something that has his-
torically afforded that ability. 

The recent actions of the Supreme 
Court have raised some issues, obvi-
ously, in the minds of some in the 
House. We have been working with our 
Members on our side of the aisle, as 
well as on the gentleman’s. 

I know the Senate is undertaking 
hearings across the way, and it is still 
my hope to try and resolve this in an 
acceptable manner. I do know that 
there are still a lot of differences and 
that the gentleman knows as well, but 
I remain committed, again, to making 
sure that we uphold that sacred right 
to vote for all American citizens. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank the majority leader for his con-
tinuing positive comments with re-
spect to assuring that every American 
not only has the right to vote, but has 
the access to vote and that we facili-
tate one’s casting of that vote. 

I look forward and my office looks 
forward to continuing to work with 
him towards that objective. Time, of 
course, is of the essence on this, so I 
am hopeful that we can move forward 
sooner, rather than later. 

The last subject I would bring up— 
and we have also had brief discussions 
on this, Mr. Speaker, with the majority 
leader—is that the Export-Import Bank 
authority will expire in the not too dis-
tant future. 

We believe on this side of the aisle 
that this is a very, very important 
piece of legislation. We have an agenda 
called Make It In America. One of the 
things that is important for the Make 
It in America agenda is to encourage 
and to facilitate the exporting of goods 
overseas. We think the Export-Import 
Bank does exactly that. 

I would ask the majority leader, Mr. 
Speaker, if there is any prospect of 
bringing that to the floor. I might ob-
serve that the majority leader and I 
worked very, very closely and effec-
tively, in a bipartisan way, when we 
authorized the Export-Import Bank the 
last time. I am hopeful that we can 
continue to do the same. 

I yield to my friend, the majority 
leader. 
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Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I would 

say to the gentleman that I have said 
to the chairman of the Financial Serv-
ices Committee, Mr. HENSARLING, that 
I will look to him and his leadership on 
that issue as the committee works its 
way through the varying issues and the 
Member positions that are out there, 
and I will look to see what the Finan-
cial Services Committee does. 

Mr. HOYER. I understand that com-
ment. I also understand that the chair-
man of the Financial Services Com-
mittee is opposed to the Export-Import 
Bank. He has said that publicly. 

So I would hope, at some point in 
time, again, that the majority of the 
House could work its will because I do 
not believe that the chairman of the 
Financial Services Committee rep-
resents the majority of this House in 
this instance. 

Therefore, I am hopeful that we can 
move forward and that I can work with 
the majority leader’s office, as we did 
with the last authorization, to reach 
that objective. 

Mr. Speaker, unless the majority 
leader asks me to yield, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

f 

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW 
Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 3 p.m. tomorrow; when the 
House adjourns on that day, it adjourn 
to meet at noon on Tuesday, May 27, 
2014; and when the House adjourns on 
that day, it adjourn to meet at noon on 
Wednesday, May 28, 2014, for morning- 
hour debate and 2 p.m. for legislative 
business. 

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

There was no objection. 
f 

NATIONAL SULLIVAN CUP ARMOR 
COMPETITION 

(Mr. PERRY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
congratulate four members of the 
Pennsylvania National Guard who 
placed among the top four teams in the 
national Sullivan Cup armor competi-
tion, held on May 11–15 of this year, in 
Fort Benning, Georgia. 

Sergeant First Class Bryan Bailey, 
Sergeant Michael Schultz, Specialist 
Timothy Humpal, and Specialist 
Zachary Zondory represented the 3– 
103rd Armor Battalion, 55th Armored 
Brigade, 28th Infantry Division, who 
came in fourth out of only 17 U.S. 
Army, Marine Corps, and Canadian 
tank crews. 

The toughness, skill level, and expe-
rience demonstrated by our Guard sol-
diers is further proof that the 55th Ar-
mored Brigade not only is one of the 
elite brigades in the entire U.S. Army, 
but that the Guard is—absolutely is— 
ready, trained, and capable. 

b 1245 

REBUILDING THE VA 

(Mr. BARROW of Georgia asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. BARROW of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to continue to call for 
action to address problems we face at 
VA clinics all across the country. This 
issue hits home for the folks I rep-
resent in Georgia, where three veterans 
have died and many more have seen 
their condition worsen because of inad-
equate health care. 

This isn’t going to go anywhere until 
we get serious about holding someone 
accountable. Regrettably, that should 
start with Secretary Eric Shinseki. 
General Shinseki has done a tremen-
dous service for this country, and while 
he has tried to do some goods things at 
the VA during his time, other veterans 
aren’t getting the most basic benefits 
they have earned. 

Literally, months have passed, and to 
this day no one has been held respon-
sible, no solution has been found, and 
getting information from the VA is 
like pulling teeth. 

The folks I represent want answers, 
and Secretary Shinseki stepping down 
should be the start of a nationwide ef-
fort to rebuild the VA, because that is 
what our veterans deserve. 

f 

HOUSE PASSAGE OF MEPS ACT 

(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 am proud to say that 
last night, the language that Rep-
resentative TIM RYAN of Ohio and I in-
troduced in March, H.R. 4305, the Med-
ical Evaluation Parity for Service-
members Act, or MEPS Act, was in-
cluded as an amendment in the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act. This 
bipartisan legislation passed the full 
House this morning. 

While our military has made great 
strides to address issues of mental ill-
ness, large gaps exist in this response 
that we must fill. Given these chal-
lenges and in light of the tragic events 
such as those at Fort Hood, we must 
and can do more. 

Today, military recruits must under-
go comprehensive physical evaluations. 
But what some are surprised or even 
shocked to hear is that currently no 
similar exam exists for mental com-
petency. 

The MEPS Act institutes a prelimi-
nary mental health assessment for all 
incoming recruits. This bill will offer 
our military an important tool and 
move us to a more comprehensive and 
effective approach to suicide preven-
tion and detection. 

I applaud my colleagues for joining 
us in support of this bill and encourage 
the Senate to take action on this im-
portant reform. 

NATIONAL MARITIME DAY 

(Ms. HAHN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize National Maritime Day, 
an opportunity for us to celebrate and 
salute our mariners who have pro-
tected this great Nation. 

Since the early days of this Nation, 
the United States Merchant Marine has 
been the foundation of our economic 
security, serving as our ‘‘fourth arm of 
defense’’ in both peace and war. They 
have been essential in bringing food to 
the world’s hungry and delivering sup-
plies to our brave men and women 
overseas in times of war. They have 
done so much for our Nation. 

Today, on National Maritime Day, 
we take this opportunity to honor their 
service and sacrifice. 

Over 200,000 Merchant Mariners 
served in World War II, and more than 
8,000 lost their lives in enemy waters, a 
rate higher than any uniformed serv-
ice. Unfortunately, these brave men 
were not eligible for the GI Bill that 
helped millions of veterans go to col-
lege and buy a home. 

That is why I have introduced the 
Honoring our World War II Merchant 
Mariners Act of 2013. This bill would 
provide just $1,000 in monthly benefits 
to the nearly 10,000 surviving World 
War II Mariners. 

I would like to give a shout out to 
the American Merchant Marine Vet-
erans Memorial Committee in San 
Pedro that is honoring our Merchant 
Mariners. 

f 

DOTCOM ACT 

(Mrs. BLACKBURN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to thank Chairman MCKEON for 
supporting Congressmen SHIMKUS, 
ROKITA, and me, in support of adding 
the DOTCOM Act as an amendment to 
our National Defense Authorization 
Act. 

I support a free market multistake-
holder model of Internet governance. 
In a perfect world, ICANN AND IANA 
would be free of government control 
and fully privatized. However, we don’t 
live in a perfect world, and we know 
full well that China and Russia have a 
different view of perfection and are 
willing to aggressively pursue it. Their 
end goal is to have ICANN and IANA 
functions migrate to the U.N.’s ITU. 

Passage of today’s NDAA and inclu-
sion of DOTCOM gives the multistake-
holder model a chance to succeed, but 
it does so with congressional oversight. 
However, if we begin to sense—even for 
a minute—that that model isn’t work-
ing, I will be the first Member to call 
on this body to taken stronger actions. 

Again, I thank the chairman and my 
colleagues for bringing this about 
today. 
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ENDING THE WAR IN 

AFGHANISTAN 

(Mr. CICILLINE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, after 
more than a decade of war, the loss of 
2,178 American heroes, thousands seri-
ously injured, and the expenditure of 
nearly $2 trillion, we must end our 
military presence in Afghanistan now, 
safely bring our troops home, and begin 
to focus on the urgent challenges we 
face here in America. 

A sustainable, long-term peace can 
only be accomplished when the people 
of Afghanistan assume responsibility 
for their own security. 

Yesterday, our colleague JIM MCGOV-
ERN offered an amendment that di-
rected the President to rapidly accel-
erate the transition of U.S. combat op-
erations in Afghanistan to the Afghan 
government by December, and would 
have required congressional approval if 
the President sought to keep U.S. mili-
tary forces in Afghanistan after that. 
Unfortunately, we were denied the 
right to have a debate and vote on this 
amendment. 

We owe the brave men and women in 
uniform a clear plan to bring them 
home safely and soon and to end this 
war now. 

After more than 12 years of war and 
the killing of Osama bin Laden, it is 
time to end the war in Afghanistan and 
instead focus our attention on creating 
jobs, rebuilding our infrastructure, pro-
viding care for our veterans, and focus-
ing on the serious fiscal challenges fac-
ing our Nation. 

f 

HONORING DOUGLAS H. CAREY 

(Mr. JOLLY asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. JOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to extend my deepest condolences—and 
those of Florida’s 13th Congressional 
District—to the family, friends, and 
fellow police officers of Mr. Douglas H. 
Carey, who tragically lost his life ear-
lier this week. 

Officer Carey began his service with 
the Clearwater Police Department as a 
patrolman on December 9, 1968. For 
nearly two decades, he assisted the 
people of Clearwater as a patrolman, a 
field training officer, and eventually as 
a detective. But his retirement from 
police work in 1987 was hardly the end 
of service. 

Following his retirement, Officer 
Carey served on the security staff of 
Morton Plant Hospital. In 2010, he re-
joined his brothers and sisters within 
the police department as a school 
crossing guard. 

Officer Carey lost his life while doing 
what he loved and what he did best: 
protecting and serving his community. 
He was 70 years old. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to honor the life 
and service today of Officer Carey, who 

is survived by his loving wife of 42 
years, Jean; his son, Brian; his daugh-
ter, Toni; and his young grandson, 
Dylan. 

Officer Carey will be greatly missed, 
but his spirit lives on through the 
many, many lives he has touched in 
our community of Pinellas County, 
Florida. 

f 

TOURETTE SYNDROME 
AWARENESS MONTH 

(Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mex-
ico asked and was given permission to 
address the House for 1 minute and to 
revise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mexico. 
Mr. Speaker, last week, I had the op-
portunity to meet with a bright young 
boy who was diagnosed with Tourette 
syndrome and is working to bring at-
tention to this disorder. His passion is 
an inspiration, and I want to share his 
own words about the importance of 
raising awareness. 

Dear Congressman Luján. My name is 
Alexander Dennis. I live in Rio Rancho, New 
Mexico, and am 14 years old. 

I grew up with a neurological disorder 
called Tourette syndrome. It causes me and 
about 200,000 others in the United States to 
make sudden movements and uncontrollable 
sounds. This disorder affects me daily and is 
a lifelong condition. There is no cure for 
Tourette syndrome. 

I have to live daily with painful neck and 
full-body jerks. Others with this disorder 
have different severity levels and different 
types of movement. It is noticeable to oth-
ers, but I do not know I am doing the move-
ments sometimes. 

There are not many doctors that are expe-
rienced with Tourette syndrome, and it took 
me 4 years to be properly diagnosed. 

May 15 through June 15 is Tourette Syn-
drome Awareness Month, and I am writing to 
you because I am working to raise awareness 
to the challenges people face that have this 
syndrome. Any help that you can give will be 
greatly appreciated to me and all that suffer 
from this disorder. 

Thank you, Alexander, for your voice 
and your efforts. I look forward to 
working with you on this issue. 

f 

BUDGET IMPACTS ON OUR 
MILITARY 

(Mr. NUNNELEE asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. NUNNELEE. Mr. Speaker, the 
most important function of our govern-
ment is to provide for the common de-
fense. That is why I am pleased that 
the National Defense Authorization 
Act blocks the administration’s end 
strength reduction proposal, as well as 
redistribution of important National 
Guard aviation assets. But I do have 
some specific concerns. 

Of specific concern of this misguided 
and shortsighted proposal is the impact 
on the Mississippi National Guard’s 
155th Heavy Brigade Combat Team. 
This unit has a proven history of de-
fending freedom abroad. But recently, 
when our State was hit by devastating 
tornados, these were the first respond-

ers. They provided vital security and 
search and rescue. I commend these 
men and women that make up the 
155th and express my concern for the 
support of their mission. 

Congress cannot balance our budget 
on the backs of the men and women 
voluntarily serving our country, nor 
expect their families, who already give 
so much, to make further sacrifices. 

To find areas within our Federal Gov-
ernment to responsibly cut, we must 
look at all forms of Federal spending, 
not just the discretionary spending 
alone. 

f 

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 
(Mr. FITZPATRICK asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, our 
veterans risked their lives in service of 
our Nation. When they come home, 
they deserve to be treated with dignity 
and respect, especially by those they 
count on to provide them with essen-
tial medical care. 

The disturbing reports about the un-
ethical treatment of our military men 
and women by the VA is not only an af-
front to those that we count on to pro-
tect our freedoms and our liberties, it 
highlights a systemic lack of account-
ability, starting at the top and perme-
ating throughout the agency. 

Mr. Speaker, no veteran should pass 
away waiting for the care they need or 
the benefits that they deserve. The in-
eptitude of the VA is an affront to the 
sacrifice of the veterans who are turn-
ing to this agency for assistance and 
the taxpayers whose hard-earned dol-
lars should be funding this worthy 
cause. 

While this week the House took ac-
tion to empower the VA to rid itself of 
those who fail to meet their respon-
sibilities with the passage of the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs Manage-
ment Accountability Act, there is still 
much work to be done. 

I firmly believe that sunlight is the 
best disinfectant, and I will continue to 
work to shine a bright light on the sit-
uation until we can assure that the VA 
provides the service and respect that 
our veterans deserve. 

f 

HISTORIC PRAYER SERVICE 
(Mr. BILIRAKIS asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to celebrate the inspiring prayer 
service between Pope Francis and Ecu-
menical Patriarch Bartholomew this 
Sunday at the Church of the Holy Sep-
ulcher in Jerusalem. 

These two spiritual leaders of 1.5 bil-
lion Christians worldwide are cele-
brating the 50th anniversary of the 
first historic meeting in Jerusalem be-
tween their predecessors: Pope Paul VI 
and Ecumenical Patriarch Athenagoras 
in 1964. 
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Sunday’s meeting in the Holy Land 

serves to recognize mutual respect and 
admiration between the two churches 
that was reignited 50 years ago. It is 
fitting that it takes place at the birth-
place of Christianity: Jerusalem. 

I commend the leadership of Pope 
Francis and Ecumenical Patriarch Bar-
tholomew, who both glorify God and 
demonstrate that Christianity is char-
acterized by love, peace, and compas-
sion. 

f 

HONORING OUR VETERANS 

(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, all 
that we do and all that America does is 
owed to the greatness of our Constitu-
tion and to men and women whom we 
will honor this coming Monday, Memo-
rial Day. 

I call today upon Americans, wher-
ever they may be, to stop for a moment 
to honor them. 

A few years ago, I passed unanimous 
legislation on this floor to honor all of 
those who had ever served in combat. 
But we honor those who fell in the line 
of duty. This coming week, we will re-
member them, as we should every year. 

As I go home, I will be visiting one of 
my veterans hospitals to be reminded 
of those who still stand, and to commit 
that we will fix every problem that de-
nies or undermines the health care sys-
tem of our veterans. 

I have introduced the Heroes Act to 
ensure that veterans who have gained 
many good skills in service can equate 
those skills to civilian work, that they 
are treated with respect and dignity as 
managers and leaders, because that is 
what they were when they served in 
the United States military. 

And so we honor our fallen soldiers 
and their families. We will gather 
today as Americans this weekend. We 
will stand united under the flag, saying 
thank you, for you have told all of us 
that freedom is not free. 

f 

b 1300 

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT AND CURRENT 
EVENTS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority 
leader. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I want-
ed to comment about the work done on 
the National Defense Authorization 
Act. I know Chairman MCKEON has 
done a tremendous amount of work. I 
know, from dealing with him during 
this work on the defense budget, it has 
been extremely difficult for him. 

I remain concerned where we have an 
administration that has kept our peo-
ple in Afghanistan with less than fa-
vorable rules of engagement, where we 

have people in harm’s way and con-
stantly being called on to be alert, be 
in positions where they may be in 
harm’s way; and, yet, the authorization 
ends up being $45 billion less than the 
President’s own projection for fiscal 
year 2014 budget request, and $30.7 bil-
lion less than that, that was enacted 
for fiscal year 2014 in the NDAA Public 
Law 113–66. 

Back in the summer of 2011, I told 
our leadership that the deficit was a 
major problem, of course, as all of our 
conference realizes, as those on the 
other side of the aisle used to talk 
about until they got into the majority 
and blew the lid off the deficit. 

To raise the debt ceiling, set up a 
supercommittee that I knew was going 
to fail, said it was going to fail because 
the Senate Democrats would never 
allow an agreement because they want-
ed to be able to blame Republicans for 
not getting a deal. 

The mainstream media always buys 
whatever they said, even when they 
shut down the government, as HARRY 
REID did last September 30th, by refus-
ing to take up even the most extreme 
compromises that this House was will-
ing to make. 

So they know they will get coverage 
from the mainstream media, and even 
some amazing examples of complete 
abandonment of any type of journal-
istic integrity. They knew they would 
be protected. 

So they did refuse to allow an agree-
ment. Even when Senators—Repub-
lican Senators reached out, indications 
were they thought they could get a 
deal, but I knew they were not going to 
allow the supercommittee to reach an 
agreement, no matter how far they 
bent over backwards, and that is what 
happened. 

That meant the sequestration would 
occur. I had no problem with the 
amount of cuts in the sequestration. I 
had a problem with the number one job 
of the Federal Government, being to 
provide for the common defense, tak-
ing the biggest devastating hit in the 
sequestration. That was the problem. 

So, because of that, I am still very 
concerned about the massive cuts to 
our defense when we are more hated 
than ever, trusted less than ever. Our 
previous friends are now reaching out 
to China and Russia because they can’t 
trust us. 

In trips abroad—I know the adminis-
tration doesn’t like Members of Con-
gress to go abroad because we end up 
talking directly to people and finding 
out what they really think, so we don’t 
get indirect misrepresentation, and 
you find out around the world, people 
don’t trust this administration. 

Our allies are saying: Are we going to 
be the next ally that you throw away, 
as you have been doing in recent years 
under this administration? 

As I have said before, the elderly Af-
rican in West Africa who told me how 
excited they were when we elected our 
first African American President, but 
ever since he had been President, he 

said, the United States keeps getting 
weaker and weaker, and you have got 
to stop. Please tell the people in Wash-
ington to stop allowing the United 
States to get weaker. 

As Christians, they knew, they said, 
where they would go when this life was 
over, but their hope, he said, for a more 
safe and free life here, even for a West 
African, would be when the United 
States does not get weaker, but stands 
against tyranny and stands against any 
threat. 

Like Boko Haram, that threatens in-
nocent Christians anywhere, it will ul-
timately be a threat to Christians ev-
erywhere. 

I am also very concerned, as one who 
believes, as Abraham Lincoln says, as 
is inscribed in the north wall of the 
Lincoln Memorial, as part of his second 
inaugural address, that, as he quoted 
from scripture: 

The judgments of the Lord are just and 
righteous altogether. 

I am very concerned that, when our 
Nation is the most powerful Nation in 
the world, at the time when Christian 
persecutions, by number—not nec-
essarily by percentage, but by num-
ber—are probably the greatest they 
have ever been in the history of the 
world, since Jesus was on earth, and we 
do nothing except watch the persecu-
tions grow and grow, there will ulti-
mately be some accountability if, as 
Abraham Lincoln said, as he and I be-
lieve, the judgments of the Lord are 
just and righteous altogether. 

When someone is given much, of 
them, much is expected. We have an 
obligation. We have been put in a posi-
tion where we can stand up for right-
eousness. 

It did take a while for this Nation to 
get to the point where the Constitution 
meant exactly what it said, but what 
helped us get there was what was origi-
nally in the Declaration of Independ-
ence, a belief that we are endowed by 
our Creator, not endowed by govern-
ment, not endowed by a monarch, but 
we are endowed by our Creator with 
certain unalienable rights. 

When we fail to acknowledge that 
Creator, when we fail to stand up for 
those who acknowledge the Creator, 
when we fail to stand up and provide 
for the common defense, then there 
will be a price to pay. 

Israel is feeling it. The mainstream 
media doesn’t talk about it. Israel 
doesn’t want to be considered a whiner, 
but they are being constantly under at-
tack from rockets. Why? Because they 
are Jews and because they are in the 
Middle East, in the same location that 
was called the Promised Land where, 
around 1,600 years or so before Muham-
mad lived, King David was ruling in 
the land where they now are, and in the 
location, in Hebron, for example, where 
he ruled the first 7 years as King of 
Israel. 

Some say, well, clearly, that is not 
Israeli land. People that worship Mu-
hammad that came along 1,600 years 
after Christ—I’m sorry—after King 
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David was ruling in that town or 600 
years or so after Christ, then, surely, 
they have a better claim; yet we tell 
Israel that they have to constantly be 
giving up and even to have our Sec-
retary of State saying that they are 
guilty of apartheid, they are risking 
that guilt if they don’t do everything 
that our Secretary of State says, where 
he has previously warned that, if they 
don’t do what Secretary Kerry said, 
they may bring another wave of mur-
der upon themselves. It sounded like a 
threat. 

There are consequences for leaders 
who put our friends in jeopardy, and 
for those that think, well, just because 
we have leaders making bad state-
ments, making bad decisions, doesn’t 
mean it will reflect on us in the coun-
try, but for those who believe what is 
in the Bible, as the huge majority did, 
of our Founders, those who wrote 
translations of the Bible, those who 
taught Sunday school—one of the 
Founders started the Sunday school 
movement in America. 

It is amazing the strength of ties. 
Even though some teach today that 
Ben Franklin was a Deist, his state-
ments make clear that was not the 
case. As he, himself, said and then re-
corded in his own handwriting of the 
speech he gave, he said: 

I have lived, sir, a long time, but the 
longer I live, the more convincing proofs I 
see of this truth. God governs in the affairs 
of men, and if a sparrow cannot fall to the 
ground without his notice, is it possible an 
empire could rise without His aid? 

Franklin said to the Constitutional 
Convention, as he went on: 

We have been assured, sir, in the sacred 
writing that, unless the Lord build the 
house, they labor in vain that build it. 

He said: 
I also firmly believe that without His con-

curring aid, we shall succeed in our political 
building no better than the builders of Babel. 

When God was telling Hosea why he 
was mad at the Children of Israel, I 
looked at different translations. One 
basically had him saying: because they 
have chosen leaders who are not my 
choice. 

A Nation is responsible for the lead-
ers they select, and it doesn’t matter 
that John Kerry was rejected by the 
Nation to be the national spokesperson 
and national President because, when 
he is Secretary of State and he makes 
statements that hurt our dearest al-
lies, then we, as a Nation, will be ac-
countable for his missteps and mis-
takes in judgment. 

We have an obligation to demand bet-
ter from our leaders. It is a scandal 
with regard to the Veterans Adminis-
tration, and for anyone to stand up and 
say, wow, I had no idea that these prob-
lems were going on, stretches the 
bounds of credibility when that same 
person said, back in 2008, in condemna-
tion of the Bush administration, that 
they were not doing enough for our 
veterans, and condemned the Bush ad-
ministration and made clear that: 
when I get in office, I will clear up 

these problems, I will take care of our 
veterans. 

So as a former judge, those state-
ments—prior statements against inter-
est—would be allowed into evidence to 
show that something that was said yes-
terday was not truthful because the 
mental awareness was shown in 2008, 
was also shown by statements in 2009, 
2010, and then we find out there was a 
document reflecting that there were 
these problems with the Veterans Ad-
ministration. 

Our veterans deserve better. I was in 
the Army for 4 years. I don’t deserve 
better. I never saw combat. 

I still think we should have, in 1979— 
I still feel guilty that, because we were 
not sent to respond at all to an act of 
war, in 1979, that thousands of Ameri-
cans have died because we didn’t take a 
stand in ’79, so they got stronger and 
stronger and stronger until they have 
gotten to the place that the Taliban 
takes over Afghanistan. 

b 1315 

You have a renegade regime in Iran 
that President Carter welcomed in, the 
Ayatollah Khomeini, as a man of 
peace. And, of course, it makes sense 
that the policies of this administration 
are as they are, when you have some-
one who is a featured speaker at the 
great tribute to Ayatollah Khomeini as 
the man of vision and peace. 

Well, he is one of the top advisers, 
even as I speak, at the Department of 
Homeland Security. He is giving ad-
vice, as are others who were named as 
being members of the Muslim Brother-
hood by a periodical in Egypt in De-
cember of 2012 in which they were brag-
ging about the top officials in the 
Obama administration who are mem-
bers of the Muslim Brotherhood. 

Perhaps that explains why this ad-
ministration has remained so loyal to 
the Muslim Brotherhood abroad, such 
that moderate Muslims, as you travel 
abroad, ask you: Why are you sup-
porting your enemy? The Muslim 
Brotherhood wants to eliminate every-
thing but radical Islam in America and 
in the world. Why are you helping 
them? They are your enemy. They are 
behind the attacks that have been 
made on the United States. Why are 
you helping them? 

Mr. Speaker, in Libya, where a 
former terrorist supporter had reigned 
since 2003—and, as some Israelis had 
said: He was the best help you had, be-
sides us, on identifying and eliminating 
radical Islam and terrorism, but yet 
you took him out. And we did that 
with our air cover and the provision of 
weapons to rebels that we knew had al 
Qaeda in them. It turns out that they 
were far stronger than we knew, which 
was why some of us were saying don’t 
be helping the rebels in Libya. We 
know they have got al Qaeda in them. 
Yet we helped them. 

As you travel abroad, you find people 
saying: You are still helping your 
enemy. We are worried you are going 
to turn on us next. You turn on your 

allies. You punish your allies, and you 
reward your enemies. What kind of for-
eign policy is that? It never works. You 
will not win over people that hate you 
by giving them money and arms. They 
don’t think you are a wonderful coun-
try because you have given them 
money and arms. They know you are 
crazy and you need to be wiped off the 
planet because you don’t deserve to be 
a superpower. You are too stupid. And 
you give your people too much free-
dom, which allows them to choose 
some other religion than radical Islam. 

Moderate Muslims around the world 
do not want radical Islam reigning over 
them, and that is why the people of 
Egypt rose up. And if this administra-
tion would do anything to show a pow-
erful support for the nearly double the 
millions of people that allegedly voted 
for Morsi to be President, that came 
out and signed a petition, the two or 
three times as many millions came to 
the street demanding his removal as he 
said voted for him. There were fraud al-
legations. But from talking to the 
Egyptians, apparently Morsi had made 
it clear that if anybody objected to his 
win of the election, they would, as they 
said, ‘‘burn Egypt down.’’ 

The people who are in charge in 
Egypt don’t want radical Islam’s re-
turn. But when you talk to them, you 
find out that one of their biggest prob-
lems—well, two of their biggest prob-
lems—is on their west, in the eastern 
area of Libya, since this administra-
tion made sure Qadhafi was eliminated. 
Now terrorist training camps, like the 
Taliban had in Afghanistan, are now in 
Libya. And they come in and out of 
Egypt. And because of this administra-
tion’s support for Morsi, he was able to 
militarize and weaponize the Sinai like 
it had never been weaponized before, 
making it more of a threat to Israel 
and making it more of a threat to the 
lovers of peace in Egypt. 

There are consequences, even for 
those in this country who object to 
what the administration has done when 
they don’t rise up and use their voices 
to make clear to this administration, 
through elections and through vocal 
objections, that they are making a 
huge mistake, and if they don’t support 
lovers of liberty and Christian allies 
and Jewish allies that there will be a 
great amount to pay in the next elec-
tion. And when that is made clear, I 
find my friends across the aisle get 
very responsive to the American people 
because—apparently, something that is 
a truth in America, as in other places— 
when someone is elected to a position 
they pursued, they like to stay in that 
position. 

Some of us wonder at times if it is 
worth it. But as I have been told be-
fore: You have got to stay; this is 
where the fight is. 

Well, I would also submit the fight is 
across America, for people to wake up, 
stop the apathy, and make it clear to 
those in this administration, to those 
in charge, that you are not going to 
stand for the kind of things that are 
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going on. And when it is made clear 
that we will not, as a Nation, tolerate 
what this administration has been al-
lowing and looking the other way on, 
in the Veterans Administration, then 
things will change. But not until then. 
And when it is made clear to this ad-
ministration that ObamaCare is a 
threat to seniors—it did cut $716 billion 
from Medicare, which means they are 
not going to get the health care they 
need—when you are spending billions 
of dollars to hire IRS agents and navi-
gators, more bureaucrats, then that is 
billions of dollars that will not be sav-
ing the lives of people that need life-
saving medications, need lifesaving 
procedures. Americans have got to 
wake up and demand better; and when 
they do, they will get it. 

But I also want to touch on the USA 
FREEDOM Act, as it was labeled. I had 
an amendment. Though I applauded the 
work that was done by my friend from 
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) to ne-
gotiate an agreement, I still had the 
same concern I had back in 2005 and 
2006 as a freshman. At that time, I 
brought it to the attention of the 
Gonzales Justice Department. I 
brought it to the attention of the Bush 
administration that I am concerned 
about this part in the PATRIOT Act 
where it says, like in section 215, that 
you can go after anybody in ‘‘an inves-
tigation to obtain foreign intelligence 
information not concerning a United 
States person or to protect against 
international terrorism.’’ 

So in both of those cases, they have 
to involve a foreign entity, a foreign 
agent, a foreign country, a foreign 
group of some kind, international ter-
rorism. Those have to be involved for 
the PATRIOT Act to apply because as, 
apparently, Congress was told when the 
PATRIOT Act was passed back in des-
peration after 9/11/2001, we have got to 
protect against international ter-
rorism, foreign agents, people who are 
dealing with foreign agents. That is 
what it was for. 

So this third part concerned me be-
cause it says, or to protect against 
‘‘clandestine intelligence activities.’’ 
‘‘Clandestine intelligence activities,’’ 
what does that mean? It is very vague. 
And it doesn’t say ‘‘foreign.’’ It doesn’t 
say ‘‘international.’’ And since we were 
told that we are not allowed to just go 
gather information about American 
citizens, then this should have the 
word ‘‘foreign’’ or ‘‘international’’ in 
there. 

So my amendment to the USA 
FREEDOM Act that would amend this 
put that in there. It dealt with that, 
the amendment that was fought 
against by my friend from Wisconsin 
(Mr. SENSENBRENNER). They had too 
perfect of a cake that they had baked, 
and they, as MacArthur Park says, 
‘‘may never have the recipe again. Oh, 
no.’’ They couldn’t allow a change to 
their recipe. So they didn’t allow any 
reference to ‘‘foreign’’ or ‘‘inter-
national.’’ 

And the other references within the 
PATRIOT Act and the other references, 

like in 18 U.S.C. 1842 talks about to ob-
tain ‘‘foreign intelligence information 
not concerning a United States person’’ 
or ‘‘to protect against international 
terrorism or clandestine intelligence 
activities.’’ So it needed the word ‘‘for-
eign’’ or ‘‘international’’ somehow in 
there. I provided that, but the pro-
ponents of the USA FREEDOM Act did 
not want it in. 

Although my amendment originally 
passed in committee, it was revoted on 
a voice vote quickly after we were 
coming back from a vote on the floor 
and taken out. And although a major-
ity of those in the Rules Committee 
said that my amendment needed to be 
in the law to protect it and to protect 
American citizens, when the rule came 
out, the rule said that my amendment 
was not going to be allowed to have a 
vote. 

So I had to vote against the USA 
FREEDOM Act because this is a gaping 
hole that allows the Federal Govern-
ment to go after and spy on American 
citizens who have no contact with any 
foreign government, any foreign agent, 
have no ties at all to international ter-
rorism, haven’t necessarily ever even 
thought about terrorism. But with 
this, if they can be alleged to have en-
gaged in any type of clandestine intel-
ligence activities, you can go after 
them and spy on them. 

And what does that mean? Well, I 
have asked the question, and I have not 
gotten any satisfactory answer—any 
answer, really. Well, does that mean, if 
somebody looks over a fence into a 
Federal enclave, that that is trying to 
get intelligence and that might invoke 
this provision of the PATRIOT Act? Or 
how about if someone mistakenly goes 
to a Web site, does that invoke this 
provision that allows you to go after 
them? And I haven’t gotten a good an-
swer, and I haven’t been told how this 
has been applied. I was hoping to get 
an answer that it has never been used, 
but I haven’t gotten that either. 

As a result, I had to vote against the 
USA FREEDOM Act because I didn’t 
want my name on a bill that leaves a 
hole this large, allowing the Federal 
Government to go after American citi-
zens who have never even thought 
about terrorism and have never had 
any contact with a foreign agent. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I wanted to reit-
erate again that I think we will suffer 
if, having been given so much more 
freedom, more assets than any nation 
in the history of the world, we do not 
stand up for Jews and Christians being 
persecuted around the world. 

We have clearly gone to war and lost 
human life and limb on behalf of pro-
tecting Muslims in the world. It is time 
that we also stood for Christians and 
Jews around the world. 

I never thought I would see anti- 
Semitism arise in my lifetime like it 
has. On our college campuses in the 
name of open-mindedness, they have 
become anti-Semitic and racist, anti- 
Israeli. We have got to demand better 
from this administration, and we have 

got to stand up for those Jews and 
Christians who are being persecuted 
and oppressed in greater numbers than 
ever before. 

And with that, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

f 

VETERANS’ BENEFITS SCANDAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. LAMALFA) is recognized for 
the balance of the hour as the designee 
of the majority leader. 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, this is a 
conversation that has been a long time 
coming. I am in my first term here in 
the House of Representatives, and soon 
after becoming a Federal Representa-
tive, it became very apparent to me 
that our veterans in California, in our 
districts, and all across the country 
really need a lot more of our help, as 
Members of Congress, as our staff both 
in our districts and even in D.C. can do 
for us for the veterans. 

You have seen the revelations here 
lately that have finally gotten the at-
tention of the American public, with 
what has been going on in Arizona, pre-
viously Pittsburgh with Legionnaires’ 
disease, and the many other revela-
tions about how poorly our veterans 
are being treated in this country once 
they have served for us and have come 
home, expecting the things that they 
were promised before they made that 
service for us. 

b 1330 

For example, revelations about se-
cret waiting lists in the Veterans Ad-
ministration as we have seen in Ari-
zona. They have shocked most Ameri-
cans here in recent weeks. 

Today, I speak out on an even bigger 
crisis within the VA system, and that 
is the monumental failure of the Oak-
land, California, Veterans Benefits Ad-
ministration. 

Most of our veterans must run 
through this nightmarish gauntlet be-
fore they can even hope to be added to 
the secret waiting list at a Veterans 
Administration medical facility. 

Here on the floor we talk a lot about 
claims backlogs often, and we have 
seen mountains of paper files. Our inev-
itable solution always seems to be to 
give them more money to fix the prob-
lem. Well, the Congress, with the 
American taxpayers’ dollars, has fund-
ed VA pretty adequately. We have 
made an effort here recently to try to 
help catch up with the backlog with 
the funding required. We were then 
issued cheerful responses of decreases 
in processing times that are systemati-
cally manipulated by upper level offi-
cials at VA in order to show progress to 
make us go away. 

Right now, the Oakland office boasts 
that they have no claims over 125 days 
old. In reality, tens of thousands of the 
Oakland VA are trapped in a cycle 
many veterans call ‘‘delay, deny and 
wait until they die.’’ 
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One main trick is to omit key infor-

mation that would help the veteran in 
his or her claim, whether it be the 
exams, timelines, what have you, then 
deny the claim, ship it off for 2 or 3 
years’ worth of review and appeal proc-
ess. In the meantime, we will deem it 
processed. 

The management is more interested 
in the open number of claims stats on 
the reports than processing them accu-
rately or in a timely fashion, and then 
reaping bonuses by posting a savings to 
the government—to the taxpayers—by 
denying these claims and these pay-
ments. 

How many veterans are homeless be-
cause their claims for benefits have 
been sitting on a cart or in a janitor’s 
closet or in the hallway by the direc-
tor’s office for years—or even decades? 
Benefits that would help them to not 
be homeless, to have shelter, to have 
better health, to even be in a place 
where they could then seek employ-
ment and be in a much better way? 

How many veterans have suffered and 
died waiting years for their claim to be 
handled so they could seek medical 
treatment? Some of it needs to be very 
timely to have exams and treatment. 

How many of our veterans have given 
up hope and committed suicide out of 
desperation and despair that comes 
with years of waiting, because they 
don’t feel like anybody cares about 
them anymore and that they don’t 
have any value to our society? 

Yet, on weekends like we have com-
ing up, we glorify them—as we should, 
those that have fallen—on Memorial 
Day and later in the year on Veterans 
Day. Yet this is what our government 
does to them. We know that we have 
veterans that take this ultimate step 
of suicide. We know they exist. 

I submit that many of our Nation’s 
veterans are part of a backlog that ex-
ceeds the most extraordinary numbers 
we currently have on file. For example, 
for this past year, my own office has 
been assisting for a full year a veteran 
with a 36-year-old claim. Due to man-
agement practices—if you call them 
practices—at the Oakland Regional Of-
fice, this veteran still suffers this day 
from not having his claim properly 
handled. Remember, he is not even eli-
gible yet after 36 years to make it on 
to the secret waiting list for medical 
care, as in Arizona, to then finally 
graduate to the real list. Hasn’t even 
made that in 36 years yet. 

The Veterans Affairs Department’s 
mission declares: 

Our values are more than just words—they 
affect outcomes in our daily interactions 
with veterans and eligible beneficiaries and 
with each other. Taking the first letter of 
each word—integrity, commitment, advo-
cacy, respect, excellence—creates a powerful 
acronym, ‘‘I CARE,’’ that reminds each VA 
employee of the importance of their role in 
this Department. These core values come to-
gether as five promises we make as individ-
uals and as an organization to those we 
serve. 

Now, let me underscore we know 
there are many, many very hard-

working and caring VA employees out 
there that want to get results for the 
veterans. Many of them have been vet-
erans themselves. So this isn’t to im-
pugn all of them. This is about upper 
management—on a topic that has been 
even one the President has focused on 
this week—not getting the job done 
and trying to snow us here in the Con-
gress and the American people about 
the results they have been claiming. 

Thanks to a growing group of em-
ployees who understands these core 
values I just mentioned and now feel 
empowered to step forward because 
they see there are people who really 
want to get behind them, I have been 
given a number of multiple signed, 
sworn statements by employees on 
what is happening behind the curtain 
at the Oakland Veterans Benefits Ad-
ministration office. 

Right here on this easel is a state-
ment I received from one of them in 
the letter. It is just one of the few ex-
amples that I will read for you: 

I am an employee of the Veterans Adminis-
tration Regional Office in Oakland. I took a 
photo on May 19, 2014, showing stacks of 
paper piled on a cart. This paper is actually 
informal claims going back to the late ’90s 
and 2000s. These claims were not reviewed 
until November of 2012. These claims con-
tinue, to this day, to be a pile of paper on a 
cart that no one wants to deal with. I was 
part of the initial project reviewing these 
claims. My initials are on them from Novem-
ber, 2012. 

Again, this is an employee from the 
Oakland center. 

Congressman LaMalfa, I want you to know 
that I am a proud Navy veteran of 10-plus 
years and looked at the opportunity to work 
at the Veterans Administration as a chance 
to really help veterans. In the 5 years I have 
worked there, I know I have helped people, 
but there is so much more that could be 
done. The management at the Oakland Re-
gional Office is concerned about the numbers 
and not the veterans. Terminal and homeless 
veterans wait for too long for the help that 
they need. I believe that there are a lot of 
wonderful employees that truly want to help 
but are being directed by management to 
worry about number control. 

What I don’t understand is why they can’t 
be more transparent about the number of 
claims and the need for more resources. We 
need more employees to do the job; we don’t 
need new carpet and desks like they just 
gave us when veterans die waiting for us to 
do our job. This job is has literally made me 
sick. I go to work knowing that during my 
day, I will have to help the veterans in a low- 
key way and not what I am being told is 
needed to get the veterans numbers down. 
This makes me physically ill. I think about 
all the letters begging for help and we seem 
to do so little. 

I believe Oakland needs new eyes. I believe 
we need more oversight. I believe far too 
many veterans die each day while we worry 
about what our numbers look like. These 
veterans go home with me each night in my 
thoughts and regrets of the day because we 
seem to do so little. 

This is a small sample of what is hap-
pening here, and we have additional 
statements, as well, about what is 
going on inside the Oakland VA, and 
maybe an example of many of them 
across the country. 

In this photograph is an example of 
the files. Right now these are waiting 
in the hallway, and before that, they 
were found in a broom closet where 
they had been stashed for years. Some 
of these claims go back to the mid- 
1990s, untouched, only recently discov-
ered, yet they still get walked past and 
not handled. Stacks of them, the filing 
cabinet. 

The next letter is from an Oakland 
VA employee—a real employee. We are 
keeping their names back for now be-
cause we want people to know that we 
are going to help them if they come 
forward with this information: 

In November 2012, myself and several other 
individuals were given a special project to 
work. The project consisted of approxi-
mately 14,000 claims dating back to 1994 that 
had never been worked. These claims are 
considered informal claims because they did 
not come in on a prescribed form. Informal 
claims are worked differently. A letter is 
sent with the correct form later for the vet-
eran to fill out, and when the form is re-
turned, the claim is actually opened to work. 
If the form is returned within 1 year, if the 
veteran receives compensation, their bene-
fits then would go back to the date of his 
first correspondence, the informal. 

We were given these claims to analyze, and 
very quickly we began to realize that these 
were not all informal claims but actionable 
ones, not to mention how old some of them 
were. So many of the letters that came in 
were from veterans, or their surviving 
spouses, who were begging for help at the 
end of their life, and they never got a reply 
because they had died by the time we got 
them. I went home so many nights crying be-
cause a veteran or widow had begged for 
help, and we stuck the request in a four- 
drawer lateral cabinet—kind of like so—with 
14,000 other ones. Each day we were required 
to report back to our supervisor on the num-
bers and how they were broken down. If the 
veteran had already died, it is considered 
non-actionable and put aside. Whether it ac-
tually made it to the veteran’s folder is un-
known to me. 

Again, this is an Oakland employee: 
If it was an informal claim and the claim-

ant was still alive, those were put in another 
pile to eventually review again and maybe do 
the letters. If the document received came 
from a veteran who had already filed a for-
mal claim, then these would be considered 
actual claims and be reviewed by another 
person before being acted upon. So each day 
we would report our numbers and separate 
out the documents. We began to speak up 
about how old these were and why hadn’t we 
acted sooner on them, and we were very 
quickly removed from the project for speak-
ing out. 

These claims were within feet of the assist-
ant service center manager; she literally 
walked by them each day, and yet they re-
mained untouched until November 2012. 
Word was that a staff member from VA head-
quarters had actually been the one to find 
them while she was there doing an onsite in-
spection. And yet several long-term employ-
ees have told me that management knew 
they were there. Either way, most were very 
old. 

I don’t know how many veterans or spouses 
died before we responded, but, I personally 
know of several hundreds that got nothing, 
and the thought of us doing nothing to help 
these men and women in their most des-
perate times is haunting to me. 

Again, signed by an Oakland VA em-
ployee. 
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A third letter addressed to me states: 
Dear Congressman LaMalf: I cannot thank 

you enough for the work you and your staff 
have done— 

a big credit to my staff who worked 
very hard on this— 
for the veterans in the northern California 
area. One particular case should have been 
decided with the evidence on hand last year. 
I read the examination today and found that 
the exams have been in the system, and 
there has been no action on that claim for 
what the system states is waiting for the ex-
aminations. The information is there, and 
the rating should be completed based on the 
evidence on hand. Please keep advocating for 
the veterans. I cannot thank you enough. I 
am a veteran myself who served honorably 
for over 9 years and was not provided the 
benefits from the VA per the law until I—the 
veteran who is now an Oakland employee— 
started working for the DVA myself and 
found out everything I was not informed on. 

b 1345 

I left the U.S. Marine Corps, after serving 
honorably as a military police K–9 officer 
and member of the SWAT team. I worked 
hard and, as a result of my disabilities, re-
quired several surgeries and, recently, due to 
the hostile work environment at work, have 
become progressively worse. 

I have tried to report this to management, 
but they did not like hearing the truth and 
started to make my life at work miserable 2 
years ago. The news is starting to pick up on 
what I have tried, myself, to report regard-
ing unethical conduct in the VA. Prior to the 
news picking up on the real problems at the 
VA, I have been reporting this information 
to the Senate and Congress Members in the 
Bay Area’s district. 

I have reported this to the VA Office of In-
spector General on two different occasions. I 
have reported this to the GAO. I have re-
ported problems at the Oakland VA to the 
Federal Labor Relations Office of the Gen-
eral Counsel for 2 years, with no assistance. 

I have three EEO claims, with one more in 
the works, that have not been processed by 
the VA ethically or morally, according to 
the applicable laws, up to and including the 
OEDCA in Washington, D.C. 

I am begging you to please open a formal 
investigation into the unethical conduct of 
the VA Oakland regional office. 

The unethical conduct I know of is the fact 
that the Oakland VA management has not 
been held accountable for the misconduct or 
several felony violations that has been re-
cently reported by me. 

Since coming out as a whistleblower, I 
have had many employees discretely discuss 
some extremely disturbing information with 
me regarding what is actually going on in 
the VA and why the management is trying to 
stop me at all costs. 

The unethical conduct goes far beyond my 
employment difficulties at the VA Oakland 
regional office. I have come to find out that 
the Oakland regional office is not only lying 
to Congress about their numbers, but the 
Oakland office is hiding claims that were re-
ceived in 1999. 

I have seen these claims in the office as 
late as May 20, 2014. These claims should be 
in the claims files if there is not action be-
cause the veteran has died in the process, 
not still sitting around the office for over 15 
years. 

There are a number of claims that are over 
a year old. There are many more that have 
been ‘‘lost in transit’’ to the scan sites, often 
in some other State. The VA is ethically 
challenged, but this is unacceptable, to lose 
a veteran’s claim and not tell them or try to 

make the situation right, just ignore them 
and hope they go away or to not process a 
claim properly for over 15 years. 

This is a real letter from a real Oak-
land VA employee. It continues: 

The claims have been sitting for over a 
year, after having been screened last by a 
group of VSRs and no action taken because 
they were sitting in someone’s office, then in 
some storage closet by the director’s office 
on the 17th floor of the Oakland Federal 
building. 

Again, I have made multiple statements to 
many agencies of the U.S. Government in 
hopes that the illegal and unprofessional 
conduct from the management would stop, 
but the parties who I have reported to this, 
with ample amounts of evidence provided, 
have explained that the corruption cannot be 
stopped without some sort of ethical inves-
tigation conducted. 

Please initiate some type of ethical inves-
tigation by an agency that is not going to 
try to cover up what they find, rather report 
the truth and do the right thing. 

I have been a law enforcement officer in 
the U.S. Marine Corps, and I know that what 
is going on at the Oakland regional office 
with me and other veterans. It is wrong per 
the law, not my opinion. 

Please, Congressman LaMalfa, assist us in 
whatever you can do. The veterans deserve 
better. 

Semper Fi, USMC Disabled. 
This is what it looks like. There are 

unfinished files sitting in the hallways, 
previously found in a broom closet. 

Lastly, in a letter from yet another 
person who stepped forward when they 
finally saw somebody fighting back at 
different levels, our Veterans’ Com-
mittee and other offices around the 
country, they see the shame being 
brought upon our veterans and, with 
that, our country. 

This letter says: 
There are huge amounts of these claims 

that are quite old, but because they are re-
classified, are not worked expeditiously. 
Lots of these claims go back several years, 
but they are being worked as if they are only 
2 or 3 years old because they are in a dif-
ferent group, and that is not considered a 
priority. 

A lot of these claims, the 930 series, are re-
view claims created because they found 
something wrong that we did. Usually, it is 
not logging in evidence in time before the 
claim is closed. 

I personally logged in evidence on May 16, 
2014, that was received by our regional office 
and date-stamped August 1, 2013. The claim 
had been closed months before, but because 
this evidence had not been logged in, it had 
also not been considered in the decision, 
which was a denial of benefits. Things like 
this happen every day. 

Now, we open a review claim that will not 
get worked for months and, sometimes, a 
year or more. We have veterans that are ter-
minal and asking for aid and attendants, and 
you would think that these claims, along 
with the older date of claims of the home-
less, would be worked first, but a lot of the 
times, they are not. 

If the regional office can do several easy 
claims, like hearing loss, tinnitus, then they 
will do that because then more claims are 
taken off the books, even though these may 
not be the veterans with the most need. 

So, there, you see manipulation of 
statistics, manipulation of timing, 
making the numbers look better, and 
not making the veterans feel better. 

I hope that image is one that will 
stay with you, all who have seen this 
or will see this all across our country. 
Much more needs to be done, not just 
pretty words, not just press con-
ferences, not we will look into it or 
that we will throw money at it. 

Congress does stand prepared to en-
sure that there is adequate funding to 
do it right, but we also expect that the 
dollars that taxpayers send to the gov-
ernment are used wisely and efficiently 
and not for bonuses for people that are 
acting not just ineptly, but, I believe, 
corruptly. 

It is time to stop rewarding this bad 
behavior with more accountability. 
Americans have seen these stories. 
These horror stories are demanding a 
fix for the veterans health care system 
and their benefits. We must also de-
mand an end to the phony claims, 
phony numbers, decades of waiting. It 
isn’t just ineptness or miscues or er-
rors. Someone is very deliberate and, I 
think, worthy of prosecution as fraud. 

I thank those VA employees who 
have been bold enough to step forward 
and let us know about what is going on 
in the backrooms behind the scenes. 
They are good employees who just 
want to see veterans served all across 
the country, so we want to hear more 
of these stories from anybody who 
might be watching or see this all 
across the country. 

Contact your own Congressman, con-
tact us, contact whoever will listen and 
seek remedies that mean something as 
we celebrate our fallen veterans this 
weekend. It isn’t just about barbecues 
and skiing and picnics. Let’s remember 
and honor these people. 

The system is broken, but it doesn’t 
have to be if we are willing to demand 
accountability and demand it imme-
diately. That is what I am about, what 
my office will be about, my staff, but 
also many of my colleagues that either 
serve on the Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee or don’t. 

We will continue to spotlight this 
and make sure that the stories are 
heard all across the country, and those 
who are doing this to our veterans, 
these criminal acts, ultimately will be 
held responsible. 

So I thank the whistleblowers, those 
VA employees who do care. We know 
there are many, many of you and 
thank you for your effort. God bless 
our veterans who have suffered and are 
still waiting and know that you have 
allies in this place who will see this 
through and get you the service you 
deserve. 

God bless you all. God bless America. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 

of my time. 
f 

ADDRESSING SENATORS’ 
COMMENTS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
VALADAO). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2013, the 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Iowa (Mr. KING) for 30 minutes. 
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Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, it is 

my honor and privilege to address you 
here on the floor of the United States 
House of Representatives, and I come 
to the floor this afternoon, Mr. Speak-
er, to address you and bring up the 
topic of the dialogue that has been—I 
will say flowing forth on the floor of 
the United States Senate over the last 
few weeks. 

As I listened to that dialogue and lis-
tened to the way they have taken Saul 
Alinsky’s ‘‘Rules for Radicals’’ and de-
cided that they are going to implement 
them and deploy them on the floor of 
the United States Senate, it occurs to 
me that when, out of the mouths of 
people like Senator SCHUMER and Sen-
ator REID and Senator DURBIN come 
these allegations—and sometimes alle-
gations that name and target Members 
of the House of Representatives, it oc-
curs to me that, when I came to this 
Congress, Mr. Speaker, in 2003, there 
was a rule that existed here that pre-
vented a Member of the House of Rep-
resentatives from naming a United 
States Senator here on the floor. 

It was kind of a shield of protec-
tionism, so that the Senators could not 
be directly criticized in the dialogue 
that we have here on the floor. 

My good friend and then-Member of 
Congress, Tom Feeney from Florida, 
read through the rules, as a good, hon-
est lawyer, newly elected to the United 
States Congress would, and he saw that 
rule and wondered: Why can’t we utter 
the name of a United States Senator on 
the floor of the House of Representa-
tives? 

He could come up with no reason why 
we shouldn’t be able to do that, and so 
he brought an amendment to the rules 
that struck that prohibition, and 
thereafter, thanks to then-Congress-
man Tom Feeney of Orlando, the rule 
is gone. It was amended, and that is a 
good thing because, now, I can actually 
name the people who are attacking me 
on the floor of the United States Sen-
ate, and let you know, Mr. Speaker, 
what is going on in that other body, 
that body that constantly calls for bi-
partisan work and bipartisan coopera-
tion. 

This is what I get from Senator 
CHUCK SCHUMER, New York, May 1, 
2014, on the floor of the United States 
Senate. He decided he would target me 
and blame me for the things that he be-
lieves are failures of the entire House 
of Representatives. 

Here are some of the quotes that 
CHUCK SCHUMER uttered on that day of 
May 1 from the floor of the United 
States Senate. He called me ‘‘an ex-
treme outlier on the issue of immigra-
tion reform.’’ 

I would direct CHUCK SCHUMER to the 
Republican Party platform. You will 
find there language in the Republican 
Party platform that supports the posi-
tion I have long held on immigration, 
and that position that I hold is this: We 
need to respect the rule of law. We need 
to secure our borders. We need to have 
an immigration policy that is designed 

to enhance the economic, the social, 
and the cultural well-being of the 
United States of America. 

It can’t be for the Democratic Party 
of the United States of America be-
cause they are so closely aligned—in 
fact, they have enveloped the entire 
Progressive Party. The Progressive 
Party comes to this floor on a regular 
basis and gives speeches and presents 
their position. 

Their position, at one time, could be 
found on the Democratic Socialists of 
America Web site, dsausa.org. There, 
socialism is celebrated. As Progres-
sives celebrate socialism, they are 
wrapped up inside the Democratic 
Party. 

We don’t adhere to that on my side. 
We adhere to the rule of law and the 
Constitution, a secure border, a sov-
ereign United States of America, and a 
policy for immigration that is designed 
to enhance the economic, social, and 
cultural well-being of the United 
States of America. 

We have enough common sense, Mr. 
Speaker, to know that our country is 
limited in size and scope. It is a large 
country, but we cannot be the relief 
valve for all of the poverty in the 
world. 

There are 7 billion people on the 
planet, and if they all have good sense, 
they would all want to live here. We 
need some of them in those countries 
to rebuild those countries and establish 
American principles, so that they can 
enjoy the prosperity that we enjoy, re-
constructed around first principles, in 
the other countries of the world. 

b 1400 

We need to lead the world. We don’t 
need to necessarily bring all the world 
here to feed the world here in the 
United States. And so, an extreme 
outlier, not so. CHUCK SCHUMER rep-
resents the extreme outliers, and they 
are socialists, Marxists, progressives, 
liberal Democrats. I am sure that one 
of those labels will be one that he has 
already embraced, Mr. Speaker. 

Second quote, Senator CHUCK SCHU-
MER of me, STEVE KING: 

The rhetoric of Steve King is beyond the 
pale. I am certain that the majority of Re-
publicans in the House have their stomachs 
churn when they see Steve King spew that 
kind of rhetoric. 

That is not exactly collegial dia-
logue, Mr. Speaker, to see that kind of 
thing. What I wonder is why would 
CHUCK SCHUMER think that he would 
know when the stomachs of Repub-
licans might churn. I think they might 
churn when they hear him say those 
things. Although, rest easy, Mr. Speak-
er, mine doesn’t. 

I take this all with good humor be-
cause I understand that it is a tactic. 
It is an Alinsky tactic, and it is de-
signed to bring out a goal. It is not 
necessarily to raise me up to the point 
where he assigns me with the full sense 
of responsibility and authority to de-
termine immigration policy here in the 
House of Representatives. Oh, I wish it 

were so, Mr. Speaker. I don’t believe it 
is so. Yes, there is some influence 
there. History will decide how much— 
not me, not CHUCK SCHUMER. 

Here is his goal: I believe that Sen-
ator SCHUMER has concluded that he 
could taunt the leadership and the 
House of Representatives, and that in-
cludes our Speaker of the House, into 
bringing amnesty legislation to the 
floor of the House because, if it does 
and if it should pass, the Senate would 
conform with any amnesty legislation 
because they are controlled by Demo-
crats. 

I have long known and long been re-
strained by people in my own party, 
Mr. Speaker, from laying out the argu-
ment as to why almost every Democrat 
I know wants open borders and am-
nesty and a never-ending supply of ille-
gal aliens in the United States of 
America. 

It is a pretty easy formula to figure 
out, especially if you sit here for 10 or 
a dozen years engaged in hearings and 
debate on a weekly basis, you begin to 
hear the thread of their conversation 
and you begin to understand the real 
truth behind their motives. It works 
out to be this: 

Of course there are a large number of 
illegal immigrants in the United 
States. We have been using the number 
11 million since we stopped using the 
number 12 million, but they didn’t stop 
coming into America. I don’t quite un-
derstand why we would think that 
there are fewer illegal aliens in Amer-
ica today than there were 10 years ago. 
I believe there are more. 

If they come across the border at the 
rates that the witnesses from the Bor-
der Patrol and other witnesses in the 
hearings have been testifying, they will 
say that they will stop perhaps 25 per-
cent that try. When I go down to the 
border and ask them, they will say, 
well, 10 percent has to come first. It is 
probably not 10. Some will say, with a 
little smirk, 3 percent is maybe what 
we stop. 

If I take the 25 percent, 25 percent ef-
fectiveness on our border and you look 
at those whom they do interdict on the 
border and you do the calculation, that 
turns out to be a number that is equiv-
alent to 11,000 a night—on average, 
11,000 a night coming across our south-
ern border. That would be at some of 
the peak levels that we have, Mr. 
Speaker. I would think it is more ob-
jective for us to dial that number back 
down to somewhere in the neighbor-
hood of about half of that. So half of 
11,000, 5,500 a night is pretty close to 
the last reliable information that I 
found on how many are coming across 
our border illegally. 

Well, so I asked this question: What 
was the size of Santa Anna’s army? 
About that, about 5,500 or 6,000. So it 
gives you a sense, the size of Santa 
Anna’s army coming across our south-
ern border every night, on average. I 
don’t say day and night. Most of it is at 
night. I have sat down on the border at 
night multiple times. I have traveled 
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the border and done multiple trips 
down there to monitor what is going on 
on our southern border. It has gotten a 
little better in Arizona, and it has got-
ten worse in Texas. 

We don’t have control of this border, 
but that doesn’t trouble most Demo-
crats, because they recognize that the 
millions of people that are coming into 
this country illegally are counted in 
the census. And so, if you would go to 
a district in California like MAXINE 
WATERS’ district, she only needs about 
40,000 to 50,000 votes in her district to 
get reelected to the United States Con-
gress. If you go to my district, it is 
well over 120,000 votes for me to be re-
elected to the United States Congress. 
The difference in that is two things. 
One is I have a very, very high percent-
age of real American citizens that do 
vote in my district; she has a lower 
percentage. And I have a higher turn-
out of people who are responsible 
enough to vote; she has a lower per-
centage. 

Illegal aliens are counted in the cen-
sus all over America, and when new 
district lines are drawn, those district 
lines treat people the same as citizens. 
The Constitution doesn’t say count the 
citizens and then reapportion; it says 
count the people. 

And so Democrats are happy enough 
to see the country filling up with peo-
ple that they get to count when they 
do a district, because they get a Demo-
crat district that is another vote here 
in the House of Representatives, Mr. 
Speaker. They want to turn this coun-
try into a single-party country. 

When you think of what happened in 
California, they are trying to bring 
about the same kind of transition in 
Texas. If they can turn Texas from a 
red State into a blue State, there will 
never be another conservative elected 
to a national office in this country 
again. They know that. That is why 
they have thousands of their operatives 
working in Texas, trying to turn Texas 
over into a blue State. 

They know that illegal immigration 
is an essential key. Back in 2007 or so 
when they bussed in tens of thousands 
of demonstrators, many of them self- 
professed illegal aliens in America, 
many of them wearing identical T- 
shirts that were issued to them appar-
ently on the bus, then-alive Senator 
Teddy Kennedy stepped out to the west 
lawn of the Capitol and stepped up to 
the microphone and, through an inter-
preter, said to that group of people, 
who was interpreting to them in Span-
ish, he said: 

Some say, report to be deported; I say, re-
port to become an American citizen. 

That was the Democrats’ clarion call, 
the call out to illegal aliens in America 
to migrate toward the Democrat Party, 
to those that are outside of America to 
come into America and migrate to-
wards the Democrat Party. They oper-
ate in those neighborhoods doing voter 
registration drives and signups and or-
ganizations, a lot of it funded by Fed-
eral dollars that matriculates down 

into their organizations. They do know 
what they are doing. They have built a 
cultural edifice around much of the mi-
nority community in America, and 
much of it has been because, Mr. 
Speaker, they have been telling them 
lies. They have been telling them lies 
about the political opponents of the 
leftists that are engaged in those 
neighborhoods; and we have seen this 
flow, Mr. Speaker, as far as the White 
House. 

The divisions that have been driven 
between Americans, divisions driven 
down the line of race, ethnicity, gen-
der, sexual orientation, national ori-
gin, prosperity, those wedges have been 
driven in a calculated way for the po-
litical gain of the people that sit over 
on this side of this Chamber. I have 
seen too much of it to believe that I 
could be off by 1 degree in the state-
ment that I have made, Mr. Speaker. 

I am continuing onward, Senator 
SCHUMER of myself: 

Steve King, a far right, way out of the 
mainstream outlier doesn’t just spew hatred; 
he calls the shots. 

Hmm, I don’t think that he could 
point to any hatred that I have spoken 
to and identified as spewing. Calling 
the shots? No, I hear the wisdom of the 
Republican Conference. I have to hear 
what they say and what they think and 
where they anchor their thoughts. We 
have coalesced on this, Mr. Speaker: 
whatever we might do to change immi-
gration law, we can’t trust the Presi-
dent of the United States to enforce 
anything he doesn’t like. It doesn’t 
just have to be immigration law; it can 
be anything. 

The President of the United States 
picks and chooses the laws that he will 
enforce. He essentially tells us: I am 
not going to enforce this series of laws 
because I don’t like them, and I am not 
going to enforce these series of laws be-
cause I don’t like them. It is not just 
immigration; although, that was some 
of the first examples and some of the 
most egregious examples, Mr. Speaker. 

And we saw them come through as 
the Morton memos, and I will circle 
back to that in a moment. We saw the 
President, by executive edict, not al-
ways in executive order, sometimes a 
third-tier notice on a Web site of the 
United States Treasury, sometimes a 
verbal statement that he makes before 
a press conference in the Rose Garden 
at noon on a Friday. The President of 
the United States will step up and say, 
for example, when he was speaking to 
the churches who objected to their reli-
gious freedom being taken from them, 
their conscience protection that was to 
be assured to them, written into the 
ObamaCare law, after they took that 
religious freedom, conscience protec-
tion away from our people of faith, and 
in particular the Catholic churches 
that filed multiple lawsuits, and other 
religious organizations did the same, 
the President was taking 2 weeks of 
heat and criticism as the faith commu-
nities rose up, and he decided to put an 
end to that. So he held a press con-

ference at the White House at noon on 
a Friday, and with the Presidential 
seal in front of the podium, he stood 
there and said: I am going to make an 
accommodation to the religious orga-
nizations in America, and now I am 
going to require the insurance compa-
nies to provide these things for free. 

Well, these things were contracep-
tives, abortifacients, and sterilizations. 
Contraceptives, Mr. Speaker, we under-
stand what they are. Abortifacients are 
pills that bring about the abortion of a 
little, innocent, unborn baby. Steriliza-
tions are those things that might come 
with tubal ligations or vasectomies. 
Those were the things that were in 
ObamaCare that are particularly egre-
gious to the principles of the Catholic 
church. 

And so the President decided he 
would make an accommodation written 
in the rules, by the way—not the bill, 
but in the rules. The President said: I 
am going to make an accommodation 
to the religious organizations, and now 
I am going to require the insurance 
companies to provide these things for 
free. He repeated himself. He said: Pro-
vide these things for free. For free. 

I thought, hmm, how is it that the 
President can step up and give a press 
conference and change a law or change 
a rule that has been published by Kath-
leen Sebelius’ Health and Human Serv-
ices? How does the President have the 
authority to simply speak and make 
those changes? Surely there must be a 
rule that is amended. Surely there 
must be a bill that has been introduced 
that has a lot of responsible cospon-
sors, that has a prospect of being 
passed. Maybe he has got an agreement 
with our Speaker and majority leader 
here and HARRY REID over in the Sen-
ate. 

So we went back and scoured the 
rule, Mr. Speaker. The rule didn’t 
change, not one i dotted differently, 
not one t crossed differently. There was 
no change in any written document, 
the written document that required the 
religious organizations to provide con-
traceptives, abortifacients, and steri-
lizations. 

The President said now the insurance 
companies have to do this for free. Not 
one word changed in print anywhere. 
The insurance companies stepped up to 
that verbal directive from the Presi-
dent of the United States. That should 
be appalling to any American citizen 
that took an eighth grade civics course 
to understand that the President 
doesn’t write the laws. The President 
doesn’t have the authority to change 
them. Congress has granted to the ex-
ecutive branch the authority to write 
rules, an Administrative Procedure Act 
that directs how those rules that are 
proposed by the executive branch are 
published for open public hearing. 
There is a process they must go 
through. 

The President is not the king. The 
President doesn’t get to issue edicts 
verbally from the podium and have the 
force and effect of law to change that 
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policy without any print being changed 
anywhere in a rule or in the Federal 
Register or in the Federal Code. That 
is what he did with that particular 
case, Mr. Speaker. I use that as an ex-
ample to tell you how far this Presi-
dent has overreached from his con-
stitutional authority. 

So the President has first imposed 
contraceptives, abortifacients, and 
sterilizations on our religious organiza-
tions, then lifted the imposition ver-
bally by telling the insurance compa-
nies: Now you are going to have to do 
this for free. What did they do? They 
complied. They listened to the Presi-
dent’s press conference and decided, 
okay, we are going to do what he tells 
us. They didn’t go back and check the 
text—well, maybe the text of the press 
conference, maybe the text of his 
speech, but there was no rule. There 
was no law. 

The President also suspended wel-
fare-to-work. The temporary assistance 
to needy families was written that re-
quired welfare-to-work. It was written 
so that then Bill Clinton couldn’t cir-
cumvent it. It was written tightly and 
with the idea that a President would 
stretch it. What happens? This Presi-
dent simply suspended welfare-to-work 
under TANF. 

What else happened? How about 
President Bush’s No Child Left Behind 
on education? 

b 1415 
President Obama has now issued so 

many waivers that No Child Left Be-
hind no longer exists. These were acts 
of the United States Congress nullified 
by executive acts of the President of 
the United States. 

We will accept it if the court over 
across the street will nullify a law that 
is passed by the Congress and signed by 
the President, if they rule it unconsti-
tutional. Most of the time we accept 
that. Sometimes we reject their judg-
ment because we take an oath to the 
Constitution too, Mr. Speaker. 

But we should be appalled at the con-
stitutional violations of the President 
of the United States, who has contin-
ually overreached on immigration, on 
education, on welfare-to-work, on 
ObamaCare itself: the bill with his 
name and his signature. There are 
more than 30 changes that the Presi-
dent has brought about on that. Some 
of them are clearly unconstitutional. 
Most of them are difficult to litigate to 
a successful conclusion. 

Who calls the shots here? Well, I 
make recommendations like anybody 
else does. Each Member follows their 
own conscience. It is nice to get the as-
signment—Senator SCHUMER, he says: 
They listen to me. Well, yes, and we 
listen to each other. 

Here is another quote from Senator 
SCHUMER. He said that I am winning: 

Steve King has three wins, the rest of the 
Republican Party and the rest of America is 
winless. Good for him, terrible for us. King is 
in the driver’s seat of immigration reform 
and as long as he sits there, things will con-
tinue to be stuck in a rut. 

Stuck in a rut, in the driver’s seat, 
the rest of America is winless. No, the 
rest of America is winning each day 
that we can protect the rule of law, 
each day that we have something left 
that we can use to secure our borders, 
each day that we can deploy some type 
of law enforcement at the local govern-
ment, State government, and the Fed-
eral Government too, out on the 
streets of America, that at least slows 
down this influx of illegal immigration 
that we have. 

America is not winless when that 
happens. America would be wiped out 
from a perspective of the rule of law 
and the future and the destiny for our 
country if we allowed people like 
CHUCK SCHUMER, HARRY REID, and DICK 
DURBIN to set the policy for immigra-
tion. If they did that, the rule of law, 
at least with regard to immigration, 
would be destroyed, be gone. We 
couldn’t reconstruct it again in our 
lifetime. Not just our lifetime, Mr. 
Speaker, but the lifetime of this Re-
public. 

I would ask this question, Mr. Speak-
er: Has anybody read the Senate Gang 
of Eight immigration bill? I have. I 
have read through that entire bill, and 
I come to this conclusion. They have 
sent to us from the United States Sen-
ate a bill on immigration. It is expan-
sive. It covers all kinds of things. But 
it is this: it is instantaneous amnesty 
for almost everybody that is in Amer-
ica illegally, instantaneous amnesty. It 
is prospective amnesty to the extent 
that it does not address how we might 
address people who get into America 
after the bill might be enacted. So the 
prospects are that it would be the next 
wave of those who would be, according 
to their description, living in the shad-
ows. 

So if we are not going to enforce the 
law in the future or if we are going to 
pass a Senate version of the bill—and 
we are not, but the Senate version of 
the bill, if it becomes law, doesn’t do 
anything to bring about enforcement 
for those who would violate our immi-
gration laws in the future, nothing. It 
may do something on the border. A $40 
billion Corker amendment blows the 
budget substantially without a guar-
antee that it is going to be functional. 
But is instantaneous amnesty for those 
that are here. It is prospective amnesty 
for those who would come here. And, 
Mr. Speaker, it is retroactive amnesty. 
And that means it goes back to those 
who have been deported in the past and 
says: We really didn’t mean it. Why 
don’t you apply to come back to Amer-
ica, you all come back now, you hear, 
because we really can’t have deported 
you in the past and let people stay in 
America under the same conditions 
that we deported you in the past. That 
is the Senate version of the bill. It is 
ludicrous from a commonsense heart of 
the heartland middle America view-
point, where we respect and love the 
rule of law. 

So Mr. SCHUMER, Senator SCHUMER, 
went on: He called for my expulsion 

from the Republican Party. I am pretty 
sure they are not going to listen to 
CHUCK SCHUMER on that. He says: 

They can show some courage and say that 
the Steve Kings in the world can say what-
ever they want, but they have no place in a 
modern Republican Party. 

Imagine a leftist activist, deploying 
Alinsky tactics on the floor of the 
United States Senate, who would tell 
the Republican Party that they should 
expel me, who in a lot of ways has 
stood with the entire platform consist-
ently for a long time. I would have to 
go change the platform first. It would 
be easier just to become a Democrat. 
However, their ranks are not swelling 
as fast as ours are. Commonsense is 
prevailing, and we are seeing Repub-
lican majorities in the States, a likely 
Republican majority expanded here in 
the House of Representatives, and a 
real good shot at a Republican major-
ity in the United States Senate. What 
does that say about who is calling the 
shots in America? It is not CHUCK 
SCHUMER, it is not HARRY REID, it is 
not DICK DURBIN. 

So he continues. Two weeks later—he 
hadn’t had enough—two weeks later he 
comes to the floor of the Senate again 
and goes through a series of some of 
the same things, which I will skip down 
through a little bit more quickly: 

Far-right extremists, such as Congressman 
Steve King. 

Another: 
What has the House actually done on im-

migration these past 2 years? 

This is CHUCK SCHUMER: 
Nothing. Look it up. This is what Steve 

King wants, he wants the House to do noth-
ing. He is winning and America is losing. 

Well, no, the House has done some-
thing. In the appropriations bill last 
year, June 6, 2013, Department of 
Homeland Security Appropriations 
bill, I brought an amendment, an 
amendment that shut off all funding to 
implement or enforce the President’s 
unconstitutional actions and exert con-
stitutional actions that had to do with 
DACA, the Deferred Action for Child-
hood Arrivals, and for prosecutorial 
discretion known as the Morton 
Memos. 

The President’s action is unconstitu-
tional. He has no prosecutorial discre-
tion to identify classes or groups of 
people and then exempt them from the 
law. Prosecutorial discretion must be 
on an individual basis; it cannot be on 
a group. They violated that. They 
know it. I read their material and de-
bated with them and initiated a law-
suit. We are somewhat sidetracked 
right now on that. It is the nature of 
the thing. 

My amendment passed this Congress 
224 to 201. That is not nothing. That is 
restoring the rule of law and the Con-
stitution immigration policy after it 
has been violated by the President of 
the United States. We sent that out of 
the House of Representatives, Mr. 
Speaker. We set it on HARRY REID’s 
desk, and there it likely went into his 
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drawer and he took no action on it. So 
it is not that the House isn’t doing 
anything, it is that the Senate did 
something really illogical: the Gang of 
Eight’s bill for instantaneous, per-
petual, and retroactive amnesty. 

And then we have the number three- 
ranking Democrat in the Senate trying 
to taunt the Speaker of the House into 
doing something equally as foolish: 
bring amnesty to the floor of the 
House. This place would blow up and 
the American people would arrive here 
in short order because they love the 
rule of law. Not only natural born 
Americans, not only naturalized Amer-
icans, green card holders that come 
here to achieve the American Dream. 
That means from any country they 
came from and every country they 
came from, those who came here to 
love America and respect and appre-
ciate the American Dream. 

But what is happening is it is being 
eroded by destruction of the rule of law 
for political motivation on the part of 
people like Barack Obama, HARRY 
REID, CHUCK SCHUMER, and DICK DUR-
BIN. 

There is another quote here by CHUCK 
SCHUMER that says: 

Enough is enough. We will not let our 
party be hijacked by extremists whose xeno-
phobia causes them to prefer maintaining a 
broken system over achieving a tough, fair, 
and practical long-term solution. 

Xenophobia. I had to look that up 
when we came to this Congress. We 
don’t use that in the streets where I 
come from, but I have known its defini-
tion for a long time: being afraid of 
something that you don’t know. Well, I 
don’t often get accused of being afraid 
of anything, so when I am I pay a little 
bit of attention to that. 

I would say this. CHUCK SCHUMER is 
not like me. I am not afraid of him so 
it is not xenophobia. HARRY REID is not 
like me. I am not afraid of HARRY REID, 
so that is not xenophobia. DICK DURBIN 
is not like me. I am not afraid of him. 
That is not xenophobia. What xeno-
phobia are they talking about, Mr. 
Speaker, is my question? 

So if we are going to have some kind 
of a challenge of rhetoric bouncing 
back and forth between the House and 
the Senate, let’s do it face to face, let’s 
do it eye to eye. Let’s have that duel, 
not like Aaron Burr and Alexander 
Hamilton—I would be the one standing 
on the high ground on that—but let’s 
do it like real men do it today, not 
dueling pistols at 50 paces, let’s do this 
with microphones within arm’s reach, 
Mr. Speaker. Maybe we could get to 
the bottom of this and we could deter-
mine who exactly had the xenophobia. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair would remind Members that 
while debate may include policy criti-
cisms of the President and Members of 
the Senate, it is not in order to engage 
in personalities toward those parties. 

f 

STOP THE FRANK 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-

uary 3, 2013, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
WOODALL) for 30 minutes. 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I appre-
ciate the time this afternoon. 

I am sorry you are not going to get 
the benefit of the posters I brought 
down here with me because I am talk-
ing about a topic that is not one we 
bring up a lot in this Chamber. It is the 
use of the congressional frank. 

I will wager that when you were 
elected to Congress, the only thing you 
knew about the frank is that perhaps 
you cussed it from time to time when 
it showed up in your mailbox. I 
brought a copy down here because I am 
sure there are going to be staff and 
folks back in the office who hadn’t seen 
one before, folks walking around the 
office building today. 

But the frank, the congressional 
frank—why they call it the frank I do 
not know—is that signature that you 
and I put up in the top right-hand cor-
ner of our envelopes so that we can 
send mail. 

I will tell you, Mr. Speaker, if you 
have gone to town hall meetings where 
this hasn’t come up, I would be inter-
ested to know. Because on that list of 
congressional perks—and you know the 
ones I am talking about, ones like you 
get free health care for life, which of 
course is not true, ones like if you 
serve one term in Congress you get a 
free pension for life, also not true—but 
among those perks is the free mail 
perk, the congressional frank. It drives 
me crazy, Mr. Speaker, it drives my 
constituents crazy, and we have the 
power to fix it here in this Chamber. I 
want to stop the frank. 

Now, folks might say if you want to 
stop the frank, why not just stop using 
the frank. Fair enough. It is because 
the law requires us to use it. I am 
going get to that later, Mr. Speaker, 
because I will bet you have not seen 
that code section before. 

Here is an article from Bloomberg, 
Mr. Speaker, lest you think this is 
something that you and I just hear at 
town hall meetings. This is something 
that is out, and you see it in newspaper 
after newspaper after newspaper. A 
headline—this is two summers ago, 
Bloomberg: ‘‘Lawmakers Intent on Dic-
tating How the U.S. Postal Service 
Cuts Billions From Its Spending Are 
Among Those Helping Themselves to a 
Favorite Congressional Perk: Free 
Mail.’’ 

I want to be clear: there is no free 
mail, there is no free mail in the 
United States Congress today. This 
frank that I am talking about, Mr. 
Speaker, every time you sign your 
name to the top of a letter you are pay-
ing the full freight on that letter. You 
are absolutely going to pay for it when 
it hits the Postal Service. Sometimes 
it is on the honor system that you are 
reporting it, sometimes the mail house 
here at the Capitol is counting it. 
There is no free mail. 

But even a group as reputable as 
Bloomberg believes that there is. I 

know with certainty, because I hear it 
from my folks back home, our con-
stituents believe that there is. In this 
time where trust is the commodity 
that is in the tightest supply in this 
town, we must do those things to re-
store trust with men and women back 
home. We must end this favorite of 
congressional perks. 

Now, this is Bloomberg 2012, Mr. 
Speaker. I don’t want you to think this 
is something that we have just started 
talking about. You can’t see it from 
where you sit. But I also brought The 
New York Times from March of 1875. 
That is right. March of 1875, The New 
York Times is chronicling a vote that 
was taken right here in the U.S. House 
of Representatives. Well, not right here 
in this building on this floor. It was 
taken through those doors and into the 
next Chamber. But it says this. It says: 

By a vote of 113 to 65, the House concurred 
in the Senate amendment of the postal ap-
propriations bill to restore the franking 
privilege. 

Now, the franking privilege, this 
signing of your name on a letter, it 
came from England, and it came in the 
early days of the Postal Service, where 
maybe you had an important govern-
mental responsibility, maybe you need-
ed to communicate with folks on the 
other side of the country and there was 
no local post office close by. You could 
be living out on the frontier, you could 
be far away, you just might not have 
had a coin in your pocket. So it al-
lowed in the name of government effi-
ciency for Members of Congress to sign 
their name at the top of a letter and 
drop that into the postal stream. 

b 1430 
I promise you there is not a man or 

a woman who serves in Congress today 
who does not know where his local post 
office is. There is not a man or woman 
who serves in Congress today who 
struggles to get over to the grocery 
store where there are stamps for sale. 

We do not need to be able to sign our 
names at the top of an envelope today 
to get it done, but in 1875, after Con-
gress had abolished the frank, in the 
name of abolishing congressional 
perks, the Senate passed a bill to bring 
it back into being. The House con-
curred. 

The New York Times says this: 
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. 

I want you to think about this. 
Where does this sense that Congress 
gets free mail privileges come from, 
Mr. Speaker? It comes from the fact 
that, once upon a time, Congress actu-
ally got free mail privileges. 

Again, the Postal Service was in its 
infancy, and in order to conduct the 
people’s business, the franking privi-
lege was adopted from what folks had 
seen at play in England, but in 1875, 
Congress was still trying to grapple 
with the distrust that the franking 
privilege created amongst its constitu-
encies. 
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The New York Times, March 1875: 
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. 

Mr. Speaker, what I hope you will 
help me carry to our colleagues is that 
we no longer need that franking nui-
sance. 

There will be men and women in this 
Chamber who will say: ROB, what is the 
big deal? Don’t we have bigger prob-
lems to struggle with? 

Of course we do, but this one is easy 
for us to fix. There are those men and 
women out there who believe that 
there is a congressional perk that ex-
ists in this Chamber—at a time of 
record budget deficits—that no other 
American has access to, and we can 
abolish it with the stroke of our pen 
right here in the House. 

This is something that has plagued 
me and my conscience in a way that I 
just wanted to stop using it. I just 
wanted to start buying stamps. I want 
you to think about the micromanage-
ment in this institution, Mr. Speaker. 

My plan—my radical plan—was that I 
was going to buy a stamp and send a 
letter. Whoa. Lo and behold, Mr. 
Speaker, it turns out that that is 
against the rules. I have a copy here of 
the Members’ Congressional Handbook 
from this Congress. 

It says: 
Postal expenses can be incurred only when 

the frank is insufficient. 

That means, for the whole code sec-
tion that tells you what the frank can 
be used for, only if you are outside of 
that code section can you put a stamp 
on. 

I have highlighted it here, Mr. Speak-
er: 

Postage may not be used in lieu of the 
frank. 

Here it is, Mr. Speaker, in large 
print, with my name at the top of a let-
ter. It embarrasses me every time it 
goes out the door because I know, even 
when I am doing the people’s busi-
ness—which I am doing with each and 
every letter that goes out the door in 
responding to constituents’ concerns 
and in answering constituents’ ques-
tions—that folks do not feel served on 
the other end. 

They feel reminded that, perhaps, 
there is one set of rules for Congress 
and one set of rules for everybody else, 
but the rules that we have agreed to 
live by in this body prohibit me from 
buying a stamp and sending that letter 
out instead. 

The good news, Mr. Speaker, is that 
it turns out, when the law is not writ-
ten the way the law ought to be writ-
ten, my constituents have empowered 
me with a voting card with which to 
change it. 

I have partnered with my friend, 
TAMMY DUCKWORTH from Illinois, a 
Democrat on the other side of the aisle; 
and, together, we are going to stop the 
frank. We are going to abolish this so- 
called congressional perk—this free 
mailing privilege, this bane and stain 

in this Chamber—that folks have been 
fighting to get rid of for over 100 years. 
We are going to do it. 

I am not optimistic enough to believe 
that this can be done alone. That is 
why I have a fantastic partner on the 
Democratic side of the aisle, and that 
is why she and I, together, are going to 
those groups around this town who 
care about congressional account-
ability in order to make them our part-
ners in this effort. I have quotes from 
two of them. 

If you sit on the right-hand side of 
the aisle, Mr. Speaker, the National 
Taxpayers Union is certainly a group 
that you know and respect. Their ap-
peal is certainly bipartisan, but I know 
it has credibility on the right. 

The National Taxpayers Union says 
this: 

Repealing the so-called ‘‘franking privi-
lege’’ is a fair and simple reform that will in-
troduce pay-as-you-go budgeting to one of 
the most basic units of government—the 
congressional office. Check there ‘‘on 
board.’’ 

Now, if you are on the other side of 
the aisle, Mr. Speaker, I know Public 
Citizen is a bipartisan group. They 
speak to folks on both sides of the 
aisle, and public integrity is their mis-
sion. 

Public Citizen says this: 
Public Citizen heartily supports the 

Woodall-Duckworth legislation to rein in the 
abuse of taxpayer-funded frank mail for 
Members of Congress, and it applauds your 
work of making this commonsense legisla-
tion come from across party lines. 

We can do this. 
Here is my frustration as a 3-year 

Member of this House, Mr. Speaker, 
and I know it is your frustration, too. 
You can’t do the big things without 
each other, and it is tough to find one 
another when you haven’t been able to 
do the little things together that build 
the trust. 

Trust is the commodity that is miss-
ing. It is not just missing between our 
constituents and this Chamber. Mr. 
Speaker, you know it is often missing 
within this Chamber. We must seize 
upon opportunities, big and small, to 
come together to do those things that 
we know are the right things to do. 

I will say to my colleagues, Mr. 
Speaker—because I know there are 
going to be folks back in their offices 
who are watching and who are saying: 
Hey, wait a minute. Don’t we have a 
whole list of rules about the dos and 
don’ts of sending mail from a congres-
sional office? 

We do. Those rules and regulations 
are housed in what is called the Frank-
ing Commission today, which is actu-
ally the Committee on Mailing Stand-
ards. 

I don’t propose to abolish a single 
one of those. Those rules, for folks who 
don’t know, are designed to prevent 
people from campaigning on the tax-
payer dime out of their official offices. 

Now, there are folks in this Chamber 
who might like to abolish those rules, 
too. That is not my fight. The stand-

ards that prevent Members from abus-
ing the mail in their offices, that pre-
vent them from campaigning out of 
their offices—all of those standards to 
try to make sure that taxpayer dollars 
are being targeted only at those tax-
payer-required needs—will remain in 
place. 

This, this signature at the top of a 
letter, suggests to every American 
that, somehow, when you get elected to 
Congress, the rules no longer apply to 
you, big rules and small rules, like 
licking a stamp. Now, you don’t even 
have to lick the stamps anymore. You 
can just peel them off—they are self- 
stick now—and stick them right on. 

We can do this. There is a low opin-
ion that folks often hold of Members of 
Congress, Mr. Speaker, but I believe we 
can buy stamps and stick them on let-
ters. I believe that we can—but wait. 
There is nothing in what I propose that 
requires you to lick your own stamps 
or to even stick on your own stamps. 

If you want to get a postal permit de-
vice like every business in America 
has, by golly, run your office like a 
business. If we want to change the 
rules, so that we use the penalty mail 
system, which is what the executive 
branch uses—what the White House 
would use, what the IRS would use, 
what the Justice Department would 
use, which is the same as a postage- 
paid marker from a business, except 
that it is a postage-paid marker from a 
government—fair game. 

We are the only folks who run the 
show this way, and it is time for that 
to stop. 

I don’t think folks understand how 
far it goes. The franking privilege ex-
ists in statute. If I were to pass on my 
franking privilege, Mr. Speaker, it goes 
to my wife. Did you know that, if Mem-
bers of Congress were to pass on, sud-
denly, their spouses would be allowed 
to start signing their names to letters 
and dropping them into the postal 
stream? Why is that? Why is this some-
thing that I can deed on after my de-
mise? In fact, why is it something that 
exists at all? 

The answer is, once upon a time, it 
was difficult to find a stamp. Can’t we 
agree that those days are behind us? 

Public Citizen can agree, and the Na-
tional Taxpayers Union can agree, and 
TAMMY DUCKWORTH from Illinois can 
agree, and ROB WOODALL from Georgia 
can agree. I know this is something 
that we can do together. 

Mr. Speaker, I don’t claim that this 
is going to be the proposal that saves 
the world. It is not; yet, for every tax-
payer who opens up the newspaper 
every day and does not find news about 
how his taxpayer dollars are being in-
vested transformatively in the lives of 
children, invested transformatively for 
men and women harmed in the defense 
of this Nation, but instead, opens up 
the newspaper and finds story after 
story of waste, of fraud and of abuse, 
our role here in this Chamber is to root 
that out and to stop it wherever we 
may find it. 
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Don’t you believe, before we can help 

someone else clean up his house, we 
must clean up our own house? 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage you to visit 
my Web page—which is 
woodall.house.gov/stopthefrank—be-
cause if you and I don’t push this 
amongst our colleagues, it is not going 
to rise to the level of action. It is just 
something that we can do. We can do 
it. We can do it right away. There is no 
need to delay. We can begin restoring 
faith one bit at a time. 

Let’s restore faith with this today, 
with another bill tomorrow and with 
another bill the day after that, and one 
of these days, we might find that the 
American people have trust and con-
fidence in their Congress again. It 
wasn’t true in 1875, and it may be opti-
mistic to believe it could be true in 
2015, but I am certain of this: if we 
know that we have opportunities and if 
we fail to seize those opportunities, we 
will never earn and, I dare say, deserve 
the trust of our constituencies back 
home. 

Mr. Speaker, send any of your con-
stituents who are interested to 
woodall.house.gov/stopthefrank, and in 
fact, encourage the folks that you see 
and interact with from other parts of 
the country to visit Stop the Frank. 
Then encourage their Congressmen and 
their Congresswomen to be a part of 
this effort. 

This does not have to be a partisan 
issue because it is not a partisan issue. 
This does not have to be a wait-and-see 
issue because it is an issue we have 
been looking at for more than 100 
years. 

What this can be is a get-it-done-to-
gether issue that, again, with one 
small step at a time, begins to earn the 
trust of the American people that I 
know each and every Member of this 
Chamber wants to earn. 

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

f 

SENATE BILL REFERRED 

A bill of the Senate of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s 
table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows: 

S. 2086. An act to address current emer-
gency shortages of propane and other home 
heating fuels and to provide greater flexi-
bility and information for Governors to ad-
dress such emergencies in the future; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure; in addition to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. WOODALL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 2 o’clock and 43 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Fri-
day, May 23, 2014, at 3 p.m. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

5749. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation, 
transmitting the Corporation’s final rule — 
Benefits Payable in Terminated Single-Em-
ployer Plans; Interest Assumptions for Pay-
ing Benefits received May 5, 2014, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

5750. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Financial Management, United States 
Capitol Police, transmitting the semiannual 
report of receipts and expenditures of appro-
priations and other funds for the period Oc-
tober 1, 2014 through March 31, 2014; (H. Doc. 
No. 113—116); to the Committee on House Ad-
ministration and ordered to be printed. 

5751. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans-
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
Off Alaska; Pollock in Statistical Area 620 in 
the Gulf of Alaska [Docket No.: 130925836- 
4174-02] (RIN: 0648-XD236) received May 2, 
2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

5752. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Magnuson-Stevens Act Provisions; 
Fisheries Off West Coast States; Biennial 
Specifications and Management Measures; 
Inseason Adjustments [Docket No.: 120814338- 
2711-02] (RIN: 0648-BE10) received May 2, 2014, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources. 

5753. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans-
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of Mexico, 
and South Atlantic; 2014 Commercial Ac-
countability Measure and Closure for South 
Atlantic Vermilion Snapper [Docket No.: 
130312235-3658-02] (RIN: 0648-XD173) received 
May 2, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Natural Resources. 

5754. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Pacific Cod by Catcher/ 
Processors Using Hook-and-Line Gear in the 
Central Regulatory Area of the Gulf of Alas-
ka [Docket No.: 130925836-4174-02] (RIN: 0648- 
XD182) received May 2, 2014, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

5755. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans-
mitting the Administration’s final rule — 
Atlantic Highly Migratory Species; Atlantic 
Bluefin Tuna Fisheries [Docket No.: 
130214139-3542-02] (RIN: 0648-XD222) received 
May 2, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Natural Resources. 

5756. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Safety 
Zone: Akadama Fireworks Display, Rich-
mond Inner Harbor, Richmond, CA [Docket 
No.: USCG-2014-0133] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived May 5, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

5757. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Safety 

Zone; Lake Havasu Gran Prix; Lake Havasu, 
AZ [Docket No.: USCG-2014-0177] (RIN: 1625- 
AA00) received May 5, 2014, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5758. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Safety 
Zone; Pago Pago Harbor, American Samoa 
[Docket No.: USCG-2014-0014] (RIN: 1625- 
AA00) received May 5, 2014, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5759. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Special 
Local Regulations and Safety Zones; Recur-
ring Events in Northern New England [Dock-
et No.: USCG-2013-0904] (RIN: 1625-AA08; 
AA00) received May 5, 2014, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5760. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Special 
Local Regulations for Marine Events, Tred 
Avon River; Between Bellevue, MD and Ox-
ford, MD [Docket No.: USCG-2013-1059] (RIN: 
1625-AA08) received May 5, 2014, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5761. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Special 
Local Regulations; Eighth Coast Guard Dis-
trict Annual and Recurring Marine Events 
Update [Docket No.: USCG-2013-1061] (RIN: 
1625-AA08) received May 5, 2014, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5762. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Safety 
Zones; Revolution 3 Triathlon, Lake Erie, 
Sandusky Bay, Sandusky, OH [Docket No.: 
USCG-2012-0730] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received 
May 5, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

5763. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Safety 
Zone, Barnegat Inlet; Barnegat Light, NJ 
[Docket No.: USCG-2014-0145] (RIN: 1625- 
AA00) received May 5, 2014, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5764. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Special 
Local Regulation, Rotary Club of Fort Lau-
derdale New River Raft Race, New River; 
Fort Lauderdale, FL [Docket No.: USCG- 
2014-0001] (RIN: 1625-AA08) received May 5, 
2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

5765. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Draw-
bridge Operation Regulation; Great Egg Har-
bor Bay, (Ship Channel and (Beach Thorofare 
NJICW)), Somers Point and Ocean City, NJ 
[Docket No.: USCG-2014-0121] (RIN: 1625- 
AA09) received May 5, 2014, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5766. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Draw-
bridge Operation Regulation; Broad Creek, 
Laurel, DE [Docket No.: USCG-2013-0778] 
(RIN: 1625-AA09) received May 5, 2014, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5767. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Safety 
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Zone; Bat Mitzvah Celebration Fireworks 
Display; Joshua Cove; Guilford, CT [Docket 
Number: USCG-2014-0158] (RIN: 1625-AA00) re-
ceived May 5, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

5768. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Safety 
Zone; Military Munitions Recovery, Raritan 
River, Raritan, NJ [Docket No.: USCG-2012- 
1045] (RIN: 1625-AA00) received May 5, 2014, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

5769. A letter from the Attorney Advisor, 
Department of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Safety 
Zone; Texas City Channel, Texas City, TX 
[Docket Number: USCG-2014-0034] (RIN: 1625- 
AA00) received May 5, 2014, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

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. GEORGE MILLER of California 
(for himself, Ms. WATERS, Mr. WELCH, 
Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. SCOTT of Vir-
ginia, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. WAXMAN, 
Mr. CONYERS, Mr. TIERNEY, Mrs. 
DAVIS of California, Mr. GRIJALVA, 
Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mr. SABLAN, 
Ms. WILSON of Florida, Ms. BONAMICI, 
Mr. POCAN, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. ELLISON, 
Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Ms. CLARKE of New 
York, Mr. JEFFRIES, Mr. MCDERMOTT, 
Mr. NADLER, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, 
Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. THOMPSON of Cali-
fornia, Ms. LEE of California, Ms. 
LOFGREN, Ms. CHU, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, 
Mr. LOWENTHAL, Ms. BROWNLEY of 
California, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. BASS, Mr. 
ENYART, Ms. NORTON, Ms. SHEA-POR-
TER, Mr. RANGEL, Mrs. MCCARTHY of 
New York, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Ms. 
ESHOO, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. SARBANES, 
Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. FARR, Ms. MATSUI, 
Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, 
Ms. SPEIER, Ms. BROWN of Florida, 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. HONDA, Mr. 
CLAY, Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. FRANKEL of 
Florida, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. GENE GREEN 
of Texas, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. BRALEY 
of Iowa, Mr. RUSH, and Mr. 
GARAMENDI): 

H.R. 4714. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to establish requirements 
for preferred banking arrangements, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. LANKFORD: 
H.R. 4715. A bill to rescind unused ear-

marks provided for the Department of Trans-
portation, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and in addi-
tion to the Committees on Transportation 
and Infrastructure, and Oversight and Gov-
ernment Reform, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. GARDNER (for himself, Mr. 
BISHOP of Utah, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. 
STEWART, Mr. CHAFFETZ, Mr. TIPTON, 
Mr. AMODEI, and Mr. DAINES): 

H.R. 4716. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Interior and the Secretary of Agriculture 
to provide certain Western States assistance 
in the development of statewide conserva-
tion and management plans for the protec-
tion and recovery of sage grouse species, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

By Mr. TIBERI (for himself, Mr. NEAL, 
Mr. GERLACH, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. 
NUNES, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. PAULSEN, 
Mr. CROWLEY, Ms. JENKINS, Mr. 
RENACCI, Mr. KIND, Mr. GRIFFIN of 
Arkansas, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. 
SCHOCK, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. REED, 
Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. 
REICHERT, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illi-
nois, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. KELLY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. 
YOUNG of Indiana, Mr. GIBBS, and Ms. 
LOFGREN): 

H.R. 4717. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to make permanent and ex-
pand the temporary minimum credit rate for 
the low-income housing tax credit program; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TIBERI (for himself, Mr. 
SCHOCK, Mr. YOUNG of Indiana, Mr. 
REED, Mr. PAULSEN, Mr. GRIFFIN of 
Arkansas, Mr. NUNES, Mr. KELLY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. BRADY of Texas, 
Ms. JENKINS, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. 
MARCHANT, Mrs. BLACK, Mr. 
BUCHANAN, Mr. RENACCI, Mr. GER-
LACH, Mr. REICHERT, Mr. HUIZENGA of 
Michigan, and Mr. ROSKAM): 

H.R. 4718. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to modify and make perma-
nent bonus depreciation; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REED (for himself and Mr. GER-
LACH): 

H.R. 4719. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to permanently extend and 
expand the charitable deduction for con-
tributions of food inventory; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALBERG (for himself, Mr. 
WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. WEBER 
of Texas, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. 
SCHNEIDER, Mr. CONNOLLY, and Mr. 
TONKO): 

H.R. 4720. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to increase the priority for en-
rollment of medal of honor recipients in the 
health care system of the Department of 
Veterans Affairs; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 
H.R. 4721. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to encourage charitable 
contributions of real property for conserva-
tion purposes by Native Corporations; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BISHOP of New York: 
H.R. 4722. A bill to clarify that for purposes 

of all Federal laws governing marine fish-
eries management, the landward boundary of 
the exclusive economic zone between areas 
south of Montauk, New York, and Point Ju-
dith, Rhode Island, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. CASTRO of Texas (for himself 
and Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN): 

H.R. 4723. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to authorize aliens who have 
been granted deferred action and work au-
thorization under the Deferred Action for 
Childhood Arrivals program of the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security and who other-
wise satisfy the requirements for admission 
to a military service academy to be ap-
pointed to and attend a military service 
academy and, upon graduation, to be ap-
pointed as a commissioned officer in the 
Armed Forces; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

By Mr. CICILLINE: 
H.R. 4724. A bill to amend chapter 83 of 

title 41, United States Code (popularly re-
ferred to as the Buy American Act) and cer-
tain other laws with respect to certain waiv-
ers under those laws, to provide greater 
transparency regarding exceptions to domes-
tic sourcing requirements, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform, and in addition to the 
Committees on Transportation and Infra-
structure, and Financial Services, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. COLLINS of New York: 
H.R. 4725. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to ensure that all veterans are 
eligible to participate in hospice care pro-
grams of the Secretary of Veterans Affairs; 
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois (for 
himself and Ms. TITUS): 

H.R. 4726. A bill to amend title 23, United 
States Code, to direct the Secretary of 
Transportation to establish an innovation in 
surface transportation program, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee (for him-
self, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, 
and Mr. PAULSEN): 

H.R. 4727. A bill to enhance interstate com-
merce by creating a National Hiring Stand-
ard for Motor Carriers; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure, and in 
addition to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. FINCHER (for himself and Mrs. 
BLACK): 

H.R. 4728. A bill to direct the Office of the 
Actuary of the Centers for Medicare & Med-
icaid Services and the Comptroller General 
of the United States to study the impact of 
the Patient Protection and Affordable Care 
Act on small businesses; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and in addition to the 
Committees on Education and the Work-
force, Energy and Commerce, the Judiciary, 
Natural Resources, House Administration, 
Rules, and Appropriations, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. GRAYSON (for himself and Ms. 
SHEA-PORTER): 

H.R. 4729. A bill to require debarment of 
persons convicted of fraudulent use of ‘‘Made 
in America’’ labels; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. GRAYSON: 
H.R. 4730. A bill to allow the return of per-

sonal property to victims of sexual assault 
incidents involving a member of the Armed 
Forces upon completion of proceedings re-
lated to the incident; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. JORDAN (for himself, Mr. 
SMITH of Missouri, Mrs. BACHMANN, 
Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mrs. BLACKBURN, 
Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mrs. LUMMIS, 
Mr. DESANTIS, Mr. SALMON, Mr. 
PRICE of Georgia, and Mr. DUNCAN of 
South Carolina): 

H.R. 4731. A bill to help individuals receiv-
ing assistance under means-tested welfare 
programs obtain self-sufficiency, to provide 
information on total spending on means- 
tested welfare programs, to provide an over-
all spending limit on means-tested welfare 
programs, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, and in addition 
to the Committees on Ways and Means, the 
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Budget, Rules, Energy and Commerce, and 
Education and the Workforce, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. KILMER (for himself, Ms. HER-
RERA BEUTLER, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. HECK 
of Washington, Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. 
PETERS of California, and Mr. 
REICHERT): 

H.R. 4732. A bill to authorize Federal agen-
cies to establish prize competitions for inno-
vation or adaptation management develop-
ment relating to ocean acidification; to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology. 

By Mr. LARSON of Connecticut: 
H.R. 4733. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to increase, expand, and ex-
tend the credit for hydrogen-related alter-
native fuel vehicle refueling property and to 
increase the investment credit for more effi-
cient fuel cells; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. MCHENRY: 
H.R. 4734. A bill to repeal the authority of 

the Bureau of Consumer Financial Protec-
tion to restrict mandatory pre-dispute arbi-
tration; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Mr. NOLAN (for himself and Mr. 
MCKINLEY): 

H.R. 4735. A bill to amend the Patient Pro-
tection and Affordable Care Act to provide 
for a temporary shift in the scheduled collec-
tion of the transitional reinsurance program 
payments; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. NOLAN (for himself, Mr. 
WELCH, Mr. PETERSON, Mr. WALZ, Mr. 
PETRI, Mr. ELLISON, Ms. MCCOLLUM, 
and Mr. PAULSEN): 

H.R. 4736. A bill to revise the authorized 
route of the North Country National Scenic 
Trail in northeastern Minnesota and to ex-
tend the trail into Vermont to connect with 
the Appalachian National Scenic Trail, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

By Mr. PALAZZO: 
H.R. 4737. A bill to amend the Magnuson- 

Stevens Fishery Conservation and Manage-
ment Act to grant to States on the Gulf of 
Mexico jurisdiction over fisheries out to 9 
nautical miles from shore, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. PAYNE: 
H.R. 4738. A bill to ensure the safety of 

DOT-111 tank cars by improving standards 
for new tank cars and upgrading existing 
tank cars, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

By Mr. REED (for himself and Mr. 
MURPHY of Florida): 

H.R. 4739. A bill to provide assistance to 
communities affected by total maximum 
daily loads established by the Administrator 
of the Environmental Protection Agency, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr. PAS-
CRELL, Mr. NUNES, and Mr. LARSON of 
Connecticut): 

H.R. 4740. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to modify the depreciation 
recovery period for energy-efficient cool roof 
systems; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. TIERNEY: 
H.R. 4741. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to provide for an increase in the 
amount of monthly dependency and indem-
nity compensation payable to surviving 
spouses by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs; 
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Ms. FUDGE: 
H. Con. Res. 100. Concurrent resolution au-

thorizing the use of the rotunda of the Cap-
itol for a ceremony to commemorate the 
50th anniversary of the enactment of the 
Civil Rights Act of 1964; to the Committee on 
House Administration. 

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT (for himself, Ms. 
NORTON, and Mr. GRIJALVA): 

H. Res. 593. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that in 
order to better understand water avail-
ability, sustainability, and security at a na-
tional scale, the United States should 
prioritize the assessment of the quality and 
quantity of surface water and groundwater 
resources, and produce a national water cen-
sus with the same sense of urgency that was 
incorporated in the ‘‘Man on the Moon’’ 
project to address the inevitable challenges 
of ‘‘Peak Water’’; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Energy and Commerce, Agri-
culture, and Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture, 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. BONAMICI (for herself and Mrs. 
BROOKS of Indiana): 

H. Res. 594. A resolution recognizing Older 
Americans Month; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce. 

By Ms. DELAURO (for herself, Mrs. 
CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York, 
Mr. CONYERS, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. NOR-
TON, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. 
MCCOLLUM, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. MEEKS, Ms. 
BASS, Ms. MENG, and Mr. 
MCDERMOTT): 

H. Res. 595. A resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of May 23 as the ‘‘Inter-
national Day to End Obstetric Fistula’’ to 
significantly raise awareness and intensify 
actions towards ending obstetric fistula; to 
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform. 

By Mr. DUFFY (for himself, Mr. PETRI, 
Mr. COOK, and Mr. PERLMUTTER): 

H. Res. 596. A resolution recognizing the 
Khmer and Lao/Hmong Freedom Fighters of 
Cambodia and Laos for supporting and de-
fending the United States Armed Forces dur-
ing the conflict in Southeast Asia and for 
their continued support and defense of the 
United States; to the Committee on 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. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California: 
H.R. 4717. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of Constitution of the 

United States 
By Mr. LANKFORD: 

H.R. 4715. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Section 8, Clause 1: ‘‘The Congress shall 

have Power To . . . provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States’’ 

By Mr. GARDNER: 
H.R. 4716. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, Section 8, clause 18 of the United 
States Constitution: 

To make all Laws which shall be necessary 
and proper for carrying into Execution the 
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the Government of 
the United States, or in any Department or 
Officer thereof 

By Mr. TIBERI: 
H.R. 4717. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 7 and Article 1, Section 

8 
By Mr. TIBERI: 

H.R. 4718. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 7 and Article 1, Section 

8 
By Mr. REED: 

H.R. 4719. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the 

United States Constitution and Amendment 
XVI of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. WALBERG: 
H.R. 4720. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clauses 12, 14 and 18 of 

the Constitution of the United States; the 
authority to raise and support an army, to 
make rules for the government and regula-
tion of the land and naval forces and to 
make all laws which shall be necessary and 
proper carrying into execution the foregoing 
powers. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska: 
H.R. 4721. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mr. BISHOP of New York: 
H.R. 4722. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. CASTRO of Texas: 
H.R. 4723. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
THE U.S. CONSTITUTION 
ARTICLE I, SECTION 8: POWERS OF 

CONGRESS 
CLAUSE 18 
The Congress shall have power . . . To 

make all laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into execution the fore-
going powers, and all other powers vested by 
this Constitution in the government of the 
United States, or in any department or offi-
cer thereof. 

By Mr. CICILLINE: 
H.R. 4724. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. COLLINS of New York: 
H.R. 4725. 
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, of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Illinois: 
H.R. 4726. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution, specifically Clause 1, Clause 3, 
Clause 7, and Clause 18. 

By Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee: 
H.R. 4727. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
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Article I Section 8 
To regulate commerce with foreign na-

tions, and among the several states, and with 
the Indian tribes; 

By Mr. FINCHER: 
H.R. 4728. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I Section 8. 

By Mr. GRAYSON: 
H.R. 4729. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Clause 8 of the Constitution of 

the United States. 
By Mr. GRAYSON: 

H.R. 4730. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Clause 8 of the Constitution of 

the United States. 
By Mr. JORDAN: 

H.R. 4731. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The bill makes specific changes to existing 

law in a manner that returns power to the 
States and to the people, in accordance with 
Amendment X of the United staes Constitu-
tion. 

By Mr. KILMER: 
H.R. 4732. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. LARSON of Connecticut: 
H.R. 4733. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 1, Section 8, Article I 

By Mr. MCHENRY: 
H.R. 4734. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Commerce Clause, Article I, Section 8, 

Clause 3 of the Constitution states that Con-
gress shall have power to regulate Commerce 
with foreign Nations, and among the several 
States, and with the Indian Tribes. 

By Mr. NOLAN: 
H.R. 4735. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. NOLAN: 
H.R. 4736. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, section 8 of the Constitution of 

the United States grants Congress the au-
thority to enact this bill. 

By Mr. PALAZZO: 
H.R. 4737. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
(1) Article I Section 8—The Commerce 

Clause, granting Congress the power to regu-
late commerce among the several States; 

(2) Article I, Section 8—The Necessary and 
Proper Clause, granting Congress the power 
to make all laws which are necessary and 
proper for carrying into Execution the pow-
ers vested by the Constitution of the United 
States; and 

(3) Article IV, Section 3—The Federal 
Property Power Clause, granting Congress 
the power to dispose of and make all needful 
Rules and Regulations respecting the Terri-
tory or other Property belonging to the 
United States. 

By Mr. PAYNE: 
H.R. 4738. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority on which this 

bill rests is the power of Congress to make 

rules for the government and regulation of 
the land and naval forces, as enumerated in 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 14 of the United 
States Constitution 

By Mr. REED: 
H.R. 4739. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. REED: 
H.R. 4740. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the 

United States Constitution and Amendment 
XVI of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. TIERNEY: 
H.R. 4741. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 164: Mr. HANNA. 
H.R. 303: Ms. DELAURO. 
H.R. 494: Mr. DELANEY. 
H.R. 508: Ms. MCCOLLUM. 
H.R. 713: Mr. FARENTHOLD. 
H.R. 942: Mr. YOUNG of Indiana and Mr. 

LUETKEMEYER. 
H.R. 961: Ms. DUCKWORTH and Ms. CLARK of 

Massachusetts. 
H.R. 1009: Mr. FINCHER. 
H.R. 1020: Mr. LARSEN of Washington. 
H.R. 1146: Mrs. BEATTY and Mr. BERA of 

California. 
H.R. 1150: Mr. SCHIFF. 
H.R. 1180: Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr. 

DUNCAN of Tennessee, Mr. DAVID SCOTT of 
Georgia, and Mr. GRAYSON. 

H.R. 1201: Mr. GRAYSON. 
H.R. 1250: Mr. SCALISE. 
H.R. 1254: Mr. KING of New York. 
H.R. 1274: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia and Mr. 

HARPER. 
H.R. 1502: Mr. ISSA, Mr. FLORES, Mr. 

MULVANEY, Mr. STUTZMAN, Mr. WEBER of 
Texas, Mr. WOODALL, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. 
BROOKS of Alabama, and Mrs. BACHMANN. 

H.R. 1507: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia. 

H.R. 1563: Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. 
H.R. 1732: Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. 
H.R. 1771: Mr. LATHAM. 
H.R. 1801: Mr. BENISHEK. 
H.R. 1851: Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mr. ELLI-

SON, and Mr. PIERLUISI. 
H.R. 1920: Mr. TAKANO. 
H.R. 2028: Ms. SHEA-PORTER, Ms. MICHELLE 

LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mexico, and Mr. 
SCHNEIDER. 

H.R. 2156: Mr. FOSTER. 
H.R. 2429: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. 

HUNTER, and Mr. GARY G. MILLER of Cali-
fornia. 

H.R. 2500: Mr. BENISHEK. 
H.R. 2692: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 2772: Mr. SENSENBRENNER and Mr. 

COBLE. 
H.R. 2807: Mr. RENACCI and Mr. COLLINS of 

New York. 
H.R. 2825: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. 
H.R. 2827: Mr. DELANEY, Mr. PASTOR of Ari-

zona, and Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 2841: Mr. PASCRELL and Mr. RYAN of 

Ohio. 
H.R. 2852: Ms. BONAMICI and Ms. MOORE. 
H.R. 2870: Ms. CASTOR of Florida. 
H.R. 2959: Mr. UPTON and Mr. MCKINLEY. 
H.R. 3022: Mr. ENYART. 
H.R. 3116: Mr. BUTTERFIELD. 
H.R. 3279: Mr. AMASH and Mr. CRENSHAW. 

H.R. 3377: Mr. CONAWAY. 
H.R. 3471: Mr. CONYERS. 
H.R. 3662: Mr. DOGGETT and Mr. GALLEGO. 
H.R. 3676: Ms. HAHN. 
H.R. 3708: Mr. BUCHANAN and Mr. BRALEY of 

Iowa. 
H.R. 3717: Mr. HUNTER. 
H.R. 3836: Mr. WALZ, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. 

WESTMORELAND, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. ROONEY, 
Mr. HECK of Nevada, Mr. KINZINGER of Illi-
nois, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. 
WEBSTER of Florida, Mr. CARTER, Mr. 
NUNNELEE, Mr. SOUTHERLAND, Mr. PERRY, 
Mr. LANCE, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. 
DUNCAN of South Carolina, Mr. NUGENT, Mr. 
CUMMINGS, Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Ms. 
KELLY of Illinois, Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Mr. NADLER, Mr. HASTINGS of 
Florida, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, Mr. WILSON 
of South Carolina, Mr. HORSFORD, Mr. 
LOWENTHAL, Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky, Mr. 
MULLIN, Mr. UPTON, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. 
MILLER of Florida, Mr. FORBES, Mr. 
REICHERT, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. THOMPSON of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. GIBBS, Mr. POE of Texas, Mrs. CAROLYN 
B. MALONEY of New York, and Mr. MEADOWS. 

H.R. 3978: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts and 
Mr. TAKANO. 

H.R. 3991: Mr. AMODEI. 
H.R. 3992: Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 

New Mexico, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. 
REICHERT, and Mr. LATHAM. 

H.R. 4041: Mr. LOWENTHAL. 
H.R. 4069: Mr. COFFMAN. 
H.R. 4086: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK and Ms. SE-

WELL of Alabama. 
H.R. 4106: Mr. BACHUS and Mr. PITTENGER. 
H.R. 4135: Mr. COLLINS of New York. 
H.R. 4156: Mr. SCHRADER and Ms. WILSON of 

Florida. 
H.R. 4172: Mr. CAPUANO. 
H.R. 4190: Mr. ROONEY and Mr. COFFMAN. 
H.R. 4213: Ms. KUSTER. 
H.R. 4216: Mr. HOLT, Ms. BASS, Mr. ELLI-

SON, Ms. NORTON, Ms. SPEIER, and Mr. PAS-
TOR of Arizona. 

H.R. 4217: Mr. PETERS of Michigan, Mr. 
BROUN of Georgia, and Mr. THOMPSON of 
Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 4240: Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 4250: Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 4257: Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. 
H.R. 4262: Mr. WESTMORELAND and Mrs. 

WAGNER. 
H.R. 4295: Mr. TAKANO. 
H.R. 4315: Mr. JONES, Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mr. 

TIPTON, Mr. SMITH of Missouri, and Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona. 

H.R. 4325: Mr. CARNEY. 
H.R. 4328: Mr. HUFFMAN. 
H.R. 4351: Mrs. BACHMANN, Mr. LATHAM, 

and Mr. COOPER. 
H.R. 4352: Mr. JONES. 
H.R. 4365: Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. 
H.R. 4417: Mr. CLAY. 
H.R. 4426: Mr. PETERS of Michigan. 
H.R. 4437: Mr. COFFMAN. 
H.R. 4450: Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. COLE, Mr. 

SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. LANCE, and Mr. 
RICE of South Carolina. 

H.R. 4491: Mr. FITZPATRICK and Mr. 
DESANTIS. 

H.R. 4507: Mr. COBLE and Mr. TAKANO. 
H.R. 4544: Mr. SWALWELL of California and 

Ms. TSONGAS. 
H.R. 4558: Mr. SCALISE. 
H.R. 4577: Mr. SHUSTER. 
H.R. 4582: Mr. PETERS of Michigan. 
H.R. 4590: Mrs. ROBY and Mr. COTTON. 
H.R. 4622: Mr. SWALWELL of California. 
H.R. 4628: Mr. NADLER, Mr. DENHAM, Ms. 

MENG, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. LANGEVIN, Ms. NOR-
TON, Ms. WATERS, and Mr. COURTNEY. 

H.R. 4629: Mr. O’ROURKE, Ms. BASS, and 
Mrs. DAVIS of California. 

H.R. 4630: Ms. DELAURO. 
H.R. 4631: Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. 

BURGESS, Mr. GERLACH, Ms. SCHWARTZ, Mr. 
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HOLDING, and Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York. 

H.R. 4636: Ms. JACKSON LEE and Ms. NOR-
TON. 

H.R. 4637: Mr. STEWART. 
H.R. 4644: Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Ms. 

HAHN, Mr. GARAMENDI, Ms. EDWARDS, Mr. 
PASCRELL, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Mr. ENGEL, Ms. 
ESTY, Mrs. BUSTOS, Mr. LARSEN of Wash-
ington, Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr. MCGOV-
ERN, Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mrs. NAPOLI-
TANO, Mr. YOUNG of Alaska, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. 

JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER of California, Mr. RYAN of 
Ohio, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. DELANEY, Mr. 
HONDA, and Ms. JACKSON LEE. 

H.R. 4645: Mr. NADLER. 
H.R. 4653: Mr. PITTS. 
H.R. 4672: Mr. FARR. 
H.R. 4698: Mr. PEARCE, Mr. DUFFY, and Mr. 

BENISHEK. 
H.R. 4701: Mr. WELCH. 
H.R. 4712: Mr. HORSFORD. 
H. Con. Res. 97: Mrs. LUMMIS. 

H. Res. 30: Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas. 
H. Res. 109: Mr. WALDEN, Mrs. CAROLYN B. 

MALONEY of New York, Mr. LAMALFA, and 
Ms. SHEA-PORTER. 

H. Res. 153: Mr. COOK. 
H. Res. 204: Ms. DELBENE. 
H. Res. 283: Ms. JACKSON LEE. 
H. Res. 538: Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. 

BUTTERFIELD, and Mr. DENT. 
H. Res. 571: Mr. COLLINS of New York. 
H. Res. 572: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. 
H. Res. 587: Mr. STIVERS. 
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Senate 
The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Creator, redeemer, sustainer, You 

called us out of darkness into Your 
marvelous light. Dispel the shadows of 
confusion in our lives, replacing them 
with charity and peace. What we do not 
know, teach us. What we can’t see, 
show us. What we don’t have, give us. 
What we aren’t, make us. 

Abide with our Senators in their la-
bors, using them as vessels for Your 
service. Lord, keep them on the path of 
integrity, strengthened and sustained 
by Your grace. Bless and keep them. 
Make Your face shine upon them and 
be gracious to them. Lift the light of 
Your countenance upon them and give 
them Your peace. 

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 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
majority leader is recognized. 

f 

TO PROTECT AND ENHANCE OP-
PORTUNITIES FOR REC-
REATIONAL HUNTING, FISHING, 
AND SHOOTING—MOTION TO PRO-
CEED 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I now move 
to proceed to Calendar No. 384, S. 2363, 
which is the Hagan sportsmen’s legisla-
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
Motion to proceed to S. 2363, a bill to pro-

tect and enhance opportunities for rec-
reational hunting, fishing, and shooting, and 
for other purposes. 

SCHEDULE 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, following 

my remarks and those of the Repub-
lican leader, the Senate will be in a pe-
riod of morning business until 1:45 
today, with the time until then equally 
divided and controlled between the two 
leaders or our designees, with the ma-
jority controlling the first 30 minutes 
and the Republicans the second 30 min-
utes. Additionally, Senator LEAHY will 
control the final 5 minutes and Senator 
PAUL will control the 5 minutes prior 
to that. 

At 1:45 p.m. there will be two rollcall 
votes. The first vote will be on con-
firmation of the nomination of David 
Barron to be U.S. circuit judge for the 
First Circuit, and the second vote will 
be on the adoption of the conference re-
port to accompany H.R. 3060, the 
WRRDA bill. 

TAX EXTENDERS 
This week Senate Republicans voted 

against tax cuts that most of them 
have said they like. The legislation is 
widely applauded around the country. I 
have a letter from 152 different entities 
that say they love this legislation, and 
they said it should pass, two of which 
are the Chamber of Commerce, which is 
certainly no leftwing group, and the 
National Association of Manufactur-
ers—the same—and there are scores of 
others. It seems the only Republicans 
who do not want this tax cut are the 
Republicans in Congress. Republicans 
around the country want these tax 
cuts, Democrats want these tax cuts, 
and so do Independents. 

This legislation is very important be-
cause it would bolster nearly every seg-
ment of our society. It helps students 
and teachers, workers and employers, 
American families and businesses, all 

while saving money and growing our 
economy. 

These 152 organizations that signed 
this letter to me are pleading with the 
Senate to extend these tax provisions 
because not doing so would ‘‘inject in-
stability and uncertainty into our 
economy.’’ 

Republicans say the reason they 
voted against the bill is because they 
want to vote on amendments. Yet the 
only amendment they have identified 
was a poison pill amendment. Of 
course, what was the subject matter? 
Their favorite subject—ObamaCare. It 
has nothing to do with the extenders. 

But we have seen this game play out 
before. The Senate is not going to vote 
on ‘‘gotcha’’ amendments designed to 
score political points. This legislation 
is too important. I have said all along 
that I am willing to undertake reason-
able, germane amendments. That is 
certainly appropriate. That is what 
they did in the Finance Committee. 
They had an extended markup of this 
bill in the Finance Committee. The 
rule they have there is that amend-
ments have to be germane. That rule 
applied to this bill, as it should, and 
that is what should be applied here on 
the floor. 

So if Republican Senators can come 
up with a list of reasonable, germane 
amendments, I am more than happy to 
return to the tax extenders bill. Those 
are amendments I would not pick. 
They always say: Well, REID is picking 
our amendments. 

Those are their amendments. They 
can file reasonable, germane amend-
ments. There are a multitude of 
amendments they could offer. 

So let’s see if Republicans want to 
get something done on this legislation. 
We can debate back and forth on the 
finer points of Senate procedure end-
lessly, as has happened around here in 
the last 51⁄2 years. But at the end of the 
day it comes down to a simple ques-
tion: Do you want to get something 
done for the middle class? Do you want 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 23:53 May 22, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00001 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A22MY6.000 S22MYPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

7S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES3246 May 22, 2014 
to get something done for business? Or 
do you want to impose more gridlock 
and obstruction and delay for the sake 
of delay? 

We are here because we want to get 
something done for the middle class. 
That is how we feel on this side of the 
aisle. It is a shame my Republican col-
leagues cannot say the same. 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

WALSH). Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will be 
in a period of morning business until 
1:45, with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each, with 
the time equally divided between the 
two leaders or their designees, with the 
majority controlling the first 30 min-
utes and the Republicans controlling 
the second 30 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont. 

f 

JUDICIAL NOMINATIONS 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, later 
today we are going to vote on the con-
firmation of David Barron, who has 
been nominated for a vacancy on the 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the First Cir-
cuit. 

Yesterday, we were able to overcome 
the unjustified Republican filibuster of 
this extraordinary nominee. Now, I 
have had the privilege of serving longer 
in this body than any other Senator 
here. I have never seen so many filibus-
ters of judicial nominees by any Presi-
dent, Republican or Democratic. In 
fact, Republicans filibustered the very 
first judge President Obama sent to 
this body, a judge who was strongly 
supported by the Senators from his 
State, one of whom was the most sen-
ior Republican in this body, the other a 
moderate Democrat. Fortunately, 
enough Senators joined together to 
overcome that filibuster. 

David Barron is currently a professor 
at Harvard Law School. He is a nation-
ally recognized expert in constitutional 
law and the separation of powers, ad-
ministrative law, and federalism. He 
clerked on the U.S. Supreme Court for 
Justice John Paul Stevens. In fact, I 
recall that Justice Stevens had so 
much regard for him that he attended 
Mr. Barron’s nomination hearing. 

I am in full support of Mr. Barron’s 
nomination. It is almost as if he was 
sent to central casting for who should 
be a court of appeals judge. I have not 
seen any judicial nominee with better 
qualifications by either a Republican 
or Democratic President. 

Let me respond to some of the criti-
cisms levied against him with respect 
to the so-called drone memos as well as 
allegations that he would not be an 
independent judge who adheres to the 
rule of law. I reject both of those criti-
cisms. 

Over the last few weeks, I have spo-
ken extensively about the issue of the 
drone materials and would refer spe-
cifically to my statement of May 14 of 
this year. While Senators may disagree 
with the administration’s policies re-
garding the use of drones for lethal 
counterterrorism operations—and I 
have raised concerns about some of 
those operations—it is important not 
to conflate the confirmation of David 
Barron with the disclosure of Justice 
Department memoranda over which he 
had no control. He wrote an analysis of 
the law. Others make the decision of 
what they will do. 

Yesterday the Justice Department 
made the right decision by agreeing to 
publicly release the redacted version of 
the legal justification for the govern-
ment’s potential use of lethal force 
against U.S. citizens in counterterror-
ism operations. I welcome the adminis-
tration’s additional step toward great-
er transparency. 

Incidentally, these materials have 
been available to all Senators in recent 
weeks. We have had them in the 
unredacted form in a secure room here 
in the Capitol. We did that so that no-
body could claim: Well, if only I knew 
what was in those memos, I could 
make up my mind. Every single Sen-
ator has had an opportunity to read 
them before today’s vote. 

We have heard some Senators argue 
that the Justice Department legal 
analysis provides the government with 
a blank check to use lethal force 
against Americans in places such as 
Germany or Canada. Oh my God, talk 
about grasping at straws. We are deal-
ing with reality here, not Alice in Won-
derland. Such a claim is simply inac-
curate, inconsistent with the under-
standing anybody would have reading 
these materials. 

In any event, the Attorney General 
has confirmed that Anwar al-Awlaki is 
the only American who was specifically 
targeted and killed since 2009. Awlaki 
was a senior operational leader of all of 
Al Qaeda in the Arab Peninsula, lo-
cated in Yemen. He directed the failed 
attempt to blow up an airliner over De-
troit on Christmas Day 2009. He was 
continuing to plot attacks against the 
United States when he was killed, ac-
cording to the Attorney General. 

I am glad a number of Senators share 
my deep regard for the constitutional 
rights of Americans and have spoken 
about that on the floor. I hope that 
after Mr. Barron is confirmed, they 
will show they really believe what they 
have been saying by joining me and 21 
other Senators in cosponsoring the 
USA FREEDOM Act to help restore 
America’s constitutional and privacy 
rights. 

Finally, both Mr. Barron and a long 
list of bipartisan supporters have force-
fully refuted any indication that he 
views the role of a judge as that of a 
policymaker. In a response to a ques-
tion from Senator GRASSLEY, Mr. Bar-
ron stated the following under oath: 

The judicial obligation is to set aside 
whatever personal views one may have and 

to decide the particular case at issue. A 
judge must base the decision in any case 
solely on the facts and the law, while re-
spectfully considering the arguments of the 
litigants. I would take that obligation to be 
an inexorable one, just as I felt obliged to set 
aside any personal views I may have had in 
providing legal advice within the executive 
branch while serving as the Acting Assistant 
Attorney General for the Office of Legal 
Counsel and as a career lawyer in that Of-
fice. I believe the best way to ensure one 
honors that obligation is to immerse oneself 
fully in the particular facts of the case and 
the law relevant to it and then to apply the 
law faithfully to those facts. 

Mr. Barron’s respect for the rule of 
law was recently reaffirmed by Stan-
ford Law Professor Michael McConnell, 
a well-respected conservative scholar 
and former George W. Bush appointee 
to the Tenth Circuit. In a letter dated 
May 7, 2014 in support of Mr. Barron’s 
nomination, Professor McConnell stat-
ed: 

I suspect that on particular controversial 
issues, Barron and I disagree more often 
than not. But I have read much of his aca-
demic work, and followed his performance as 
acting head of the Office of Legal Counsel. In 
my opinion, his writings and opinions have 
demonstrated not only intelligence (even 
where we disagree) but respect for the rule of 
law. In the Office of Legal Counsel, whose 
functions closely resemble those of a judge, 
Barron’s publicly released opinions indicated 
that he was consistently a force for legal 
regularity and respect for the constitution 
and laws of the United States. That is an im-
portant and precious thing. 

I ask unanimous consent that Pro-
fessor McConnell’s letter be printed in 
the RECORD at the conclusion of my re-
marks. 

It should be clear from Mr. Barron’s 
testimony and Professor McConnell’s 
letter that David Barron would faith-
fully discharge his duty as a judge in a 
manner consistent with the Constitu-
tion. Senator GRASSLEY cited yester-
day to some statements made by Mr. 
Barron in his academic writings, but as 
Professor McConnell noted in his let-
ter: 

It is important to bear in mind that aca-
demic legal writing in constitutional law is 
often exploratory and provocative. No one 
should assume that an academic would take 
the same approach toward deciding cases 
that he does in writing about cases. 

Professor McConnell should know, as 
he is a prolific academic who was simi-
larly able to discharge his duty as a 
judge faithfully and consistently with 
the Constitution when he served on the 
bench. As a reminder to Republicans 
who are currently opposing Mr. Bar-
ron’s nomination on these grounds, I 
will note that the Senate unanimously 
confirmed Professor McConnell’s nomi-
nation to the Tenth Circuit by voice 
vote in 2002 during the George W. Bush 
administration. 

Mr. Barron is truly an outstanding 
nominee. So outstanding, in fact, that 
Professor McConnell called him ‘‘one of 
President Obama’s two or three best 
nominations to the appellate courts.’’ I 
would urge all Senators to vote to con-
firm Mr. Barron to the First Circuit. 
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There being no objection, the mate-

rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

STANFORD LAW SCHOOL, 
May 7, 2014. 

Hon. Senator HARRY REID, 
Majority Leader, U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 
Hon. Senator MITCH MCCONNELL, 
Republican Leader, U.S. Senate, Washington, 

DC. 
Hon. Senator PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, U.S. 

Senate, Washington, DC. 
Hon. Senator CHARLES GRASSLEY, 
Ranking Member, Committee on the Judiciary, 

U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 
Re Letter of support for David Barron. 

DEAR SENATORS REID, MCCONNELL, LEAHY, 
AND GRASSLEY: I do not often interject my-
self into the politics of judicial confirma-
tions, but in the case of David Barron I make 
an exception. In my opinion, David Barron is 
one of President Obama’s two or three best 
nominations to the appellate courts. Based 
on his scholarship and record of public serv-
ice, he has the potential to be one of this na-
tion’s outstanding jurists. 

It should be obvious that my assessment 
does not stem from political agreement. Bar-
ron has described himself as an advocate of 
‘‘progressive constitutionalism’’; I believe 
the Constitution should be interpreted with-
out a partisan lens, in terms of the principles 
reflected in its text and history. I suspect 
that on particular controversial issues, Bar-
ron and I disagree more often than not. But 
I have read much of his academic work, and 
followed his performance as acting head of 
the Office of Legal Counsel. In my opinion, 
his writings and opinions have demonstrated 
not only intelligence (even where we dis-
agree) but respect for the rule of law. In the 
Office of Legal Counsel, whose functions 
closely resemble those of a judge, Barron’s 
publicly released opinions indicated that he 
was consistently a force for legal regularity 
and respect for the constitution and laws of 
the United States. That is an important and 
precious thing. 

Some groups have been described Barron as 
‘‘an unabashed proponent of judicial activ-
ism.’’ That characterization, frankly, dem-
onstrates a lack of familiarity with the tone 
of much academic debate over constitutional 
issues. Within that framework, Barron 
stands out as an advocate of lawyerly re-
straint. It is important to bear in mind that 
academic legal writing in constitutional law 
is often exploratory and provocative. No one 
should assume that an academic would take 
the same approach toward deciding cases 
that he does in writing about cases. 

In ordinary times, Barron’s legal ability 
and professional integrity would suffice to 
ensure his confirmation. But unfortunately, 
in recent decades, and especially during 
President George W. Bush’s presidency, the 
opposition party has taken a more ideolog-
ical and adversarial posture toward judicial 
nominations than the framers of our Con-
stitution intended. It is understandable that 
Republicans today would apply the same ad-
versarial standards to President Obama’s 
nominations as the Democrats applied to ex-
emplary nominees of his predecessor. It is 
my hope that eventually, this process of mu-
tually assured destruction will pass, for 
nominees of both parties. That cannot be ex-
pected to occur without mutual accommoda-
tion and confidence that the same standards 
apply to nominees from both sides. 

Nonetheless, David Barron’s nomination 
should be supported by Senators of both par-
ties. Perhaps the most significant constitu-
tional questions of our time arise from the 
unilateral use of executive power in both the 

domestic and international arenas. David 
Barron has written powerfully on this sub-
ject, demonstrating a balance between the 
need for an energetic executive and the cen-
trality of law and the legislative branch. He 
has supported efforts to adopt laws to enable 
judicial review of executive actions that 
might otherwise escape judicial review be-
cause of lack of standing, and has written 
powerfully about the need for constitutional 
limits on executive excesses. 

Some may wonder whether Barron’s de-
fense of separation of powers against execu-
tive unilateralism, which he articulated in 
the context of the Bush presidency, will sur-
vive intact in a presidency he supports. That 
is a legitimate question. No one knows the 
answer. But speaking as a fellow legal aca-
demic and sometime nominee, I believe that 
David Barron is a straight shooter and will 
not trim the sails of his deep-felt constitu-
tional convictions on account of the dif-
ferent direction of political winds. One of 
this nation’s proudest claims is that the lim-
itations of constitutionalism hold firm with-
out regard to which party is in power. I be-
lieve David Barron will carry on that tradi-
tion. 

Beyond generalizations about judicial phi-
losophy, this nomination has encountered re-
sistance because of Barron’s authorship of 
opinions in the Office of Legal Counsel justi-
fying drone attacks by American forces on 
specified individuals abroad. The Adminis-
tration’s public legal defense of these 
strikes, especially by Attorney General Eric 
Holder, have been less than convincing as a 
legal matter. It is important for Congress to 
consider the legality of these strikes, but I 
strongly urge that Barron’s nomination to 
the First Circuit not be collateral damage to 
this debate. 

The pertinent question for this nomination 
cannot be whether any Senator agrees or dis-
agrees with the practice of drone strikes. 
Barron was not Commander in Chief and he 
did not order the strikes. He has not been 
nominated to a position with authority over 
drone strikes, so his view of those strikes is 
relevant only to the more general question 
of his suitability to be an appellate judge on 
a court of broad jurisdiction. His job as act-
ing head of the Office of Legal Counsel was 
to advise the President based on the tradi-
tional legal authorities of text, history, and 
precedent. He must be evaluated in light of 
that role. 

Of course, neither I nor anyone else can 
evaluate the legal arguments made in Bar-
ron’s OLC opinions until they are released. 
But whatever their content, it is difficult to 
imagine that they would place Barron out-
side the mainstream of professional legal 
judgment. The question of drone strikes is 
novel and much debated, and the authori-
tative legal sources are scant. It is far from 
clear that the Due Process Clause even ap-
plies to military attacks on targets in places 
abroad where American law does not run. If 
it does, it is equally unclear what kind of 
process is required when split-second deci-
sions are made that could save countless in-
nocent lives. These are discussions that 
should occur in the proper place, but a judi-
cial nomination is not the forum for their 
resolution. 

Ultimately, this confirmation requires a 
judgment about judicial character. The most 
important characteristic of a great judge is 
not brainpower or empathy, but the willing-
ness to apply rules of law dispassionately 
and unflinchingly to all cases, regardless of 
the political context. My sense from long 
conversations with David Barron, and review 
of his writings and legal opinions, is that he 
is such a person. I urge members of the Sen-
ate to give their advice and consent. 

Best regards, 
MICHAEL W. MCCONNELL. 

Mr. LEAHY. I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oregon. 

f 

EXPIRE ACT 

Mr. WYDEN. I wish to speak for a few 
minutes about the urgency of passing 
the tax extender bill and describe to 
our colleagues all the bipartisanship 
that has gone into this important ef-
fort. 

This bill is truly urgent because 
America’s employers file their taxes 
quarterly, which means they are pay-
ing higher taxes today without this tax 
extender package, which means less 
money for hiring and training workers, 
less money for buying new equipment, 
and less money for investing in innova-
tion and growing jobs at home. 

For example, a restaurant owner who 
needs to replace a walk-in freezer to 
keep their business running is going to 
pay higher taxes because they can’t, in 
effect, hold down the costs through the 
provision in the tax bill. That means 
they will be cutting shifts and cutting 
workers. 

This bill is just as urgent for millions 
of other American families; for exam-
ple, a family with a college student 
who is registering for summer school 
this week and is going to lose a tuition 
tax break and homeowners whose place 
is now worth less than they paid for it. 
They finally caught a break recently 
from their lender, and without this leg-
islation they will now face a real tax 
increase on phantom income. So that is 
why this bill is so timely, so urgent. 

I am going to spend a few minutes 
talking about the extraordinary bipar-
tisan team effort that went into put-
ting this legislation together, getting 
it through the Finance Committee, and 
sending it to the Senate floor. The 
process began almost immediately 
after Chairman Baucus went to China, 
when my staff and I began working 
with Senator HATCH and his staff, as 
well as other committee members on 
both sides of the aisle. 

We recognized that this would not be 
an easy bill to write, so Senator HATCH 
and I agreed to limit the focus of the 
legislation to tax extenders, the stop- 
and-go tax policies that we both think 
should end with comprehensive tax re-
form. After a lot of sweat equity put in 
by Democrats and Republicans on the 
committee, I introduced the EXPIRE 
Act, and that was the beginning of the 
bipartisan odyssey to make sure this 
bill was passed—and passed quickly—so 
as to deal with those urgent needs I de-
scribed. 

Before the committee met for mark-
up, Senators offered 93 amendments, 
including 36 from Republicans. My 
team and I worked with both sides of 
the committee to incorporate 13 
amendments into a modified bill. Elev-
en of them had Republican sponsors or 
cosponsors. 
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Then when the committee got to-

gether for markup, there were addi-
tional amendments—seven more ap-
proved, including three from Repub-
licans. 

This bill is thoroughly bipartisan. 
The committee held to the agreement 
Senator HATCH and I struck to keep the 
focus on tax extender policies, and I 
want to make one thing very clear. 
Those bipartisan amendments—the 
ones we have already included—have 
made the legislation better. If you 
want the best proof, look at the amend-
ment offered by our colleagues Senator 
ROBERTS and Senator SCHUMER, a Dem-
ocrat and a Republican. It did impor-
tant work to strengthen the tax credit 
for research and development. By the 
way, this bipartisan amendment built 
on another bipartisan idea, a first-rate 
idea from Senator COONS and Senator 
ENZI to improve the credit; in par-
ticular, to make it more attractive for 
the small businesses, those businesses 
across the country starting in a ga-
rage. It would allow innovative 
startups to use the R&D credit to help 
pay their employees’ wages. 

This is smart policy—not Democratic 
policy or Republican policy—because it 
encourages American innovation, the 
engine of economic progress, and 
makes that engine stronger than it is 
today. It is going to make it easier for 
young companies to hire new workers, 
and it is exactly the kind of bipartisan-
ship that the country is making it 
clear it is hungry for. 

There are other bipartisan examples I 
could cite that all prove the same 
point, but I wish to wrap up by saying 
now the Senate has the chance, using 
exactly that procedure, to make the 
bill even stronger. It was made clear 
last week by the majority leader, by 
myself, and others that we are open to 
amendments that build on what went 
on in the committee. By the way, there 
are lots of them. 

I was here on Friday until late week 
and through the weekend talking to 
colleagues, an equal number of Demo-
crats and Republicans. It would be one 
thing if there weren’t a lot of germane 
issues, relevant issues, to choose from. 
That is not the case. There are dozens 
of amendments from Senators on both 
sides of the aisle that directly relate to 
the topic in question—these stop-and- 
go provisions that have expired—and if 
we don’t move to renew them, our 
economy is going to get hurt in ways I 
have described. 

Our goal all along on the Senate floor 
has been to replicate exactly the kind 
of bipartisanship that went on in the 
Finance Committee. I absolutely be-
lieve that is still possible. That is why 
I described it. 

As soon as the vote was cast last 
week, I spent the weekend looking for 
a bipartisan pathway. We had encour-
aging calls over the weekend indi-
cating that both sides of the aisle 
wanted to work together to make 
progress. We had additional conversa-
tions about this through the week. 

Some Senators were concerned they 
wouldn’t have a chance to offer any 
amendments whether they focused on 
tax extenders or not. But as I said 
then, and I repeat now, I am open to 
hearing from colleagues on both sides 
of the aisle about their amendments. I 
can keep repeating it again and again, 
but I hope the point is getting through. 

If I had brought a billboard to the 
floor, as sometimes people do, the bill-
board would say: ‘‘BRING ON THE 
AMENDMENTS’’ in big capital letters. 

I will wrap up by saying I know the 
bill is not the legislation that every 
Senator wants, and—if I had my first 
choice—we would be working on com-
prehensive tax reform rather than the 
extenders, but it hasn’t been possible 
to do that. Today the Senate needs to 
focus on the urgent business at hand; 
that is, making sure our people don’t 
get punished. 

If the Senate doesn’t act on this bill, 
we would be punishing veterans coming 
home looking for jobs, we would punish 
innovators, we would be punishing 
small businesses, punishing those 
homeowners who are underwater on 
their mortgages, and punishing stu-
dents with the mountains of debt. 

I close by saying any colleague who 
is for that let me know because I don’t 
know of a single Senator, not one, who 
thinks that is a good idea—when our 
economy is so fragile—to weigh it down 
with a tax hike. There aren’t any Sen-
ators who are telling me they want to 
subject American families and business 
to yet more uncertainty about their 
tax bill. 

So our legislation, our bipartisan leg-
islation, would keep that from hap-
pening. It is absolutely essential that 
the Senate come together in a bipar-
tisan way, build on exactly what we did 
in the Senate Finance Committee, and 
get this legislation across the goal line. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New York. 
Mr. SCHUMER. First, let me com-

pliment our new chairman of the Fi-
nance Committee. He is doing a great 
job on this bill. He is keeping the tenor 
bipartisan as he has done throughout 
his whole career. He has only been 
there a short while, but he is taking to 
the chairmanship like a fish to water. 

I wish to follow up. There is so much 
that is bipartisan in this bill. It was a 
bipartisan bill that passed out of com-
mittee unanimously. I worked on an 
amendment with Senator ROBERTS that 
Senator COONS had originated for the 
R&D credit with Senators CARDIN, 
ISAKSON, and BLUNT to improve the sec-
tion 181 live production incentive so we 
keep the film industry here, not Lon-
don or Canada; Senators PORTMAN and 
CARDIN worked on energy efficiency; 
Senators BROWN and PORTMAN on dis-
advantaged workers; and CANTWELL 
and ROBERTS on low-income housing 
tax credit. The list goes on and on. As 
a result, this bill has broad support: 
the Business Roundtable, Grover 
Norquist, as well as the NEA and Feed-
ing America. 

So where are we. And I would like to 
further elaborate on what the chair-
man has said. We are willing to vote on 
amendments. 

I always think of my dear friend from 
Tennessee, LAMAR ALEXANDER, who re-
members how the place used to work 
and constantly reminds us—and that is 
a very good and salutary thing in this 
body. He would say on most bills there 
would be bipartisan support in the 
committee. The ranking member and 
the chair would get together with a list 
of amendments, each for his or her 
side, and they would come up with the 
list. 

We are willing to do that. In fact, 
Leader REID has been extremely gen-
erous. He said we are not going to de-
cide it should be this one and not that 
one, as long as the amendments are 
germane to this extenders bill. Of 
course we can’t open the whole Tax 
Code for debate or debate the merits of 
the ACA on this bill. This is not the 
type of bill to do that. 

It is a bipartisan bill, as Chairman 
WYDEN outlined, that is very nec-
essary. So we would plead, almost, 
with our colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle, for the sake of the country, 
come up with some amendments, a list. 
If it is 100, obviously Senators WYDEN 
and HATCH will have to whittle it down. 
If it is five or six from your side and 
five or six from our side and they are 
germane to extenders, we will have to 
vote them up or down. 

But the cry from the other side— 
which I have sympathy with, even 
though I don’t agree that they tell the 
whole story—is let us do amendments. 
We are answering that plea. Leader 
REID has made it clear, Chairman 
WYDEN has made it clear we are not 
going to pick and say we will do this 
one and not that one. 

The only two limits that I can tell 
are time—we can’t do 100 or 200 of 
these, but as the Senator from Ten-
nessee constantly reminds us, that is 
not going to happen—nor can we go far 
afield way beyond the bounds of this 
bill. Germaneness makes sense in such 
a bipartisan and important bill, but 
other than that, let’s let it rip. 

I know my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle are discussing this. I 
know they are very serious about it. I 
have talked to colleagues on the floor, 
in the gym, and in the corridors of 
these bodies about getting this done. 

It is so important for the country. 
Even beyond that, if we can’t work in 
a bipartisan way on this bill, which 
was put together by Senators WYDEN 
and HATCH in such a bipartisan way, 
which has so much input from both 
sides of the aisle and where the offer is 
let’s do amendments, not picking and 
choosing—we will pick this one, not 
that one—simply limited to what the 
bill is all about, germaneness, then we 
will not get anything done. 

I want my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle—on my side of the aisle, so 
many Members—and I sympathize with 
them—who desire to legislate and do 
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amendments, we have made that offer. 
HARRY, the leader, the chairman, and I 
am fully part of this, have made the 
offer to let’s do amendments. 

We hope the folks on the other side— 
it is sort of a little bit of a test. I am 
not throwing down any kind of gaunt-
let, but if we can’t come up with a way 
to legislate on this bill, a bipartisan 
bill that has the support of the left, 
right, and center, that everyone agrees 
with, as Senator WYDEN outlined how 
much America needs them, what are 
we going to be able to be legislate? 

We have a little time. We have 1 
week where we can discuss this while 
we are in our districts working away. 
Let’s get this done. I plead with my 
colleagues—‘‘plead’’ is the right word, 
the right verb—come up with a list. We 
will come up with our list, and then 
let’s roll up our sleeves, get to work on 
the floor, and pass this bill. 

I believe if we do, the other body will. 
The other body—one other point—has 
different ideas. They want to make a 
few of these permanent. That is a le-
gitimate amendment in the bounds 
that Leader REID has talked about. 
Let’s vote on it. Let’s debate it and 
vote on it. That is what we are sup-
posed to do. If the other body’s wisdom 
prevails, it will make it easier to pass 
the bill. Even if the other body’s wis-
dom doesn’t prevail, they will see that 
our body has a chance to debate it and 
decide on it. 

Again, we are willing not to pick 
amendments—I know there is a com-
plaint on the other side of the aisle 
that our leadership picks which amend-
ments. We are not doing that. All we 
are saying is they ought to be germane 
to tax extenders, focused on the issue 
at hand, which is the extenders. This is 
not a bill that came out of a figment of 
the imagination of four Democratic 
Senators with no Republican input. 

If we can’t legislate on this bill, then 
what bill can we? I would ask my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle, 
ask them to get us the list they come 
up with of amendments they wish to 
vote on. 

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. COBURN. 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 

WRRDA CONFERENCE REPORT 
Mr. COBURN. Mr. President, I want-

ed to spend a moment or two talking 
about the Water Resources Reform and 
Development Act conference report, 
and I want to say to my colleagues, 
both in this Chamber and in the House, 
some improvement in the WRRDA re-
authorization has happened, but it is 
not nearly enough. 

From 1986 to 2010, the average new 
authorizations were over $3 billion a 

year, and the average amount of money 
was $1.8 billion a year. So we have been 
going backwards all that time. In this 
report, they did deauthorize less than 
10 percent of the $80 billion in back-
logged projects. Their attempt to take 
some of the political nature out of it is 
a good attempt, but it is not nearly 
complete and will be gamed, just as we 
have seen in the past. 

What really hasn’t happened in the 
WRRDA bill, and partly because they 
do not have the authority to do it, is to 
change the Corps of Engineers. There 
has never been a project the Corps of 
Engineers doesn’t want to build, and 
there has never been a study they do 
not want to do, because what that 
means is their budget continues and 
their jobs continue. So we do not have 
that distinct independent voice we can 
rely upon because bureaucratic malaise 
and self-interest trumps it every time. 

There is another critical problem 
with this report. The inland waterways 
trust fund is out of money. We steal it 
every year. Like Social Security, the 
money has been stolen and spent. Yet 
they change the requirement for inland 
waterway repairs. It used to be if it 
was under $8 million, we would pay for 
it out of the general fund—not the 
trust fund—but now they have moved 
that to $20 million. In essence, what 
that says is we are going to do things 
that are the responsibility of the trust 
fund but we are going to charge the 
American taxpayer rather than the 
users of the inland waterway to do 
these repairs. We have a lot of those in 
need of repair on the McClellan-Kerr 
waterway in Oklahoma. 

So there is a little sleight of hand, 
another smoke and mirrors set from 
the Congress of the United States to 
the American people about not being 
truthful about what they are doing. We 
need a priority of projects. We need dis-
cipline within the Corps of Engineers. 
There is none. There is no discipline. It 
is turf protection and bureaucratic ex-
cess continued as normal. 

What we should have done is to de-
authorize about $40 billion worth of the 
projects that are presently in line and 
really put a priority on what is most 
important for the Nation, not what is 
most important for a certain Congress-
man or a certain Senator to look good 
at home. Unfortunately, we didn’t have 
the courage to do that. We didn’t have 
the strength of character to do that. 
We wouldn’t stand and defend that. So 
what we did is make minimal 
progress—and there is some progress; I 
will admit it—but it is certainly not 
enough to get my vote. When we fix 
symptoms of disease rather than fixing 
the real disease, all we do is delay the 
onset of the cure, and that is exactly 
what we have done with the water re-
sources conference report. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor, and 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. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. ISAKSON. I ask unanimous con-
sent to address the Senate for up to 5 
minutes as if in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

HONORING OUR VETERANS 
Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, on the 

last Monday of every May our country 
pauses to commemorate Memorial Day 
and honor the men and women who 
died in wars around the world in de-
fense of freedom, liberty, peace, and 
the United States of America. 

This coming Monday is no exception. 
I urge my fellow Members of the Sen-
ate, all Georgians, and all Americans, 
to take a moment sometime over this 
weekend to pause and give thanks for 
the sacrifices made so we can do what 
we are doing here today, and so Geor-
gians and Americans can do what they 
do on the lakes, beaches, and moun-
tains of our country as they celebrate 
Memorial Day. 

I was honored and pleased to travel 
to eight of the American cemeteries in 
Europe—in Italy, Luxembourg, Great 
Britain, and France, particularly Nor-
mandy, on the 70th anniversary of D- 
day, which is coming up—and pay trib-
ute to the thousands of graves of Amer-
icans who went overseas in World War 
I or World War II and gave their life— 
sacrificed and died—so we can live in 
freedom and peace today. 

Our Armed Forces are a great gift to 
us. They never ask for anything in re-
turn. They always give their service to 
our country. They swear their alle-
giance to protect and defend our do-
mestic tranquility, and every single 
time they do the job. 

Today we know they are deployed in 
Afghanistan, we know they are de-
ployed in Africa, we know they are at 
sea—both on top of the sea and under 
the sea—and in the air, always looking 
to see that America is safe and free 
from harm. 

I encourage all of my fellow citizens 
to say a special prayer of thanks this 
weekend for the men and women who 
sacrificed and died on behalf of our 
country, and on behalf of freedom, lib-
erty, and peace for all mankind. 

There is no secret that there is a 
scandal at the Veterans’ Administra-
tion. We don’t know how pervasive and 
we don’t know how deep. But it sur-
rounds the appointments and the cook-
ing of the books in terms of appoint-
ments and services to our veterans and 
the VA health care system. 

I know they have a hard job, but 
their first job and their main responsi-
bility is to see to it our veterans get 
the health care they deserve, the 
health care we promised them, and the 
health care we are going to see to it 
they get. 

I want the President to exhibit lead-
ership and make sure we have a rudder 
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in the water so we sail the ship of state 
in the right direction in terms of the 
VA, and let the chips fall where they 
may—including if the Department of 
Justice should be involved in case 
there is any criminal intent or crimi-
nal activity. To cook the books or lie 
to the Federal Government would, in 
my opinion, be a crime and people 
should be held accountable. But to call 
for the head of just one person without 
going through the entire VA is wrong. 

Last August I held a hearing in At-
lanta because we had three untimely 
deaths in the Atlanta VA—two by sui-
cide, one by drug overdose. All three 
were determined to be the fault of the 
VA in terms of the mental health ward 
in particular and the lack or failure to 
follow up on appointments. That was 
the beginning of my awareness of what 
was happening in Georgia. 

To Georgia’s and Secretary 
Shinseki’s credit, we replaced the Di-
rector in Georgia with Ms. Wiggins. 
Ms. Wiggins now meets with me on an 
every-other-month basis to go over the 
activities in the VA—and when we had 
an incident 6 weeks ago, she was the 
first to call me before the news media, 
saying a mistake had been made and 
punishment had been issued, and she 
was going to see to it that VA had a 
100-percent record of service to the vet-
erans. We need that attitude and ap-
proach in every single VA hospital, VA 
clinic, and VA medical facility in the 
country. 

I hope the President will exhibit the 
leadership necessary to call on every 
element of government—from the in-
spector general, to the Justice Depart-
ment, to the VA itself—to get to the 
bottom of what has gone wrong, be-
cause it is intolerable, it is unaccept-
able, and it is wrong, here on the door-
step of a holiday where we celebrate 
those who sacrificed their life for our 
freedom, if there are veterans losing 
their life because of our inability to 
serve them in the VA hospitals. 

I hope the President will exhibit that 
leadership. I hope we get to the bottom 
of it. As one member of the veterans 
committee, I pledge my commitment 
to get to the bottom of it. Our veterans 
deserve no less. 

I yield the floor and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BOOKER). The Senator from South Da-
kota. 

Mr. THUNE. 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 

INTERNET TAX FREEDOM 

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak about the Internet Tax 
Freedom Forever Act, legislation I in-
troduced on a bipartisan basis with my 

colleague Senator RON WYDEN to make 
the expiring Internet tax moratorium 
permanent. Because of the moratorium 
Americans have not been taxed on 
Internet access for 16 years, but this is 
going to change and new taxes will be 
levied starting in November if Congress 
doesn’t act soon. 

I am proud to work with Senator 
WYDEN on this bill, the lead Senate 
sponsor of the original Internet Tax 
Freedom Act that passed in 1998. This 
landmark law known as ITFA imposed 
a Federal moratorium that stopped 
State and local governments from plac-
ing taxes on Internet access. This mor-
atorium has been extended three times, 
and it has been critical to the rapid 
growth of the Internet. 

As we all know, the Internet provides 
unprecedented economic and social 
benefits. Mom and pop businesses in 
places such as South Dakota, Oregon, 
and across America found access to 
consumers and new business opportuni-
ties that are only possible through the 
Internet. Job seekers and entre-
preneurs are finding opportunities that 
were once difficult to discover. Edu-
cators are exploring innovative tools 
and techniques that are powered by the 
Internet to equip students with the 
skills they will need for the 21st Cen-
tury, and health care professionals are 
remotely providing services that are 
saving lives in rural areas. The idea be-
hind the moratorium is straight-
forward. By not taxing Internet access 
we encourage broadband adoption and 
investment, which spurs all of the ex-
citing activities that I just mentioned. 

The Internet is a gateway to tremen-
dous societal benefits. It is, frankly, 
astounding when you consider that it 
wasn’t very long ago that the Internet 
was considered a novelty and only for 
the tech savvy. Today it is a must-have 
resource, the existence of which we al-
most take for granted. We cannot take 
for granted, however, that the morato-
rium on Internet access taxes has con-
tributed to the Internet being accessed 
by hundreds of millions of Americans 
every single day. Thanks to the 16-year 
ban, consumer access to the Internet is 
free from State and local taxation for 
nearly all Americans. This gives con-
sumers a welcome break on their 
monthly bills. 

In the commerce committee we talk 
a lot about finding ways to encourage 
greater broadband deployment across 
all of America, and as cochair of the 
Congressional Internet Caucus, I 
worked with colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle to find ways to promote the 
Internet as an engine of economic 
growth and economic freedom. One of 
the ways that we can do that is by 
making broadband more affordable. 

State taxation of Internet service 
will make broadband more expensive, 
which is at cross-purposes with our 
goal of encouraging Internet access and 
deployment. This doesn’t make a lot of 
sense. The moratorium also benefits 
consumers by prohibiting multiple and 
discriminatory taxes on goods and 

services sold over the Internet. This 
means consumers won’t be taxed by 
multiple States on the same sale and 
States won’t tax Internet sales more 
than mail order or telephone sales. 

Unfortunately, the Internet tax mor-
atorium is set to expire on November 1. 
Because of this, many Internet service 
providers are planning to send out no-
tices to their customers informing 
them that they may have to start pay-
ing taxes on Internet access if Congress 
fails to act. I expect that many mil-
lions of Americans who use the Inter-
net will not be happy when they realize 
that their phone or Internet bill is 
going to suddenly increase. Two things 
are for sure: Expiration of ITFA will 
not encourage more Americans to get 
online to do commerce, civic engage-
ment, or social media; and countless 
Americans will be calling Congress de-
manding that we keep taxes off of 
Internet access. 

Rather than wait for angry constitu-
ents, let us be proactive and pass the 
Internet Tax Freedom Forever Act 
without delay. My bill with Finance 
Committee Chairman WYDEN provides 
for a permanent extension of the mora-
torium. By passing a permanent exten-
sion we will provide certainty to Inter-
net consumers in every State. Making 
the moratorium permanent also means 
that Congress won’t have to waste time 
and energy passing yet another exten-
sion, year after year, into the future. 
There are plenty of other areas for 
Congress to focus on. 

Our bill also eliminates the grand-
father clause that currently allows 6 
States to tax Internet access. Elimi-
nating the moratorium’s grandfather 
provision will provide consumers and 
businesses with a tax break. This in-
cludes consumers and businesses in my 
State of South Dakota, where our leg-
islation will make Internet access less 
expensive, thus helping to encourage 
broadband deployment. 

The Internet Tax Freedom Forever 
Act currently has 46 cosponsors, nearly 
half of the Senate. The bipartisan co-
sponsors of the legislation understand 
the tremendous benefits provided by 
ensuring Internet access is not taxed 
and the discriminatory taxes are not 
applied to the Internet. I strongly en-
courage my colleagues in the Senate to 
join Senator WYDEN and me and the 46 
other cosponsors in this fight. When 
the Senate reconvenes after the Memo-
rial Day recess, we should move quick-
ly to extend the tax moratorium and to 
ensure that Americans don’t wake up 
on November 2 with new, unexpected 
taxes. 

In the coming weeks and months, I 
plan to continue raising the need to 
pass our bipartisan legislation. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Maryland. 
f 

WRRDA CONFERENCE REPORT 
Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, later 

today we are going to have the oppor-
tunity to pass a very important bill, 
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the Water Resources Reform and De-
velopment Act, the WRRDA bill. The 
Presiding Officer knows firsthand the 
importance of this legislation to our 
ports of New Jersey and Maryland. 
This is a very important bill, and it is 
going to get passed. It is going to get 
signed by the President. It is a bipar-
tisan bill. 

I congratulate Senator BOXER and 
Senator VITTER, our chair and ranking 
member of the Environment and Public 
Works Committee, for developing a 
process where Democrats and Repub-
licans, all members of the Senate, 
could work to develop the very best 
water resources bill for our country. 
This follows in the best traditions of 
the last Congress, when we were able to 
pass MAP–21, the surface transpor-
tation reauthorization that provided 
for the building of our roads, our 
bridges, our transit systems, and the 
FAA, which dealt with our air high-
ways, dealing with the most modern 
air system that we could have. We are 
now moving forward with the Water 
Resources Reform and Development 
Act that deals with our Nation’s locks, 
levees, dams, ports, channels, and har-
bors. There is something in common 
with both this bill and the two other 
bills I talked about, the highway and 
Transportation bill, and the aviation 
bill. They all involve economic 
progress and growth, planning for our 
future, creating the types of job oppor-
tunities we need, and having a modern 
infrastructure in order to carry that 
out. 

This bill is vitally important for my 
State of Maryland. The Port of Balti-
more is an economic engine for the 
State of Maryland. We have the ninth 
busiest port in the Nation in Balti-
more. The port is No. 1 in the country 
as far as the roll-on/roll-off automobile 
and truck import-export service. We 
are also ranked No. 1 on ores, sugar, 
and gypsum—the bulk products. Our 
port is critically important to this 
country, critically important to our 
national economy, and vitally impor-
tant to the Maryland economy. 

Last summer the Port of Baltimore 
entered into a new contract with sev-
eral car manufacturers—including 
Mazda—in order to increase its traffic 
within the Port of Baltimore. 

My point is that there are tens of 
thousands of jobs in my community di-
rectly and indirectly related to the ac-
tivities of the port. 

Why is this legislation so important? 
I will give many reasons, but the pri-
mary reason is that we need to make 
sure we have acceptable sites to deal 
with the dredge material in order to 
maintain our harbor’s depth so that 
the big cargo ships can come into our 
port. That has been a continuous strug-
gle for many years. 

Several years ago in Maryland we de-
veloped the Poplar Island solution. 
Poplar Island is a barrier island that 
was disappearing in the Chesapeake. At 
one time it was habitable, but it is no 
longer habitable. It was just about 

gone. Before Poplar Island, the popular 
thought was to just pick a site and 
dump the material and not worry 
about it. But Poplar Island is not only 
a site where we can put the dredge ma-
terial, it is an environmental restora-
tion. It provides a haven or wildlife, 
birds, and habitat. It offers the original 
purpose for a barrier island, and that is 
to protect against the extreme effects 
of storms. So this is a win-win situa-
tion. It gives us a dredge site for the 
materials so we can keep the harbor at 
the proper depth, it gives us an envi-
ronmental plus so we can deal with 
wildlife in the Chesapeake, and it pro-
tects against the extreme weather con-
ditions that occur too often. 

It was absolutely essential to change 
the authorization in order to be able to 
continue to use Poplar Island as a site 
for dredge material. In this legislation, 
we get that done. We accelerated the 
Army Corps’ reports, we got it back in 
time, and now that location will be 
available for many years to come in 
order to accept the dredge materials so 
we can keep the harbor dredged at the 
appropriate level. 

There is also authorization in this 
bill to make sure our harbor is main-
tained at its current depth. We have 
gone even further than that. We have 
planned far into the future by now au-
thorizing Mid Bay, the next Poplar Is-
land for the Chesapeake. It is a barrier 
island that is disappearing, and it will 
be restored and used for economic pur-
poses and dredge material, and it will 
also be converted into a positive for 
the environment and protect us against 
storms. 

That is what this bill means to my 
State, and that is just one example. We 
could mention examples all over the 
country. 

With regard to the Chesapeake Bay, I 
have taken to the floor many times to 
talk about it. Mr. President, $1 trillion 
of our economy comes from the bay. 
Watermen, fisheries, tourists, com-
merce, and real estate values are all af-
fected by the quality of the Chesapeake 
Bay. 

We made commonsense reforms to 
the environmental restoration program 
in the bill we will be voting on this 
afternoon. There is a lot in here. 

I thank Senator WARNER, my col-
league from Virginia. The oyster res-
toration program is also in this bill, 
which is vital in order to restore the 
oyster crops in the Chesapeake Bay. 
We are making progress on oysters in 
the bay, and we need to continue that 
effort. The bill we will have a chance to 
vote on this afternoon will allow us to 
continue to make progress on oyster 
restoration in the Chesapeake Bay. 

There is a continuing authorities 
program—reforms to those programs. I 
mention that because some people may 
not pick this up, the legal significance 
of the changes we are making on the 
continuing authorization programs. 
Those programs will help our smaller 
communities. 

In Maryland and New Jersey there 
are a lot of smaller communities that 

very much depend upon projects which 
may not be as big as Poplar Island or 
Mid Bay, but they are very important 
for the local community. 

For example, in Cumberland we have 
a dam that needs to be removed. As a 
result of the enactment of the legisla-
tion we are going to be taking up this 
afternoon, it is going to be easier to 
get that type of project accomplished. 

We have barrier island restorations 
off Crisfield on the lower Eastern Shore 
which will be assisted by the changes 
we make in this legislation. We de-
authorize certain portions of two chan-
nels of the lower shore. That is impor-
tant because the community needs and 
wants to have boat slips in that area. 
By deauthorizing, they can do that, 
and that will improve the community. 

Those are the commonsense changes 
we have made as a result of the legisla-
tion we will be voting on this after-
noon. 

I want to mention one other provi-
sion that is in this bill, and I really 
want to thank the conferees. I was 
proud to be a part of the conference 
committee. Senator BOXER and Sen-
ator VITTER conferred with us fre-
quently, and we came out with a good, 
bipartisan, bicameral bill. This is a re-
sponsible bill that will help the econ-
omy. 

We also put in the report reauthor-
ization of the State revolving fund. We 
have not reauthorized the State revolv-
ing fund since 1993. This is a program 
that is critical to our State and local 
governments in dealing with how we 
treat our waste. The wastewater treat-
ment facility plants get their funding 
from the State revolving fund. It is im-
portant to get it authorized, and that 
is in the bill we will be taking up this 
afternoon. 

I introduced the reauthorization bill 
in 2009. In that bill I would have liked 
to have seen the program more robust 
than it is today. This is a reauthoriza-
tion that allows us to at least make 
some significant improvements in the 
State revolving fund. 

We deal with green infrastructure 
and make it easier for green infrastruc-
ture in our wastewater treatment 
plants. We address water recapture and 
reuse. Water is a valuable commodity. 
We take steps in this bill to do that. 

As to energy efficiency, we waste a 
lot of energy in our water infrastruc-
ture. This bill makes us more energy 
efficient, which helps our country and 
helps our environment. It helps eco-
nomically disadvantaged communities 
have a better shot at dealing with 
wastewater issues. 

There is a lot in here that will help 
everything from the smallest to the 
largest community and our economy. 
This is a good day for our Nation be-
cause we are going to pass the bill. The 
bill passed with over 400 votes in the 
House of Representatives. We are going 
to pass this bill and the President is 
going to sign it. This is a good day. Our 
water infrastructure will have a bright-
er future. The modernization of our 
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water infrastructure gives us a bright-
er future for our economy. 

I was proud to be on the conference 
committee that developed the bill and 
proud to join the Presiding Officer 
from New Jersey in moving this bill 
forward, and I look forward to the vote 
this afternoon. 

Mr. CARDIN. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana. 

Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I rise 
today in strong support of the Water 
Resources Reform and Development 
Act. We are going to be considering the 
final conference report on that legisla-
tion and voting on it in a few hours. 
This WRRDA bill is a strong, bipar-
tisan bill. It is a jobs bill. It is very 
much needed in our weak economy. 
That is why we need to move forward 
and finally pass this into law. It is also 
a pretty good example of how this 
place should work, how we can work in 
a bipartisan, constructive way, how we 
can move forward as an institution and 
find common ground on these sorts of 
important matters. 

Earlier this week the House passed 
the WRRDA bill 412 to 4. That is pretty 
much unheard of. I am not sure resolu-
tions expressing admiration for Mother 
Teresa passed by that vote in the 
House, so that is a strong testament to 
the broad, bipartisan, pro-jobs nature 
of the bill. Again, it is because WRRDA 
has a sharp focus on what our country 
desperately needs right now: job cre-
ation, as well as improved storm and 
flood protection, and enhanced na-
tional commerce, particularly in our 
maritime sector. 

This bill invests in our Nation’s wa-
terborne assets and landside infrastruc-
ture to grow jobs and to keep us com-
petitive in global markets. Ensuring 
our ports and waterways are operated 
and maintained, thereby improving the 
flow of commerce in that way, will cre-
ate jobs. Being prepared for the Pan-
ama Canal expansion will increase im-
ports and exports, and that will create 
jobs. Providing flood and storm damage 
protection for communities large and 
small and businesses all along our Na-
tion’s coasts and waterways is nec-
essary, it is important, and will also 
create jobs. So let me underscore: The 
WRRDA bill will not only grow our 
economy, it will directly put Ameri-
cans back to work. 

Let me mention some of the specifics 
of the bill. Before I talk about what the 
bill does, let me start with what it 
doesn’t do. It absolutely does not in-
crease the deficit. It absolutely does 
not contain any earmarks as defined 
under our rules or the House rules. In 

fact, the Wall Street Journal recently 
editorialized in strong support of the 
bill as a fiscally responsible way to ad-
dress infrastructure needs. In fact, the 
bill even has a deauthorization provi-
sion—a mechanism to provide author-
ization offsets for the important and 
necessary positive authorizations the 
bill contains. 

Now what does the bill do? Well, 
Corps of Engineers reform and account-
ability, No. 1. That is very important. 
It includes commonsense solutions to 
streamline project delivery and envi-
ronmental decisionmaking. 

The bill went to great lengths in 
making the Corps transparent and ac-
countable to Congress and their non- 
Federal partners. For instance, this 
WRRDA requires the Corps to open 
their financial ledgers to show how 
taxpayer dollars are being spent and 
mandates timeframes and costs for fea-
sibility studies which have taken sev-
eral years and millions of dollars to 
complete. So it narrows those issues 
and constrains them. 

To strengthen the project delivery 
timeline, the bill includes language to 
speed up the environmental review 
process to ensure there are not unrea-
sonable delays in getting projects 
built. 

The bill will also implement, for the 
first time ever, monetary penalties on 
the Corps for missed deadlines and re-
ports. Failure to provide a specific re-
port means funds from the general ex-
penses account of the Civil Works Pro-
gram are subtracted from that part of 
the Corps, and they go to the division 
of the Corps with responsibility for get-
ting the work done. So there is appro-
priate penalty and incentive to make 
sure the work is done. 

WRRDA also authorizes 34 Corps 
projects for navigation, flood protec-
tion, and ecosystem restoration. But, 
as I said, it also includes a real de-
authorization process to decrease the 
nearly $60 billion construction backlog 
and offset these new authorizations 
with equal or greater deauthorizations. 
I thank Senator BARRASSO for this key 
provision. He authored it. It was re-
fined and expanded by our colleagues in 
the House. I think it is a very impor-
tant initiative. 

We also include a provision that 
began as a stand-alone bill by myself 
and Senator NELSON last year. It puts 
significant project management con-
trol in the hands of State, local, and 
private entities to try that on a pilot 
basis and to see if it leads to reduced 
delays and reduced costs. That is what 
we do with most highway projects. The 
Federal Highway Administration is not 
the project manager of those projects. 
It doesn’t take the lead. That is what 
we should do with water projects as 
well and not demand that an already 
overburdened Corps of Engineers has to 
be the lead project manager on all of 
those projects. 

The second important category in 
this bill is the harbor maintenance 
trust fund. In order to advance our Na-

tion’s waterborne commerce and help 
drive our Nation’s economy, this bill 
makes sweeping reforms to that trust 
fund. It is no secret that the harbor 
maintenance trust fund is grossly mis-
managed and that in a good year half 
of the revenue going into that so-called 
trust fund is stolen—taken out—for 
completely unrelated purposes, even 
though that revenue is supposed to be 
dedicated for the purposes of the trust 
fund. We have to stop that. So WRRDA 
changes that status quo and requires a 
ramp-up in annual funding, incre-
mental increases over 10 years to get to 
a full spend-out of trust fund revenue 
in 2025. Additional yearly harbor main-
tenance trust fund monies will be 
prioritized with ports which move 99 
percent of our Nation’s commerce— 
those high- and medium-use ports get-
ting the highest prioritization. But 
there is also a limited but important 
low-use and underserved port set-aside 
to ensure adequate maintenance there 
and economic growth. 

WRRDA also adds additional metrics 
to the harbor maintenance trust fund, 
in addition to commercial tonnage. We 
now include oil and gas activity, com-
mercial fishing, and transportation of 
persons—important metrics that were 
ignored previously in an unfair way. 

Without the full utilization of the 
harbor maintenance trust fund, nega-
tive impacts will be felt by manufac-
turers, producers, shippers, and car-
riers throughout America. They ulti-
mately contribute to this trust fund to 
get dredging and other work done. We 
need to live up to our end of the deal 
and make sure that money is used for 
its intended purpose. That has never 
been more important than now with 
the expansion of the Panama Canal. We 
need to do the dredging. We need to be 
prepared for that economic oppor-
tunity. 

A third important category in the 
bill is the inland waterways trust 
fund—another trust fund also with sig-
nificant but different problems. 
WRRDA looks beyond our harbors to 
address serious concerns related to the 
delivery of projects on that inland wa-
terway system and helps accelerate the 
construction of aging locks and dams, 
many of which have far exceeded their 
project design life. According to the 
American Society of Civil Engineers, 
the average age of our locks is over 60 
years old and that continues to cause 
unwanted delays in the shipment of 
goods. By the year 2020, more than 80 
percent of these locks will be function-
ally obsolete. This is extremely con-
cerning, considering that more than 70 
percent of our imports and exports 
travel this inland waterway system. 

Again, the American Society of Civil 
Engineers estimates that underinvest-
ment in this inland waterway system 
cost our businesses $33 billion in 2010, 
and that could rise to $49 billion in 2020 
unless we act. This WRRDA bill takes 
action in the inland waterway trust 
fund, clears out some of the backlog 
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and clears out some of the things pre-
venting important projects under that 
trust fund from getting done. 

Another very important category 
which I certainly deeply care about, 
considering the State I represent, is 
flood protection and levee safety. Not 
only does WRRDA authorize critical 
flood protection projects, but it also 
strengthens levee safety initiatives to 
provide critical funds to State and 
local agencies to make sure levees and 
flood protection systems stay up to 
par. There are over 15,000 miles of Fed-
eral levees and almost 100,000 miles of 
non-Federal levees protecting commu-
nities all around the country. However, 
many are graded as in unsatisfactory 
condition. These levees protect nearly 
43 percent of the Nation’s population, 
so we need to make sure they are 
strong and adequate. This levee safety 
initiative will provide national and 
local leadership the resources they 
need to promote sound technical prac-
tices and to keep up with aging levee 
and protection systems. 

Most important for this program is 
levee rehabilitation funding. It is im-
perative that our non-Federal sponsors 
have the ability, both technical and fi-
nancial, to repair and rehabilitate lev-
ees. Storm surge and floodwaters are 
damaging to our economy. We must ad-
dress this. In the experience of Hurri-
cane Katrina, for instance, about 80 
percent of the catastrophic flooding of 
the city of New Orleans was due di-
rectly to breaches in the levee system 
due to inadequate design or mainte-
nance—flawed design at the beginning 
and inadequate maintenance con-
tinuing. Literally 80 percent of that 
catastrophic flooding was completely 
avoidable, completely manmade—that 
part of the disaster. We need to make 
sure that never happens again. 

Certainly, in all of these categories I 
am talking about, there are major ben-
efits to Louisiana. I thank all of my 
Louisiana partners who have done so 
much to give me the information and 
the expertise we needed to address 
these important areas, including 
Morganza to the gulf, which is very im-
portant to Lafourche and Terrebonne 
Parishes, as well as our ecosystem res-
toration projects under the Louisiana 
Coastal Area Program, and many other 
important Louisiana priorities. Again, 
we could only address those properly 
with the full help and partnership of 
those Louisiana partners. 

In closing, I wish to thank many 
folks, and I will start with those Lou-
isiana partners. As I said, they were in-
strumental in helping us get the Lou-
isiana piece right, and I thank them, 
and that work will continue and that 
partnership will continue. 

I thank Chairman BARBARA BOXER, a 
Washington, DC, partner on this bill. 
As she has said many times, the two of 
us don’t agree on a whole lot of things, 
but we do agree on infrastructure needs 
and we do agree on this WRRDA bill, 
and we came together, as a result, very 
constructively, very productively on 

this infrastructure work, as we are 
doing right now on the next highway 
bill. Certainly that has been an impor-
tant tradition at the EPW Committee, 
which we are continuing. The crucial 
element there is the will and deter-
mination to do it, and she always pro-
vided that will and determination, as 
did I. I thank her for being such a great 
partner. 

We also had great House partners: 
Chairman SHUSTER and Ranking Mem-
ber RAHALL. They exhibited real lead-
ership in getting a House bill done to 
begin with and then working with us 
on a productive conference committee. 
I thank them and their staffs for all of 
their work. 

Speaking of staffs, I am deeply in-
debted to all of the staff work that 
went into this bill. It was very signifi-
cant. The chair and I personally dealt 
with probably a couple dozen issues 
and semicrises that would crop up over 
time. Our staffs, in contrast, did that 
multiple times over—hundreds and 
hundreds of problems and issues before 
they developed to the Member level, 
literally hundreds and hundreds. 

I thank both staffs, but I am particu-
larly indebted to my staff for all of 
their hard work, particularly Charles 
Brittingham, Zak Baig, Chris Tomassi, 
Sarah Veatch, Rebecca Louviere, Jill 
Landry, Luke Bolar, and Cheyenne 
Steel. They put enormous hours into 
this bill and I truly appreciate their 
work. 

I certainly want to also recognize 
and thank Chairman BOXER’s staff, par-
ticularly Bettina Poirier, Jason 
Albritton, Ted Illston, Mary Kerr, and 
Kate Gilman. 

In closing, I strongly commend this 
WRRDA bill to the Senate. It is a 
strong bipartisan jobs and infrastruc-
ture bill. It is what we need to do more 
of, and it is the model we need to adopt 
more in the Senate: working together 
on important projects across party 
lines. One key reason we were able to 
do it successfully is we had a strong bi-
partisan process and an open process 
that invited participation from all 
sides, including significant floor 
amendments to the Senate bill. That 
was absolutely crucial to moving the 
bill in a productive way through the 
process. 

We will try to implement the same 
approach with the highway bill. We re-
ported a strong bipartisan highway bill 
out of our committee unanimously last 
week, but we need to bring it to the 
Senate floor. We need to act well in ad-
vance of the highway trust fund run-
ning out of money around August. I 
hope we expand on this work. I hope we 
use this model, including an open-floor 
process, in many other areas on many 
other bills. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support 
this WRRDA bill. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Minnesota. 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 

come to the floor to speak in support of 

the Water Resources Reform and De-
velopment Act, also known as the 
WRRDA bill. 

I thank Senator VITTER for his work 
on this bill. Of course, I also thank 
Chairman BOXER for her leadership in 
shepherding this bill through, when I 
think many people thought it would be 
a very difficult year to get a major in-
frastructure bill done. She was able to 
do it, work with Senator VITTER, work 
with the House most significantly, and 
we are very pleased with this bill. 

I support this legislation because it 
will keep invasive carp out of Min-
nesota’s northern lakes. It will help 
towns across the country advance crit-
ical flood protection projects. It will 
address overdue port and harbor main-
tenance on the Great Lakes. It will 
also ensure that navigation will remain 
strong on the inland waterways sys-
tem, including the powerful and impor-
tant Mississippi River, which of course 
starts in my State in Itasca State 
Park, where one can literally walk 
over the mighty Mississippi. 

Minnesota’s fishing and boating in-
dustries contribute around $4 billion to 
our State’s economy every single year. 
For Minnesotans, being on the water is 
more than just a way of life. It is also 
part of our State’s culture, part of our 
heritage, and it is certainly part of our 
economic engine, but that way of life is 
under threat right now because of 
invasive species of carp, also called 
Asian carp. They were imported and 
accidentally released into the Mis-
sissippi River years ago. How I would 
love to reverse that moment when they 
were accidentally released in the 
Southern States into the Mississippi 
River, but it happened, and years later 
we are still stuck with the con-
sequences. 

Anyone who has not seen the 
YouTube video, I would suggest you 
view it—of these Asian carp literally 
jumping out of the water, hitting fish-
ermen in the head because they eat so 
much every single day, and of course 
they are eating the fish we have come 
to rely on in our State for great food 
and also great recreation. 

As these invasive carp have worked 
their way farther upstream, we have 
learned they are not deterred by cold 
winters, which was once thought to be 
the case. Today invasive species of carp 
are knocking on our doorstep. They 
have been found around Winona, MN, 
and they are already in the St. Croix 
River. 

Minnesotans know we cannot simply 
wish the problem away. The problem is 
literally swimming and jumping into 
our lives. That is why I authored the 
Upper Mississippi CARP Act, which 
would close the Upper St. Anthony 
Falls Lock in Minneapolis. My lock 
closure provision included in the Water 
Resources Reform and Development 
Act conference report will simply re-
quire the Army Corps of Engineers to 
close the Upper St. Anthony Falls 
Lock within 1 year following the date 
of enactment. 
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The language is a product of years of 

working with State and local stake-
holders, and today, with the passage of 
this provision, we will take a signifi-
cant step forward in the fight against 
invasive species to make sure they do 
not move up into Minnesota’s northern 
lakes. 

This provision has the support of 
Senator FRANKEN and also Representa-
tives ELLISON, PAULSEN, WALZ, and 
NOLAN in the House. It was bipartisan. 
It was supported by Governor Dayton 
and the City of Minneapolis, as well as 
a large number of environmental and 
wildlife organizations, including Min-
nesota Trout Unlimited, the National 
Wildlife Federation, the Mississippi 
River Fund, the Minnesota Izaak Wal-
ton League, the National Parks Con-
servation Association, and the Friends 
of the Mississippi River, just to name a 
few. 

It is also supported by countless an-
glers across Minnesota, and I appre-
ciate the broad support we have had. It 
is not easy closing a lock, and we know 
there were some limited uses of the 
lock by certain businesses that during 
the winter do not use the lock but use 
barges, and we know the city will be 
working with them. We also know the 
kayaking community was using the 
lock, and I truly appreciate their sup-
port in closing down this lock. We had 
a tour boat that was using this lock, 
and they no longer use it. 

Then of course we had the Army 
Corps there. We worked with them. It 
was not easy at first, but I have appre-
ciated their work. We know in an emer-
gency the lock could be opened again. 
But this is not just a study; this closes 
down this lock in 1 year. 

I also want to thank my colleagues 
who worked with me on this provision 
who may have similar locks and dams 
and were concerned about what prece-
dent this would set. We were able to 
make this a very focused provision, so 
we did not get resistance in the end, 
and they actually worked with me on 
compromise language, got it in the 
Senate, and I thank my colleagues in 
the House for using this exact provi-
sion in the House bill. 

Closing this lock is supported by 
many people. I remember meeting with 
a group of kayakers who, despite being 
impacted by the lock closure, told me: 
‘‘We’re with you on this!’’ 

Recreational users of the Upper St. 
Anthony Falls Lock have taken vol-
untary steps, as I mentioned, to limit 
their use of the lock to reduce the 
chance of allowing invasive carp to 
spread upstream, but we knew we had 
to go further, and that is what we are 
doing today with the passage of this 
provision. 

Although making the decision to 
close the lock was not done lightly, it 
is right for our State. We know 
invasive species of carp can dominate 
the environment and make up an as-
tounding 90 percent of the biomass in 
the river. They outcompete prized 
sport fish. They make waterskiing un-

safe for families, and they make boat-
ing in our lakes and rivers smelly and 
even dangerous. 

In Minnesota, the Department of 
Natural Resources and the Metropoli-
tan Council studied the economic im-
pact of closing the Upper St. Anthony 
Falls Lock and also the economic value 
of recreation activities upstream of 
this lock. They found that for every 
one job dependent on the lock staying 
open, over eight jobs rely on rec-
reational boat trips upstream of the 
Upper St. Anthony Falls Lock. 

Closing the Upper St. Anthony Falls 
Lock is a key part of a strategy to pro-
tect Minnesota’s waters for future gen-
erations, but the fight against invasive 
carp does not end here. I will continue 
to fight for an ‘‘all of the above’’ solu-
tion to this challenge that includes 
closing this lock while also supporting 
research and carp barriers to protect 
other bodies of water in Minnesota. 

Solving this problem will require the 
continued cooperation of Federal, 
State, and local stakeholders all work-
ing together, and the passage of the 
lock closure provision is a leap for-
ward, but of course it only helps with 
Minnesota’s northern lakes. We are al-
ready seeing problems in the southern 
rivers, and we need to develop that re-
search. 

There must be a way to eliminate 
these carp—by giving them food that 
will not kill other fish, by doing things 
with bubble barriers, and other ideas 
that have been brought forward. I know 
the State of Minnesota is working on 
that. I know the State of Wisconsin is 
working on that—and people all over 
the country. The Federal Government 
must play a role, and we must protect 
our Great Lakes, but we also must not 
forget our waterways. 

The WRRDA bill also advances crit-
ical flood protection projects, includ-
ing the Fargo-Moorhead—or as I like to 
call it, being from Minnesota: the 
Moorhead-Fargo—diversion project 
which will protect Moorhead, MN, and 
Fargo, ND, from flooding caused by the 
Red River of the North. 

I have seen firsthand how hard people 
in the Red River Valley work to pre-
pare for a potential flood. The Pre-
siding Officer knows what this is like 
in New Jersey with his hurricanes, but 
I can tell you in Minnesota we literally 
have to plan for it every single year. 
They literally have warehouses for peo-
ple putting sand in bags, anticipating 
this flooding. In a number of years we 
nearly lost these two major cities. 

This is not the way to do this, as 
much as we love our volunteers—our 
seniors, our school kids, and everyone 
else—who have gathered together to 
get this project done and have stopped 
their lives for weeks. It would be much 
better to have permanent flood protec-
tion. 

I have worked with Senator HOEVEN, 
of course, and Senator HEITKAMP. They 
have both taken a lead, as well as Sen-
ator FRANKEN, to get this done. 

The region avoided flooding this 
year. The river has been, however, in 

major flood stage 6 out of the last 8 
years. In 2009—the year of the record 
flood—the river rose to more than 40 
feet. In Minnesota and North Dakota, 
the Red River does not divide us. Work-
ing together, it actually brings us to-
gether and unites us, and it is that 
spirit of solidarity that drives our ef-
forts in the Red River Basin. 

Floods damage homes, destroy crops, 
and hold entire cities hostage. The 
Fargo-Moorhead flood diversion project 
is critical to safety and economic de-
velopment in the region, and finding a 
permanent solution to the issue makes 
much more economic sense than con-
tinuing to fight the flooding and repair 
damages year after year. 

The WRRDA bill also helps address 
flood protection for Roseau, MN. 
Roseau has recovered from a flood in 
2002 that caused widespread damage, 
but the area needs flood protection to 
reduce the flood stages in the city. The 
next phase of the Roseau diversion 
project will reduce future flood dam-
ages by nearly 86 percent. I thank 
COLLIN PETERSON, the Representative 
who represents Roseau, for his work on 
getting this funding. The families and 
businesses of Roseau have waited too 
long for flood protection, and the 
WRRDA bill ensures the project will be 
completed. 

But the WRRDA bill does not just 
protect property; it also strengthens 
our economy. The competitiveness of 
our economy is directly tied to the 
strength of our infrastructure. This in-
cludes upgrading and modernizing our 
ports, our harbors, and our waterways. 

The harbor maintenance trust fund 
collects $700 million more each year 
than it spends on dredging and mainte-
nance. Meanwhile, our ports and navi-
gation channels wait for basic mainte-
nance. 

Coming from New Jersey, the Pre-
siding Officer may think of New Jersey 
as having ports. Well, we have a major 
port—one of the biggest ports—in Du-
luth, MN, that connects goods from the 
Midwest—not just from Minnesota, 
from all over the Midwest—to the 
Great Lakes through the St. Lawrence 
Seaway. It is a major port and brings 
goods in from the rest of the world. 

The backlog of sediment due to insuf-
ficient dredging is more than 18 million 
cubic yards and is estimated to cost 
$200 million. The WRRDA bill helps 
correct this disparity and ensures that 
funds are spent to address the needs of 
shippers and that the Great Lakes sys-
tem does not fall into further disrepair. 

When ships on the Great Lakes have 
to light load—which means they have 
about 10 percent less cargo than they 
should have—when they have to reduce 
their cargo because channels are not 
deep enough, our whole economy suf-
fers, not just the shippers, not just the 
people who are producing the goods. 
Our whole economy suffers when we 
have to ship 10 percent less than we 
could on these ships and instead we are 
bringing it in from other parts of the 
world. This does not make any sense at 
all. 
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That is why I cosponsored an amend-

ment with Senator LEVIN that estab-
lishes the Great Lakes ports as a single 
navigation system and sets aside addi-
tional funding for the Great Lakes 
ports. 

This provision will help ensure main-
tenance and dredging is done through-
out the Great Lakes system. We are so 
excited about this. It is finally warm-
ing up in Duluth. In northern Min-
nesota, it is no longer colder than 
Mars. Our ships are ready to go and 
transport goods. We want them to be at 
their full capacity. The only way we 
can achieve this is by dredging some of 
these areas where we have seen some 
major problems. 

The bill also makes critical reforms 
to our Nation’s rivers and waterways. 
The inland waterways system in this 
country spans 38 States and handles ap-
proximately one-half of all inland 
freight. With many maintenance and 
construction projects years overdue, 
the inland waterways are in dire need 
of major rehabilitation. 

The inland waterways trust fund, 
which funds these projects, is in steady 
decline. If we do not strengthen it, the 
industries that so heavily depend on 
the inland waterways system and the 
people that work for these industries— 
critical jobs—will suffer. That is why I 
cosponsored the RIVER Act with Sen-
ators CASEY and LANDRIEU to help 
move forward major construction 
projects on the inland waterways sys-
tem, including much-needed rehabilita-
tion of the locks and dams on the Mis-
sissippi River. 

A number of the provisions of the 
RIVER Act are included in the final 
WRRDA bill, including reforms to the 
project management process that will 
help ensure waterways projects are 
completed on time and cost overruns 
are minimized. 

I also supported Senator CASEY’s 
amendment to increase the inland wa-
terways user fee. Let me emphasize 
that the user who pays this fee asked 
for it. They agreed to pay this fee. We 
have a case of a win-win situation 
where the businesses that use these 
locks and dams want to actually pay 
more money to upgrade them because 
they need to carry their goods to mar-
ket. 

I think the Presiding Officer knows 
the only way we are going to advance 
here in this economy on an inter-
national basis is if we are making stuff, 
inventing things, and sending them 
overseas instead of everyone sending 
their goods to America. We are not 
going to do that without a modern 
transportation system. Here we have 
businesses that are employing tens of 
thousands of people, hundreds of thou-
sands of people, that are willing to pay 
extra money to upgrade our locks and 
dams. That is all this is about. 

Industry partners, from farmers to 
shippers to companies such as Cargill 
in my State, strongly support this user 
fee increase. The increase was their 
idea. They know this modest change 

will go a long way to ensuring that our 
Nation’s rivers are viable for years to 
come. The fee increase did not make it 
into the WRRDA bill because it is a tax 
provision. There are some good things 
in this bill for locks and dams. I do ap-
preciate how the industry worked so 
well with me on allowing this provision 
of the closure of the one lock in Min-
nesota to stop the invasive species 
from going up into our northern lakes. 

But I also am continuing to work 
with them to upgrade our locks and 
dams throughout the country. One as-
pect that would truly help is this fee 
that businesses are willing to pay. It is 
exactly what we want—private money 
going to upgrade our infrastructure. So 
we need to get this done. I will work 
with them in the future to get it on 
any bill we can so we can upgrade this 
country’s locks and dams. 

Again, I commend Chairman BOXER 
and Ranking Member VITTER and all of 
the WRRDA conferees for putting to-
gether this bipartisan legislation. 
From keeping invasive carp out of our 
waters, to fighting to protect towns 
from flooding, investing in critical wa-
terway infrastructure, to making sure 
our harbors are at 100 percent, this leg-
islation is vital to the economy, our 
environment, our cities and towns. I 
will be proud to vote for it today. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST— 
EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. MENENDEZ. I thank the distin-
guished Senator from Arizona and a 
distinguished member of the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee for his 
courtesy. I know he will be making 
comments in which I share his con-
cerns and for which he has been very 
outspoken. I will try to condense my 
effort here. 

On Monday, the Department of Jus-
tice announced that Swiss bank Credit 
Suisse pled guilty to the criminal 
charge of helping American citizens 
cheat on their taxes, and agreed to pay 
a $2.6 billion fine. The bank admitted 
to using bogus entities to disguise 
undeclared U.S. accounts from Amer-
ican tax authorities, and it admitted to 
helping its clients arrange large cash 
transactions to skirt U.S. reporting re-
quirements. 

The guilty plea means that the bank 
will be punished for its transgressions, 
and it serves as a warning to others 
who would engage in or enable tax eva-
sion. But astoundingly, Credit Suisse 
will not be required to disclose addi-
tional names of U.S. citizens who hired 
the bank to help them cheat on their 
taxes and evade prosecution by U.S. 
authorities. 

As the Permanent Subcommittee on 
Investigations reported earlier this 
year, the Justice Department has only 
been able to obtain the names of 238 
Credit Suisse customers out of 22,000 
U.S.-owned accounts at the bank. The 
reason for this is simple. Swiss bank 
secrecy laws forbid Credit Suisse and 

other Swiss banks from sharing infor-
mation about their clients with U.S. 
tax authorities, even if those clients 
are actively violating U.S. tax laws. 

Luckily, we have a simple solution, 
one which we could enact right now 
with the agreement from this body. On 
April 1, the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee, with strong bipartisan support, 
reported out favorably a new protocol 
amending our tax treaty with Switzer-
land. For decades, tax treaties have 
played a key role in facilitating great-
er and more transparent trade and in-
vestment. They have helped protect 
American companies from double tax-
ation and made it easier for them to 
explore new markets and business op-
portunities. 

They do this all while simulta-
neously protecting U.S. taxpayer pri-
vacy and information confidentiality. 
They enhance our efforts to prevent 
tax avoidance or evasion. The new pro-
tocol with Switzerland would not per-
mit Swiss banks, like Credit Suisse, to 
withhold information on U.S. individ-
uals who have, for years, hidden behind 
Swiss bank secrecy laws to avoid pay-
ing U.S. taxes. 

The protocol brings our tax treaty 
with Switzerland into conformity with 
both the entire internationally accept-
ed standards on the information ex-
change as well as the most recent U.S. 
model tax treaty. It includes an arbi-
tration provision to ensure that when 
disputes arise between the U.S. and 
Swiss tax authorities over issues like 
the exchange of information, these dis-
putes will be resolved expeditiously, 
rather than dragging on and frus-
trating cross-border tax enforcement. 

The Swiss government has already 
ratified the protocol. We should do the 
same. Credit Suisse pled guilty to abet-
ting tax evasion—a criminal charge. 
But they were not forced to disclose 
the names of actual tax evaders be-
cause doing so would violate Swiss 
bank secrecy laws. Ratifying the trea-
ty with Switzerland is therefore nec-
essary. 

It will enable U.S. authorities to ob-
tain information about these and other 
tax evaders who are still taking advan-
tage of bank secrecy laws to avoid pay-
ing their fair share. 

I ask unanimous consent that at a 
time to be determined by the majority 
leader, in consultation with the Repub-
lican leader, the Senate proceed to ex-
ecutive session to consider Calendar 
No. 9, treaty document No. 112–1; that 
the treaty be considered as having ad-
vanced through the various parliamen-
tary stages up to and including the 
presentation of resolutions of ratifica-
tion; that any committee declarations 
be agreed to as applicable; that any 
statements be printed in the RECORD as 
if read; that if the resolution of ratifi-
cation is agreed to, the motion to re-
consider be considered made and laid 
upon the table; that the President be 
immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action, and the Senate resume legisla-
tive session. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 

BALDWIN). Is there objection? 
Mr. PAUL. Madam President, reserv-

ing the right to object, as you know, I 
have been a critic of these treaties for 
some time. This discussion has gone on 
for quite a while. I disagree with many 
of the implications of where these trea-
ties would take us. But I realize there 
are some beneficial aspects of the trea-
ties. 

But because of the critical invasion 
of privacy that these treaties would 
allow, I cannot support them. These 
treaties are an encroachment on our 
privacy and our constitutional right to 
privacy. Many of the previous treaties 
that we have had in the past focused on 
information specific to tax fraud. 

I am not opposed to getting the infor-
mation of those who have committed 
fraud or broken the law, but you must 
have an accusation, you must submit 
some proof. 

We are going to have bulk collection 
of records without suspicion. 

As previously stated in the previous 
treaties, the information that was ex-
changed in the past under the current 
treaties had to show that they were for 
preventing tax fraud. The new treaty, 
though, is going to change the stand-
ard from looking for tax fraud—which 
seems to be what everybody is talking 
about—to saying that we will look for 
financial information that may be rel-
evant. 

What we are doing is taking the 
standard down to something ‘‘may be 
relevant,’’ which could be a dragnet for 
getting everyone’s information. It will 
be a deterrent to foreign investors both 
in our country as well as in other coun-
tries. I think at the very least every 
American, whether at home or abroad, 
deserves the right to the fourth amend-
ment protections guaranteed by the 
Constitution. 

I want the record to be very clear. I 
certainly do not condone Americans 
who have not followed the letter of the 
law, but I can’t support a law that en-
dangers regular foreign investment and 
punishes every American regardless of 
whether there is suspicion that they 
have committed a crime. 

While I want the important benefits 
included in the tax treaties to be rati-
fied, I cannot support a treaty that 
would pave the way for a law that 
would permit the IRS to share informa-
tion of customers at U.S. banks with 
foreign governments. Imagine, we will 
be conceivably sharing information 
about customers here with govern-
ments that may well not even be our 
friends. Also, I cannot support a treaty 
that may facilitate the bulk collection 
of private financial data for all U.S. 
citizens living abroad. For those rea-
sons, I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

The Senator from New Jersey. 
Mr. MENENDEZ. Very briefly, I am 

disappointed because basically what we 
are going to do—those of us who are 
law-abiding and pay our taxes have to 

suffer the consequences of those who 
cheat and go abroad to do so. When 
they do that, they undermine the abil-
ity of this government to have the re-
sources to arm the men and women 
who serve us abroad, protect them, 
take care of their health care, and deal 
with the challenges of educating the 
next generation of Americans. 

Let me just say that this question 
that the treaty somehow infringes— 
first of all, if Switzerland is not a 
friendly country, I don’t know what is. 
It is not a question of a country that 
isn’t friendly, so let’s remove that ob-
jection. 

The treaty supposedly infringes on 
the fourth amendment rights of U.S. 
citizens. Look, these bilateral tax trea-
ties only permit the exchange of infor-
mation that is foreseeably relevant to 
the collection of taxes. 

The proposed treaty also provides 
protection against fishing expeditions. 
To exchange information, the request-
ing country must demonstrate that the 
individuals targeted have engaged in 
activities that suggested they are en-
gaging in fraud. 

The existing treaty with Switzerland 
requires the requesting country to es-
tablish tax fraud or fraudulent mis-
conduct as a basis for the exchange. 
That standard has clearly proven to be 
too narrow for the purposes of pros-
ecuting tax evasion, as demonstrated 
by the outcome of this Credit Suisse 
settlement, where the bank still does 
not have to hand over the names of in-
dividuals who use Credit Suisse ac-
counts to hide their income. 

Now the wages and U.S. bank ac-
count interests of Americans are both 
reported to the IRS. There is no reason 
why people with foreign bank accounts 
should be able to hide their money 
from the IRS in a way that average, 
hard-working Americans cannot. It 
boggles my mind that we are going to 
treat average, hard-working Americans 
in a different way than those who have 
the money to cheat and ultimately 
avoid their responsibility to our collec-
tive society, so we will continue to 
raise this issue. 

I won’t expound upon it any more—I 
have plenty to say—in deference to the 
Senator from Arizona, who was gra-
cious enough to yield the floor. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Arizona. 
Mr. MCCAIN. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent to address the Sen-
ate as in morning business for such 
time as I may consume. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

SYRIA 

Mr. MCCAIN. The Middle East today 
is engulfed in an escalating regional 
conflict. The space for moderate poli-
tics in country after country is col-
lapsing, and a process of radicalization 
is increasingly destabilizing the entire 
region. At the center of this growing 

conflict stands Syria, where for over 3 
years now the Syrian people have faced 
an onslaught of unspeakable violence 
from President Bashar al-Assad and his 
forces. 

As of today more than 160,000 Syrians 
have been killed, over half of the popu-
lation is in urgent need of humani-
tarian assistance, and 9.3 million peo-
ple have been driven from their homes 
in what the United Nations has de-
scribed ‘‘as the greatest humanitarian 
tragedy of our times.’’ To give some 
sense for the scale of the growing ref-
ugee crisis, there are now 1 million reg-
istered Syrian refugees in Lebanon. 
That makes up one-fourth of the total 
population of the country. This does 
not include the thousands who are liv-
ing there unofficially and unregistered. 
This is as if the entire population of 
Canada were uprooted and became refu-
gees in the United States of America— 
twice over. 

Without understanding the scale, it 
is hard to comprehend the stress on re-
sources and the escalating tensions 
that these refugees have caused in 
neighboring countries. Can you imag-
ine what we would do as Americans if 
we were dealing with the entire popu-
lation of Canada living as refugees in 
our country? Inside Syria, they are 
confronted with the inhumane cruelty 
of Mr. Assad and his forces every day. 

We have seen evidence of this sys-
tematic abuse, torture, starvation, and 
killing of approximately 100,000 detain-
ees, in what clearly amounts to war 
crimes and crimes against humanity. 
The United Nations has detailed the 
further arrest, detention, torture, and 
sexual abuse of thousands of children 
by government forces. Human Rights 
Watch has documented how Syrian au-
thorities have deliberately used explo-
sives and bulldozers to demolish entire 
neighborhoods for no military reason 
whatsoever, just as a form of collective 
punishment of Syrian civilians. 

The United Nations has also docu-
mented the toll of the Syrian govern-
ment’s air strike campaign, and, in 
particular, the regime’s use of crude 
cluster munitions that have become 
known as barrel bombs. Their sole pur-
pose is to maim, kill, and terrorize as 
many civilians as possible when indis-
criminately dropped on schools, bak-
eries, and mosques. 

Worse yet, evidence is piling up that 
Assad’s forces have been equipping 
these barrel bombs with chlorine gas. 
Just last week French Foreign Min-
ister Laurent Fabius said that France 
has evidence of at least 14 chlorine- 
based chemical attacks carried out by 
Syrian Government forces since 2013, 
adding, ‘‘The regime is still capable of 
producing chemical weapons and is de-
termined to use them.’’ 

Around the same time, a senior 
Israeli defense official stated that 
‘‘from the day that he signed the deal, 
Assad has used chemical weapons over 
thirty times, and in every case citizens 
were killed.’’ 

The State Department has further 
verified these reports, stating there 
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were ‘‘indications’’ of the use of chlo-
rine—though it was quick to point out 
that this is not one of the chemicals 
Syria was obliged to surrender. 

So it appears that we are faced with 
a situation in which the Assad regime 
has agreed to give up certain chemical 
weapons after using them to murder 
nearly 1,400 civilians last year, but it is 
also using other chemicals—less lethal 
but nonetheless effective—to continue 
gassing civilians to death, and the 
world does nothing about it. Why? Be-
cause technically this is permitted 
under the chemical weapons agree-
ment. That is shameful and out-
rageous. 

What is more, months after the dead-
line for removing all of its chemical 
weapons stockpiles, the Syrian Govern-
ment has yet to fulfill its obligations 
under the treaty and is using its re-
maining stockpiles to bargain over the 
terms of the original agreement in the 
hopes of retaining its storage and pro-
duction facilities. 

As we are once again faced with im-
ages of men, women, and children 
writhing on the ground and gasping for 
breath, Assad appears to be dis-
regarding some of his chemical weap-
ons commitments and continuing to 
commit mass atrocities. Again, red-
lines are tested and crossed, and the 
United States of America and the 
world do nothing. 

These are just some of the many rea-
sons our Director of National Intel-
ligence referred to the Syria crisis as 
‘‘an apocalyptic disaster.’’ But this 
apocalyptic disaster in Syria is no 
longer just a humanitarian tragedy for 
one country; it is a regional conflict 
and an emerging national security 
threat to us all. No one should believe 
that we will be immune to what is hap-
pening in Syria. None of us are. 

For those of you who look at these 
far-away events and say what Neville 
Chamberlain once told himself about a 
different problem from Hell in an ear-
lier time—that this is ‘‘a quarrel in a 
far away country between people of 
whom we know nothing’’—don’t think 
that events in Syria won’t have reper-
cussions much closer to home. The ter-
rorist sanctuary that Al Qaeda and its 
associated forces now enjoy in Syria 
and Iraq increasingly pose a direct 
threat to U.S. national security and 
that of our closest allies and partners. 
Indeed, the Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity, Mr. Jeh Johnson, has said, 
‘‘Syria is now a matter of homeland se-
curity.’’ The Director of National In-
telligence, James Clapper, has also re-
peatedly warned that Al Qaeda-affili-
ated terrorists in Syria now aspire to 
attack the homeland. 

If the September 11 attacks should 
have taught us anything, it is that 
global terrorists who occupy 
ungoverned spaces and seek to plot and 
plan attacks against us can pose a di-
rect threat to our national security. 
That was Afghanistan on September 10, 
2001, and that is what top officials in 
this administration are now warning us 
Syria is becoming today. 

The latest U.S. intelligence esti-
mates say that more than 100 Ameri-
cans have traveled to fight in Syria 
alongside extremists, joining some of 
the most dangerous terrorist organiza-
tions in the world today. 

Earlier this month, FBI Director 
James Comey stated: 

All of us with a memory of the ’80s and ’90s 
saw the line drawn from Afghanistan to Sep-
tember 11. We see Syria as that, but an order 
of magnitude worse in a couple of respects: 
Far more people are going there, and far 
easier to travel to and back from. 

Already, senior intelligence officials 
believe that between 6 and 12 Ameri-
cans who have gone to Syria to fight 
have now returned to America, pos-
sibly with the intention to carry out 
attacks here. ‘‘We know where some 
are,’’ stated one senior U.S. intel-
ligence official. Some? But what about 
the others? Does that reassure you? 

The sheer scale of foreign fighters 
with Western passports traveling to 
fight in Syria has our senior-most in-
telligence officers worrying about how 
easy it would be for these people to slip 
through the cracks. In March the Di-
rector of the National Counterterror-
ism Center, Matthew Olsen, testified 
that the NSA simply does not have the 
ability to track the thousands of 
jihadists now flocking to Syria. He tes-
tified: 

This raises our concern that radicalized in-
dividuals with extremist contacts and battle-
field experience could return to their home 
countries to commit violence on their own 
initiative or participate in al Qaeda-directed 
plots aimed at Western targets outside of 
Syria. 

First indoctrinated, then trained and 
equipped, the foreign fighters now join-
ing groups such as the Islamic State of 
Iraq and Syria, known as ISIS—a group 
who proved too radical even for Al 
Qaeda’s senior leadership—presents a 
challenge that rises above a mere coun-
terterrorism problem. ISIS no longer 
exists in small, concentrated cells, con-
ducting operations limited in nature 
and scope. It has become a real nascent 
state actor, similar in organization and 
power to the Taliban of the late 1990s 
and possessing a real army of foreign 
recruits capable of carrying out at-
tacks across the world. The territory it 
possesses is no longer a safe haven 
within a state. It has become a de facto 
state that serves as a safe haven and an 
even more vibrant incubator for inter-
national terrorism than did pre-9/11 Af-
ghanistan. It is a saddening irony that 
as our efforts to eradicate the Al Qaeda 
safe haven in Afghanistan are proving 
successful, we see an even more dan-
gerous terrorist sanctuary emerging on 
the border of Europe between Damas-
cus and Baghdad. 

My friends, here is the tragic reality 
of the war in Syria. After more than 3 
years of horror, suffering, devastation, 
and growing threats to international 
security, the conflict in Syria con-
tinues to get worse and worse both for 
Syria and for the world. But the United 
States and the international commu-
nity have no effective policy to help 

bring this conflict to a responsible end. 
The Geneva peace talks have failed en-
tirely, as predicted. Ambassador 
Brahimi, the U.N. Special Representa-
tive, has himself given up on the proc-
ess and resigned last week. This should 
surprise no one. The United States and 
the international community have 
been reluctant to provide the opposi-
tion with much needed material sup-
port. Meanwhile, Assad has the active 
support of Hezbollah, Iran, and Russia 
and is using nearly every weapon in his 
arsenal to kill his way to victory, and 
he is winning. So why would he want to 
negotiate himself out of power now? 

Can we finally stop hiding behind the 
fantasy of Geneva and admit what has 
been painfully obvious from the start: 
that there is no hope for a negotiated 
solution until the momentum on the 
battlefield changes against the Assad 
regime. And that will only happen 
through greater international inter-
vention of some sort. 

After painful and costly experiences 
in Iraq and Afghanistan, a war-weary 
American public does not appear eager 
for an active, internationalist foreign 
policy, and President Obama has 
sought to give the American people 
what they want. While it is under-
standable and unsurprising that the 
American public has been reluctant to 
get more engaged with events in Syria 
and the wider Middle East, the tide of 
war does not recede simply because we 
wish it so. 

The outcome of the administration’s 
disengagement has been a consistent 
failure to support more responsible 
forces in Syria when that support 
would have mattered—the descent of 
Syria into chaos and growing inter-
national instability, the use of Syria as 
a training ground for Al Qaeda affili-
ates and other terrorist organizations, 
the ceding of regional leadership to our 
international adversaries, and the tol-
erance of war crimes and crimes 
against humanity. In short, all of the 
awful things that critics said would 
happen if we got more involved in 
Syria have happened because we have 
not gotten more involved. 

We continue to hear from the admin-
istration that there are no good op-
tions in Syria—as if there ever were 
good options in the real world—and 
that the only alternative to our cur-
rent disengagement is a full-scale 
ground invasion and war without end. 
The President frequently has said as 
much, recently stating: 

It is very difficult to imagine a scenario in 
which our involvement in Syria would have 
led to a better outcome, short of us being 
willing to undertake an effort in size and 
scope similar to what we did in Iraq. 

But this claim has been directly con-
tradicted by other administration offi-
cials who recognize that our inaction 
in Syria is not because we lack options 
or capability but, rather, the will. 

In an April 30 speech at the Holo-
caust Museum in Washington, our own 
Ambassador to the United Nations, 
Samantha Power, said: 
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To those who would argue that a head of 

state or government has to choose only be-
tween doing nothing and sending in the mili-
tary—I maintain that is a constructed and 
false choice, an accompaniment only to dis-
engagement and passivity. 

French Foreign Minister Laurent 
Fabius has also highlighted this false 
choice, recently expressing his regrets 
that Western nations did not carry out 
threatened airstrikes against the re-
gime following the August 2013 chem-
ical attack and that more had not been 
done to stop the abominable behavior 
of the Assad regime. He stated: 

We regret it [not carrying out threatened 
airstrikes] because we think it would have 
changed everything. 

That is a French Foreign Minister 
who regrets that we didn’t carry out 
the airstrikes because ‘‘we think it 
would have changed everything.’’ In his 
comments he made it clear that a lim-
ited surgical strike would have made 
all the difference in Syria and would 
have stopped the chemical attacks that 
continue today, saved the lives of thou-
sands of people, and prevented the dev-
astating consequences that have rever-
berated around the world since that red 
line was crossed. 

It is true our options to help end the 
conflict in Syria were never good, and 
they are much worse and fewer now. 
But as Mr. Fabius pointed out, as bad 
as our options in Syria may be, we still 
have options. No one should believe 
that doing something meaningful to 
help in Syria requires total war or in-
vasion. Literally no one is calling for 
that, and it is intellectually dishonest 
to suggest so. This is not a question of 
options or costs or capabilities but a 
question of will. 

The continued violence in Syria is 
expected to kill tens of thousands more 
and produce millions of refugees by the 
year’s end. This is a humanitarian 
tragedy, to be sure, but one with imme-
diate strategic consequences. The 
longer the devastation goes on, the 
more difficult it will be to put Syria 
back together again. Failing to do so 
will leave a dangerous conflagration in 
the heart of the Middle East—a failed 
state at war with itself where extre-
mism and instability will fester and 
terrorists of all brands will find ample 
space, resources, and recruits to men-
ace the region and eventually attack 
the United States. 

If ever there was a case that should 
remind us that our interests are indi-
visible from our values, it is Syria. We 
cannot afford to go numb to this 
human tragedy. I have seen my fair 
share of suffering and death in the 
world, but the images and stories com-
ing out of Syria haunt me most. In the 
time I have been speaking, at least two 
Syrians have been killed, 45 Syrians 
have become refugees, and 15 Syrian 
families have been forced from their 
homes. In another 15 minutes from 
now, two more will be killed, 45 more 
will become refugees, and 15 more fam-
ilies will be forced from their homes. Is 
that acceptable to us? 

Neither the United States, Europe, 
nor the Syrian people can afford the 
cost of defeatism. The price of aban-
donment includes not only a failed 
state in Syria but an entire region tee-
tering on the brink of disaster, and it 
means emboldening our adversaries 
and conceding a safe haven and a state 
to the world’s most dangerous terrorist 
groups. While these are the real, tan-
gible consequences we face, it also 
means conceding the moral sources of 
our great power and giving up on every 
principle our Nation was built on. 

All of us, Americans and Europeans, 
must recognize that our power confers 
a responsibility on us. If the most pow-
erful nations in the world have the ca-
pabilities and the options to help bring 
to an end one of the most horrific mass 
atrocities in modern times, what does 
it say about us that we have not done 
so? History will render a bitter and 
scathing judgment on America and the 
world for our failure in Syria, and I 
pray we will finally recognize that and 
take the necessary actions to help the 
Syrian people write a better end to this 
sad chapter of world affairs. 

Madam President, I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD 
two articles, one entitled ‘‘FBI Direc-
tor: Number of Americans traveling to 
fight in Syria increasing,’’ and the 
other entitled ‘‘Exclusive: Al Qaeda’s 
American Fighters Are Coming Home— 
and U.S. Intelligence Can’t Find 
Them.’’ 

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

[From the Washington Post, May 2, 2014] 
FBI DIRECTOR: NUMBER OF AMERICANS 

TRAVELING TO FIGHT IN SYRIA INCREASING 
(By Sari Horwitz and Adam Goldman) 

FBI Director James B. Comey said Friday 
that the problem of Americans traveling to 
Syria to fight in the civil war there has 
worsened in recent months and remains a 
major concern to U.S. law enforcement and 
intelligence officials. 

In a wide-ranging interview with reporters 
at FBI headquarters, Comey said the FBI is 
worried that the Americans who have joined 
extremist groups allied with al-Qaeda in 
Syria will return to the United States to 
carry out terrorist attacks. 

‘‘All of us with a memory of the ’80s and 
’90s saw the line drawn from Afghanistan in 
the ’80s and ’90s to Sept. 11,’’ Comey said. 
‘‘We see Syria as that, but an order of mag-
nitude worse in a couple of respects. Far 
more people going there. Far easier to travel 
to and back from. So, there’s going to be a 
diaspora out of Syria at some point and we 
are determined not to let lines be drawn 
from Syria today to a future 9/11.’’ 

Comey declined to give a precise figure for 
Americans believed to be involved in the 
Syrian struggle but said the numbers are 
‘‘getting worse.’’ 

‘‘I said dozens last time,’’ said Comey, re-
ferring to an interview with reporters four 
months ago. ‘‘It’s still dozens, just a couple 
more dozen.’’ 

A senior U.S. counterterrorism official es-
timated this year that 60 to 70 Americans 
have traveled to fight in Syria. Comey said 
that Americans in Syria are actively recruit-
ing other Americans to join the fight. 

Comey said the threat associated with for-
eign fighters in Syria is of concern not only 

to the United States but also is ‘‘a huge 
focus’’ of European intelligence officials. 

‘‘It’s the first thing we talk about when I 
go visit a counterpart,’’ said Comey, who has 
visited 13 FBI legal attache offices abroad 
since he became director in September. 

Comey said thousands of fighters are trav-
eling to Syria from European countries, and 
they are a focus for the FBI because many of 
them could easily get into the United States. 

‘‘They’re visa-waiver countries,’’ Comey 
said. ‘‘If someone flows out of Syria, they 
can flow in here very easily.’’ 

Comey said the al-Qaeda affiliate in Yemen 
remains the greatest threat to the United 
States. He said the terrorist group is bent on 
attacking America and that he was very con-
cerned about the group’s bombmaking exper-
tise. 

[From the Daily Beast, May 20, 2014] 
EXCLUSIVE: AL QAEDA’S AMERICAN FIGHTERS 

ARE COMING HOME—AND U.S. INTELLIGENCE 
CAN’T FIND THEM 

(By Eli Lake) 
The number of American extremists who 

have flocked to Syria is higher than pre-
viously understood, American intelligence 
sources say. And some of the fighters are 
coming home. 

Western intelligence services have been 
warning that European and American 
jihadists have been flocking to Syria to 
fight. But they’ve been reluctant to say how 
many Americans have joined the extremist 
forces there—until now. The latest U.S. in-
telligence estimates say that more than 100 
Americans have joined the jihad in Syria to 
fight alongside Sunni terrorists there. 

Senior American intelligence officials tell 
The Daily Beast that they believe between 
six and 12 Americans who have gone to Syria 
to fight Assad have now returned to Amer-
ica. ‘‘We know where some are,’’ one senior 
U.S. intelligence official told The Daily 
Beast. ‘‘The concern is the scale of the prob-
lem we are dealing with.’’ 

The scale of that problem by all accounts 
has gotten worse. Last fall, the official U.S. 
estimate on Americans specifically who have 
joined the jihad in Syria was in the low dou-
ble digits. In January, the New York Times 
reported that at least 70 Americans have ei-
ther traveled or attempted to travel to 
Syria. Earlier this month FBI Director 
James Comey told reporters that he believed 
‘‘dozens’’ of Americans were suspected to be 
foreign fighters in Syria, but declined to give 
a more precise number. 

In recent months, the U.S. intelligence 
community has made the tracking of all 
Westerners going to fight into Syria a top 
priority. Speaking in March before the Sen-
ate Foreign Relations Committee, Matthew 
Olsen, the director of the National Counter- 
Terrorism Center, described in vague terms 
an effort by the whole government to find 
Western citizens traveling to Syria and to 
track their travel. 

‘‘In light of the large foreign fighter com-
ponent in Syria crisis, we are working to-
gether to gather every piece of information 
we can about the identity of these individ-
uals,’’ he said at the time. 

More recently, the issue of Western foreign 
fighters came up in top-level meetings be-
tween the Syrian opposition delegation and 
the Obama administration last week to 
Washington, D.C. 

‘‘We view all foreign fighters as a threat 
and they are not welcome. There is a conver-
gence of interests between the moderate Syr-
ian opposition and the international commu-
nity in fighting these foreign fighters and in-
suring they do not use Syria as a launching 
pad for external attacks,’’ said Oubai 
Shabandar, a strategic communications ad-
viser to the Syrian opposition’s foreign mis-
sion in Washington. ‘‘This was a major topic 
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of conversation this month in meetings with 
the Syrian opposition delegation and top 
U.S. officials.’’ 

The problem, U.S. counter-terrorism and 
intelligence officials tell The Daily Beast, is 
that there are just so many jihadists with 
Western passports traveling to fight in Syria 
that they worry some of them may slip back 
into the United States without being de-
tected. 

‘‘The NSA does not have the ability to 
track thousands of bad guys—and on the 
human intelligence side, this is even more 
difficult,’’ another senior U.S. intelligence 
official told The Daily Beast. ‘‘So we are 
worried that people are slipping through the 
cracks.’’ 

Olsen in his March testimony said there 
were thousands of foreign fighters in Syria 
and that hundreds of those fighters held 
Western passports. 

‘‘This raises our concern that radicalized 
individuals with extremist contacts and bat-
tlefield experience could return to their 
home countries to commit violence on their 
own initiative or participate in al Qaeda-di-
rected plots aimed at Western targets out-
side of Syria,’’ he said. Olsen also said that 
a group of ‘‘al Qaeda veterans’’ from Afghan-
istan and Pakistan have gone to Syria, mak-
ing the prospect of recruiting new members 
for the organization even more likely. 

Aaron Zelin, a senior fellow at the Wash-
ington Institute for Near East Policy who 
closely tracks the flow of foreign fighters 
into Syria, said, ‘‘In the past when we’ve 
seen Americans go abroad to fight in foreign 
countries and a number of individuals have 
been trained to go back to attempt attacks 
on the homeland.’’ The best example he said 
is Faisal al-Shahzad, the Pakistani Amer-
ican who traveled to Taliban training camps 
in Pakistan and then attempted to set off a 
bomb in Times Square in 2010. Al-Shahzad 
failed to properly detonate his bomb and was 
reported to the New York police by a Mus-
lim-American street vendor. 

‘‘It’s not just Americans who are going to 
Syria, but there are up to 3,000 European 
citizens from countries that have visa waiv-
ers with the United States who have also 
joined the jihad in Syria,’’ Zelin said. ‘‘This 
is why so many Western counter-terrorism 
officials are so worried, it’s much easier to 
get into our country with a Western pass-
port.’’ 

Those Americans that have gone off to 
fight in Syria also do not fit the typical ter-
rorist profile. Last May, the Detroit Free 
Press reported that Nicole Lynn Mansfield, a 
convert to Islam, was killed in fighting in 
Syria fighting Assad. In April of 2013, a fed-
eral court charged Eric Harroun, a former 
U.S. Army private, with firing a rocket-pro-
pelled grenade while fighting alongside al- 
Nusra, al Qaeda’s official affiliate in Syria. If 
U.S. intelligence estimates are correct, these 
cases could be unfortunate harbingers of 
things to come. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Madam President, I 
yield the floor. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY 
LEADER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re-
publican leader is recognized. 

f 

VETERANS HEALTH CARE 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
this weekend Americans will gather to 
remember all who have fought and per-
ished so that we might live in freedom. 
Memorial Day is our chance to honor 
their extraordinary sacrifices. 

Of course, Kentucky has long played 
a proud and vital role in the defense of 
our Nation. I am honored to represent 
so many Kentuckians in the Armed 
Forces, including those stationed at 
Fort Knox, Fort Campbell, the Blue 
Grass Army Depot, and members of the 
Reserves and Kentucky National 
Guard. 

One of the reasons Memorial Day is 
so important to me is because it allows 
Americans to reflect and give thanks 
for all that we have—to recognize that 
none of it would have been possible 
without so many Americans we have 
never met putting everything on the 
line for us. That is why the men and 
women who protect us deserve our full 
support when they are deployed, when 
they are training, and when they re-
turn home. Most Americans certainly 
agree with that statement. 

Yet as we have recently learned, that 
is not what is happening. So many 
Americans now turn on the evening 
news just to be sickened by the steady 
drip, drip from the Obama administra-
tion’s growing veterans scandal. The 
denial of care to our veterans is a na-
tional disgrace and the scandal only 
seems to increase in scope by the day. 

We first heard about 1 hospital in 
Phoenix, then we heard about 10 med-
ical centers across the Nation, now 
there are at least 2 dozen VA facilities 
under investigation. It all leads to an 
obvious question: How widespread is 
this failure to treat our veterans? 

We need answers from the President 
and his administration. The White 
House claims the President didn’t even 
know about the latest scandal until 
hearing about it on the news, even 
though a top official testified he knew 
of inappropriate scheduling practices 
at VA health care clinics as far back as 
2010. It sure raises a lot of questions. 

It is a curious thing. President 
Obama, the most powerful man in the 
free world, always seems to be the last 
to know about what is going on in his 
own administration. From the Obama 
administration’s IRS scandal to its 
ObamaCare Web site fiasco, just about 
every time, the President claims to be 
in the dark until the wrongdoing sur-
faces on its own—usually in the press. 
The pattern is incredibly worrying. 

If it is true he learns so much 
through the press—if he knows that lit-
tle about what is going on in his own 
administration—then I recommend he 
get reengaged. Right now. Right now. 
Because American Presidential leader-
ship is needed today. This scandal ap-
pears to be a failure of huge mag-
nitude, and the people we represent are 
demanding he rise to the challenge. 

Our veterans are counting on him to 
work with both parties to get to the 
truth and to pursue solutions that can 
make things better—solutions such as 
the VA reform bill that passed the 
House yesterday with strong bipartisan 
support. That legislation, which I have 
cosponsored and which Senator RUBIO 
has been the leader on, would make it 
easier to remove high-level VA employ-

ees for performance failures. It is a 
smart idea. There is no reason for us 
not to pass it quickly right here in the 
Senate. The President should call for 
its passage right away too. That would 
be one positive step forward for him— 
a small one, but a positive one, even 
though, for some reason, the White 
House has been ambivalent about the 
bill. 

Look, we all remember how engaged 
the President was when healthcare.gov 
flopped. He was very engaged. He didn’t 
just send a staffer out to Phoenix; he 
didn’t just give a secretary a stern 
talking to; he didn’t say he wouldn’t 
stand for it. He pulled out all the stops. 
He made it his No. 1 priority to get 
that Web site running, even if that is 
still not done. What I am saying is the 
President should put more effort into 
helping our veterans than his attempt 
to fix a Web site. Only he can work 
with us to get to the truth. Our vet-
erans deserve it. They deserve answers. 
They deserve accountability, and they 
deserve solutions. 

As we look ahead to Memorial Day, I 
hope the President will work construc-
tively with us to give them just that— 
to prove how grateful we are to the 
brave men and women who protect us 
every single day. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Massachusetts. 
f 

BARRON NOMINATION 

Mr. MARKEY. Madam President, I 
rise today to speak in favor of the con-
firmation of David Barron to the First 
Circuit Court of Appeals. 

As a Harvard Law professor, he has 
broad bipartisan support from those 
who know him best—his colleagues. 
Larry Tribe and Charles Fried—two 
professors at Harvard who could not be 
further apart politically—both agree— 
and this is the joint quote—‘‘Barron is 
a brilliant lawyer who will make an ex-
cellent judge. What is clear to us is 
that Barron will decide cases based 
solely on the relevant sources of legal 
authority, including binding precedent, 
and that his political views would in no 
way distort his legal judgment.’’ 

This is the kind of unequivocal sup-
port we want for a judicial nominee, 
and David Barron is just the kind of 
judge we should confirm. 

I stand alongside those of my col-
leagues who believe transparency is 
paramount and that we need a public 
debate on drone policy. Indeed, I sup-
port a robust debate on our entire 
drone policy, not simply the use of a 
drone to kill an American citizen who 
was plotting the annihilation of his fel-
low Americans. 

Importantly, the White House just 
announced that it will release to the 
general public the key memo Professor 
Barron wrote, so all Americans will be 
able to take part in this debate. 

But let us be clear: David Barron is 
not responsible for the administra-
tion’s delay in releasing the memos he 
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and others in the Office of Legal Coun-
sel were directed to produce. He is cer-
tainly not responsible for the adminis-
tration’s drone policy or the decision 
to authorize an attack. He is a lawyer 
who was asked to do legal analysis for 
his client, the President of the United 
States. 

Entangling David Barron’s nomina-
tion with the policy of drone deploy-
ment is unfair to him and unfair to the 
people of Massachusetts, Maine, New 
Hampshire, Rhode Island, and Puerto 
Rico who need the vacancy on the First 
Circuit filled by someone as qualified 
as David Barron. 

I believe David Barron will be an ex-
cellent judge, and that is why he has 
my support. 

f 

WRRDA CONFERENCE REPORT 

Mr. MARKEY. Madam President, I 
commend the Senate on taking final 
action on the Water Resources Reform 
and Development Act, known as 
WRRDA. Today’s bill includes the $310 
million Boston Harbor dredging project 
which will deepen Boston Harbor’s 
main navigation channels. 

Boston Harbor is an economic anchor 
for the entire New England region, and 
this investment will help ensure its fu-
ture as a port of world class distinc-
tion. Improving the harbor to accom-
modate more and larger ships will 
bring more jobs, more investments, and 
more economic activity to the harbor, 
extending Boston’s position as a shin-
ing city upon a hill as well as on the 
shore. 

Dredging the harbor will double the 
number of containers on ships coming 
into Boston. The project will also allow 
the port to accommodate ships being 
built to serve the expanded Panama 
Canal, which is planned to open next 
year. 

The Army Corps projects that for 
every dollar spent on construction, 
there will be $9 returned in increased 
economic activity, resulting in a $2.7 
billion economic benefit for the entire 
New England region. 

I thank Chairman BOXER and Rank-
ing Member VITTER for their hard work 
getting this bill over the finish line. I 
also thank Senator WARREN and Con-
gressman CAPUANO, Congressman 
LYNCH, and the entire Massachusetts 
congressional delegation for their lead-
ership and commitment in securing 
this vital funding. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Nevada. 
Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 

the courtesy of the Senator from Ne-
vada to do a brief unanimous consent 
request. 

Mr. HELLER. Madam President, that 
is fine with me. 

f 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT 
AGREEMENT—H.R. 3080 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that following the 

vote on H.R. 3080, the WRRDA legisla-
tion, the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of Executive Calendar No. 638, 
the Frank nomination, and vote on 
confirmation thereof; further, that 
there be 2 minutes for debate prior to 
the vote, equally divided in the usual 
form; further, that if confirmed, the 
motion to reconsider be considered 
made and laid upon the table, with no 
intervening action of debate; that no 
further motions be in order to the nom-
ination; that any statements related to 
the nomination be printed in the 
RECORD; that President Obama be im-
mediately notified of the Senate’s ac-
tion and the Senate resume legislative 
session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. REID. Madam President, with 

this agreement, at 1:45 p.m., there 
could be as many as three rollcall 
votes; however, we expect only two 
rollcall votes. 

I appreciate again the courtesy of my 
friend from Nevada. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Nevada. 

f 

VETERANS HEALTH CARE 

Mr. HELLER. Madam President, on 
Monday, May 26, our Nation will pause 
to remember all those who paid the ul-
timate price while serving in the U.S. 
Armed Forces. It is a solemn day on 
which we recognize these brave heroes 
for their valor, their courage, and their 
commitment to our country. 

As we honor and remember those who 
died fighting for our freedom, Congress 
must also remember we still have a 
promise to fulfill to the veterans who 
thankfully returned home—many with 
visible and invisible wounds of war. 
Our Nation has a proud history of car-
ing for its wounded and disabled serv-
icemembers and their families. 

When these men and women volun-
teered their service, the United States 
guaranteed they would be cared for. As 
a member of the Senate Veterans’ Af-
fairs Committee, I believe that promise 
has not been kept. 

It is no secret the Department of 
Veterans Affairs is facing a significant 
challenge with accountability at all 
levels of their agency. This failure of 
responsibility has an impact on the 
hundreds of thousands of veterans in 
my home State of Nevada. 

Last month I was honored to have a 
number of veterans join me for a 
roundtable in Las Vegas. This was an 
opportunity for me to listen and hear 
their concerns. By far, nearly every 
veteran in attendance expressed frus-
trations with the VA’s claims backlog 
and the health care they are receiving. 
These veterans told me they feel dis-
couraged and hopeless, that the VA 
does not and will not keep its promise. 

They told me about the negative im-
pact delays in benefits and care have 
on veterans and their families. Such 
comments should come as no surprise 

given the difficulties Nevada veterans 
are facing. Look no further than the 
problem of the claims backlog here in 
Nevada. 

Although the Secretary of the VA 
promised there would be changes to ad-
dress this problem, Nevada veterans 
are still waiting the longest in the Na-
tion—up to 352 days on average—for 
their disability benefits claims to be 
processed. This is nearly three times 
the VA’s deadline of 125 days to com-
plete a claim. 

These issues in Nevada and the alle-
gations raised across the country are 
causing veterans to lose faith in the 
VA, and I have raised all these con-
cerns to the Secretary in a letter I sent 
2 weeks ago. I asked for immediate an-
swers about the lack of accountability 
on the local level and whether VA lead-
ership finally plans to do something 
about it. Although I requested a re-
sponse by Wednesday, May 21, the VA 
still has not responded. What these 
problems ultimately amount to is a 
lack of accountability in the VA lead-
ership. 

When I questioned the Secretary at a 
Senate Veterans’ Affairs Committee 
hearing last week, he agreed he was ul-
timately responsible for the problems 
with VA care and health benefits. De-
spite this admission and admitting 
that veterans are not receiving the 
care they were promised, he said he 
does not plan to resign. So my question 
is: If the Secretary does not plan to re-
sign, who is held accountable in the 
VA? 

The VA has been given enough 
chances to change and do better, but 
these were empty promises that have 
not produced any results. It is now up 
to Members of Congress to take action. 
That is why I have already taken a 
number of steps to exert oversight, de-
mand transparency, and develop solu-
tions to the problems facing the VA. 

During last week’s hearing I asked 
the Secretary for assurances that the 
audits being conducted by the VA at 
its medical facilities would include all 
of Nevada’s hospitals and clinics and 
the results would be shared with me 
and the rest of our delegation. As 
promised by the Secretary, I look for-
ward to receiving these results as soon 
as possible, and I expect substantive 
immediate action should Nevada have 
any reports of mistreatment or delayed 
care of veterans. 

I also visited again with Las Vegas 
hospital officials last Friday to ensure 
veterans at this facility are receiving 
the care they have earned and that the 
facility is properly handling its ap-
pointment waiting times. 

It is critical that the Las Vegas VA 
hospital constantly work to improve 
its services and follows recommenda-
tions from the VA inspector general so 
that patients do not endure long 
waits—like the blind female VA vet-
eran who waited for 5 hours before 
being seen in the emergency room. 

I believe the Senate Veterans’ Affairs 
Committee should continue to exert 
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oversight and hold hearings to keep VA 
officials accountable and transparent 
to Congress, veterans, and the Amer-
ican public. 

Furthermore, I believe, now more 
than ever, it is time for Congress to 
take legislative action to fix one of the 
biggest challenges at the VA—the dis-
ability claims backlog. 

Despite opportunities for improve-
ment, 293,000 veterans Nationwide and 
3,700 veterans in Nevada have waited 
over 125 days for their claims to be 
processed so they can get the com-
pensation they have earned and the VA 
medical care they desperately need. 

To address this issue I introduced the 
VA Backlog Working Group March 2014 
Report, along with a bipartisan group 
of Senators, including Senators CASEY, 
MORAN, HEINRICH, VITTER, and TESTER. 
This report outlines the claims process, 
explains the history of the VA’s claims 
backlog, and offers targeted solutions 
to help the VA develop an efficient and 
accurate benefits delivery system that 
will ensure our veterans will never 
again have to wait more than 125 days 
to receive a decision on their claims. 

What our working group found was 
that the process is not only complex, 
but the backlog has been a consistent 
problem for more than two decades, 
largely because the VA is using a 1945 
process in the 21st century. I sent 
every Member of this Chamber a copy 
of this report and encourage my col-
leagues to take a look at it to under-
stand how we got to where we are 
today and what it will take to fix the 
claims process permanently. 

To put this report’s targeted solu-
tions into action, our working group 
introduced the 21st Century Veterans 
Benefit Delivery Act. This comprehen-
sive, bipartisan piece of legislation ad-
dresses three areas of the claims proc-
ess: claims submission, VA regional of-
fice practices, and Federal agency re-
sponses to VA requests. 

I thank my colleagues—Senators 
CASEY, MORAN, HEINRICH, VITTER, 
TESTER, MURKOWSKI, CARDIN, WARREN, 
KLOBUCHAR, WARNER, TOOMEY, THUNE, 
ROBERTS, and PRYOR—for joining me to 
address this very critical issue. 

I recognize because the claims proc-
ess is complex and there is no silver 
bullet that is going to solve this prob-
lem overnight, the VA’s current efforts 
will not eliminate this backlog. It is 
commonsense, targeted solutions from 
Congress that will address some of the 
inefficiencies keeping veterans from re-
ceiving a timely decision. 

That is why this bill has been en-
dorsed by a number of veterans service 
organizations, including the American 
Legion, Veterans of Foreign Wars, Dis-
abled American Veterans, Iraq and Af-
ghanistan Veterans of America, Mili-
tary Officers Association of America, 
and the Association of the United 
States Navy. I thank these VSOs for 
their support and collaborating with 
the working group to develop solutions 
to fix this problem. 

Time and again we have asked our 
men and women in uniform to answer 

the call of duty, and they do so without 
hesitation. Ensuring veterans receive 
disability benefits and quality VA med-
ical care in a timely manner is the 
least we can do to thank them for their 
service. 

As a member of the Senate Veterans’ 
Affairs Committee, it is my role and 
responsibility to get answers for Ne-
vada’s veterans, and I will uphold that 
commitment to oversight. 

In the coming weeks I will be watch-
ing the VA closely for changes and im-
provements to mitigate the very seri-
ous lapse in care and services that have 
occurred. If the VA continues on the 
course it is currently on, then I think 
it is time to look for changes at the 
highest level. 

Again, I thank all of our veterans— 
including the nearly 300,000 that call 
Nevada home—for defending this coun-
try and for preserving Americans’ lib-
erties. Their commitment and sacrifice 
will not be forgotten nor taken for 
granted. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Washington. 
f 

LETTER TO THE NFL 

Ms. CANTWELL. Madam President, I 
come to the floor this afternoon to 
thank my colleagues who have signed 
on to a letter to the NFL asking that 
they change the name of the Wash-
ington football team. I also thank 
Leader REID for his leadership on this 
issue and for trying to accentuate the 
care and concern he has for 22 tribes in 
the State of Nevada and their interest 
in seeing the dignity and respect of 
those tribes with the name change as 
well. 

I also come to the floor and ask my 
colleagues who have not signed to sign 
on to a letter asking the NFL to take 
action as aggressively as the NBA took 
action and to move on this issue. I will 
be sending a letter to each of my col-
leagues asking them to either sign on 
to this letter or to write their own let-
ter, as one of our colleagues did. I am 
convinced that if each Member of this 
body speaks on this issue and is force-
ful in their resolve, we can help ini-
tiate change. 

I know not everybody in America 
may understand why this is so impor-
tant. Having personally worked with 29 
tribes in the State of Washington, and 
for a short period of time having served 
as the chair of the Senate Indian Af-
fairs Committee, and having been a 
Member of that my entire time in the 
Senate—this may not even be the top 
issue in Indian Country. We certainly 
have understaffed hospitals, chal-
lenging school situations, decaying in-
frastructure challenges, and concerns 
about fishing rights—whether they are 
the challenges that ocean acidification 
has to our fishing ability in the Pacific 
Northwest or whether it is in Alaska 
making sure that Alaska Natives who 
are on subsistence fishing are able to 
continue to do what they do. 

There are many issues in what we 
refer to as Indian Country that are 
about the health, safety, and welfare of 
those individuals. Yet this issue is a re-
minder to all of us that intolerance in 
our communities is a problem. 

We are here to say that we respect 
these tribal entities that have re-
quested this name change. We are say-
ing that we have a trust responsibility 
with these organizations and these in-
dividual tribes. 

So when the National Congress of 
American Indians—an organization 
that represents millions of Americans 
with Native American backgrounds— 
calls for a change, the fact that we ig-
nore that is a disrespect to those tribal 
entities. 

There are many organizations across 
the United States of America who have 
joined this battle as well: the NAACP, 
the Anti-Defamation League, the 
League of United Latin American Citi-
zens, the New York State Assembly, 
the National Congress of American In-
dians, the DC city council, the Prince 
George’s County council. Even the 
President of the United States has spo-
ken out on this issue. 

So what is it going to take to get the 
name of this team changed? I say to 
my colleagues that even the Patent Of-
fice—the Federal agency determining 
whether a word can be protected in 
commerce—has said this term is derog-
atory slang and is disparaging to Na-
tive Americans. 

We believe Commissioner Goodell 
should act; that he needs to do what 
the NBA did and make sure that one of 
their owners puts an end to the wrong 
use of a football term and to join the 
right side of history. We are not going 
to give up this battle. 

Similarly, like organizations who 
have a Web site on 
changethemascot.org—which is a great 
2-minute to 3-minute video of why Na-
tive Americans care so much about 
this issue—we need to continue to re-
spect the dignity of these individuals, 
and it is time to update the relation-
ship. 

Yesterday at the White House there 
was an unbelievable ceremony, of 
which I am of course very proud of— 
the welcoming of the world champion 
Seahawks football team. They were 
walking into the White House where 
many Native Americans from the State 
of Washington were all decked out in 
Seahawks gear. I don’t know if it was 
protocol for the White House. Even 
though they said nobody was to take 
pictures, telling a crowd from Seattle 
not to use digital devices is pretty hard 
to accomplish. 

But there they were—Native Ameri-
cans from our State who are partners 
with the Seattle Seahawks. They are 
advertising partners. They are suite 
owners. They advertise and participate 
together. The logo of the Seahawks 
was designed by a Native American. 
That is the relationship of the NFL and 
Native Americans today in the Pacific 
Northwest. Juxtapose that to here in 
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the Washington, DC, area where many 
people have spoken out and yet the 
owner remains in opposition of chang-
ing a name that has been clear to him 
is found to be racially offensive to Na-
tive Americans. 

So we are here today to ask our col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle to 
join us. Join us because it was hard to 
unite our side, but I know with a few of 
their voices we can move this issue fur-
ther. 

Why is tolerance so important? In 
the words of Kofi Annan, the Secretary 
General of the United Nations: 

Tolerance, intercultural dialogue, and re-
spect for diversity are more essential than 
ever in a world where people are becoming 
more and more closely interconnected. 

While that is a global view of the 
challenge we face, we need to practice 
that in reality here. That is why I was 
so happy we passed the Violence 
Against Women Act with a provision in 
it making sure that women in Indian 
Country would also be protected. We 
have to ask ourselves why did it take 
us so long to get that provision. 

Even the U.N. Special Envoy on In-
digenous Rights for Peoples around the 
world, James Anaya, also said that the 
NFL should change, basically saying it 
is a hurtful reminder and represents a 
long history of mistreatment in the 
United States of America. He cited the 
U.N. Declaration on the Rights of In-
digenous Peoples: 

They use stereotypes to obscure the under-
standing and reality of Native Americans 
today and instead help to keep alive a ra-
cially discriminatory attitude. 

So even the U.N., the world commu-
nity, is calling on this community to 
deal with this issue and we should act. 
I hope my colleagues will help us in 
this effort to get the NFL to do the 
right thing. 

I thank the Presiding Officer, and I 
yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island. 

f 

BARRON NOMINATION 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. There has been 
considerable discussion on the floor 
about the nominee to the First Circuit, 
David Barron, that has hinged around 
his tenure in the Office of Legal Coun-
sel and an opinion he wrote specifying 
the outer bounds of Presidential au-
thority in the area of defending our na-
tional security against Americans who 
have signed up with organizations that 
do us harm. I wish briefly to bring to 
the attention of this Chamber that it is 
not the only issue with respect to 
David Barron and the Office of Legal 
Counsel. 

The Office of Legal Counsel has in-
deed had a scandal, and it is indeed re-
lated to David Barron, but it is related 
to David Barron in the best possible 
way, in that he is the one who cleaned 
up the scandal. The scandal in ques-
tion—the Presiding Officer is a former 
attorney general of her State and she 
will understand this very clearly—the 

scandal in question related to the shab-
by opinions that were written by the 
Office of Legal Counsel to justify the 
torture program that was run by the 
Bush administration. When I say shab-
by, these were awful opinions. They 
were hidden from most peer scrutiny 
because they would not have stood up 
to peer scrutiny. They made errors as 
basic as failing to cite Fifth Circuit 
Court of Appeals decisions right on 
point. 

There actually had been an incident 
in which the Department of Justice, 
where the Office of Legal Counsel is lo-
cated, prosecuted a Texas sheriff for 
waterboarding victims in order to get 
confessions out of them. He was pros-
ecuted as a criminal. He was convicted. 
The case went to the Fifth Circuit on 
appeal and in the course of their writ-
ten decision on appeal, the Fifth Cir-
cuit Court of Appeals of the United 
States—one row below the U.S. Su-
preme Court—described the technique 
of water torture that was used, the 
waterboarding, and on a dozen separate 
occasions used the word ‘‘torture’’ to 
describe what was being done. 

Look for that case in the Office of 
Legal Counsel. Look for that case in 
the opinion of Office of Legal Counsel 
about whether torture is accomplished 
by waterboarding, whether water-
boarding is torture. It is not there. 
They didn’t even cite the case. It was a 
case they could have found in their 
own files because the Department of 
Justice was the organization that had 
prosecuted this sheriff as a criminal for 
that act. 

If you wanted to bring it up as a case 
and try to find a way to distinguish it, 
I could accept that. I probably would 
disagree with that analysis, but the 
failure to even cite the case, knowing 
how difficult it would be for the tor-
ture program to go forward, I think is 
a sign of either the worst kind of in-
competence or a deliberate fix being 
put into the opinion of the Office of 
Legal Counsel. 

Having served as a U.S. attorney as 
well, I think the Department of Justice 
should have the best lawyers in the 
country, and within the Department of 
Justice the OLC prides itself on being 
the best of the best. It was a disgrace-
ful departure of that standard when the 
torture opinions were allowed to pass. 
They simply don’t meet any reasonable 
test of adequacy. So on April 15, 2009, 
the Department of Justice withdrew 
the Office of Legal Counsel’s CIA inter-
rogation opinions. The memorandum 
for the Attorney General effecting that 
withdrawal was signed by none other 
than David Barron. This was the in-
stance of a man who absolutely did the 
right thing. He helped clean up a ter-
rible mess that had been left at the De-
partment of Justice. We should be 
proud of the conduct of David Barron 
at the Office of Legal Counsel. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 1- 
page memorandum for the Attorney 
General signed by David Barron be 
printed in the RECORD. 

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

WITHDRAWAL OF OFFICE OF LEGAL COUNSEL 
CIA INTERROGATION OPINIONS 

Four previous opinions of the Office of 
Legal Counsel concerning interrogations by 
the Central Intelligence Agency are with-
drawn and no longer represent the views of 
the Office. 

APRIL 15, 2009. 
MEMORANDUM FOR THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
Sections 3(a) and 3(b) of Executive Order 

13491 (2009) set forth restrictions on the use 
of interrogation methods. In section 3(c) of 
that Order, the President further directed 
that ‘‘unless the Attorney General with ap-
propriate consultation provides further guid-
ance, officers, employees, and other agents of 
the United States Government may not, in 
conducting interrogations, rely upon any in-
terpretation of the law governing interroga-
tion . . . issued by the Department of Justice 
between September 11, 2001, and January 20, 
2009.’’ That direction encompasses, among 
other things, four opinions of the Office of 
Legal Counsel: Memorandum for John Rizzo, 
Acting General Counsel of the Central Intel-
ligence Agency, from Jay S. Bybee, Assist-
ant Attorney General, Office of Legal Coun-
sel, Re: Interrogation of al Qaeda Operative 
(Aug. 1, 2002); Memorandum for John A. 
Rizzo, Senior Deputy General Counsel, Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency, from Steven G. 
Bradbury, Principal Deputy Assistant Attor-
ney General, Office of Legal Counsel, Re: Ap-
plication of 18 U.S.C. §§ 2340–2340A to Certain 
Techniques That May Be Used in the Interro-
gation of a High Value al Qaeda Detainee 
(May 10, 2005); Memorandum for John A. 
Rizzo, Senior Deputy General Counsel, Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency, from Steven G. 
Bradbury, Principal Deputy Assistant Attor-
ney General, Office of Legal Counsel, Re: Ap-
plication of 18 U.S.C. §§ 234–2340A to the Com-
bined Use of Certain Techniques in the Inter-
rogation of High Value al Qaeda Detainees 
(May 10, 2005); and Memorandum for John A. 
Rizzo, Senior Deputy General Counsel, Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency, from Steven G. 
Bradbury, Principal Deputy Assistant Attor-
ney General, Office of Legal Counsel, Re: Ap-
plication of United States Obligations Under 
Article 16 of the Convention Against Torture 
to Certain Techniques that May be Used in 
the Interrogation of High Value al Qaeda De-
tainees (May 30, 2005). 

In connection with the consideration of 
these opinions for possible public release, the 
Office has reviewed them and has decided to 
withdraw them. They no longer represent 
the views of the Office of Legal Counsel. 

DAVID J. BARRON, 
Acting Assistant Attorney General. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. I yield the floor 
and note the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
HEITKAMP). The clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. RUBIO. Madam 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 REQUESTS— 
H.R. 4031 and S. 1982 

Mr. RUBIO. Thank you, Madam 
President. 

I am here on the floor today to talk 
about an issue that has received a tre-
mendous amount of attention, and 
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rightfully so, in the last few weeks and 
it is the outrage of what is happening 
at the Veterans’ Administration. 

Let me start by saying certainly peo-
ple need to be held accountable. This 
should not be and it surely is not a par-
tisan issue. I think we all have a deep 
commitment to helping our veterans, 
the men and women who spend time 
away from their families and put their 
lives on the line to defend this country, 
to whom were made promises that 
when they come back home they will 
be taken care of, especially those who 
have been harmed when serving their 
country. 

We are heartbroken and outraged at 
the news that, in fact, the agency that 
is supposed to take care of them is not 
doing so. I think what is even more 
troubling is that this appears to be a 
systemic problem. This is not simply 
an isolated incident in Phoenix or some 
other institution in the country. This 
is now rearing its ugly head in every 
part of this country that we look into. 
You can imagine not just as an Amer-
ican am I deeply concerned about this 
but as a Floridian. Florida is a State 
with an enormous veterans population, 
including my brother—men and women 
who have served our country and have 
done so with great courage and dignity 
who now have health care needs that 
require immediate and urgent atten-
tion. 

Just a moment ago on a television 
interview it was brought to my atten-
tion the story of a young man, a gulf 
war veteran who has a brain injury, 
who has been waiting for weeks to even 
be able to see anyone, in fact has been 
waiting for months with no end in 
sight as to when that is going to end. 
This needs to be addressed. 

Yesterday we all watched with great 
attention as the President addressed 
this issue and expressed outrage, right-
fully so, of what is occurring. What the 
President said is that over the next 
week there will be an initial report and 
ultimately a report at the end of the 
month about what needs to be done to 
improve the system and, more impor-
tantly, who needs to be held account-
able. I think that is critical here, be-
cause one of the things we are learning 
is not simply that there is a systemic 
problem in the Veterans’ Administra-
tion, but that there has been a delib-
erate effort by some within the Vet-
erans’ Administration to cover it up or 
to make things look better than they 
actually are. That should trouble us 
even more because the immediate reac-
tion when an agency is confronted with 
a problem should be ‘‘we need to fix 
this’’ and instead the reaction by some 
seems to be ‘‘we need to cover this. We 
need to make this look better than it 
really is. We need to diminish this.’’ 

This is completely unacceptable and 
people need to be held accountable for 
this. If in the Senate among the men 
and women who serve and work here 
for us some were derelict in their du-
ties, they would lose their job. If in the 
private sector someone did not do their 

job, they would lose that job. In the 
military chain of command, if a com-
manding officer of a unit did not do his 
or her job, they would lose their job, 
and their superiors would have the 
ability to immediately discipline them. 

So I think many Americans would be 
shocked to learn that even if the Sec-
retary wanted today to fire executive 
managers within the agency, he can-
not. Instead, he has to institute a long 
and drawn-out process, leading to this 
absurd conclusion that you are more 
likely to receive a bonus or promotion 
than you are to have been fired because 
of mismanagement and dereliction of 
duty. That is completely unacceptable. 

We have to remember that the vast 
majority of the VA’s more than 300,000 
employees and executives are dedicated 
and hard-working people. Their Depart-
ment’s well-documented reluctance to 
ensure that leaders are being held ac-
countable for mistakes is not only tar-
nishing its reputation, it unfortunately 
is impacting many of these hard-work-
ing men and women who are doing 
their jobs within the agency. 

What I did a few weeks ago, in con-
junction with my colleague from Flor-
ida, JEFF MILLER, is file a bill. It is a 
very simple and straightforward bill. 
The bill states that the VA Manage-
ment Accountability Act of 2014 would 
simply give the VA Secretary the 
power to fire or demote senior execu-
tive service employees based on their 
performance. It is a power similar to 
the power the Secretary of Defense al-
ready has, for example, to remove mili-
tary general officers from command, 
and, of course, it is the same power any 
one of our 100 Senators has to remove 
a member of their staff. 

This bill passed yesterday in the 
House of Representatives, and it is sit-
ting here on the desk in the Senate. It 
passed yesterday with an over-
whelming bipartisan majority of Mem-
bers of both parties who are outraged 
by what is occurring and want to bring 
accountability. 

In a press conference yesterday, the 
White House indicated that they are 
very open to this concept and that they 
were interacting with leaders on it. We 
called the White House and asked them 
about it. They also indicated an open-
ness to it, although they shared that 
they did have some concerns. They 
didn’t make any suggested edits to the 
bill. They simply said they had some 
concerns, but in general they were sup-
portive of this concept. 

Earlier today during an Appropria-
tions Committee meeting, Senator 
MORAN offered this very bill as an 
amendment, and it was adopted by 
voice vote without a single objection. 

Here is where we stand: I have come 
to the floor today to give my col-
leagues the opportunity to send this to 
the President before we leave for the 
Memorial Day recess. We have an op-
portunity right now to take up the bill 
that the House just passed by an over-
whelming bipartisan majority, enact it 
into law by unanimous consent, and 

send it to the President so he can sign 
it. So when the results of that inves-
tigation come to his desk in a week or 
month from now, and that of the Sec-
retary, they can discipline and/or fire 
the people who have not done their jobs 
and put our veterans in harm’s way 
with regard to services the VA is sup-
posed to offer. That is all this bill 
does—nothing more and nothing less. 

We are giving the Secretary—ap-
pointed by this President and con-
firmed by this Senate—the opportunity 
to be able to fire employees of his 
agency who are not doing their jobs. 
That is all we are asking for. It is not 
more complicated than that. I do not 
understand why anyone would not sup-
port that concept. 

It is right here for us. To everyone 
around here who is talking about how 
we need to quickly act, here is your 
chance. This is a very straightforward 
bill. My hope is that it will pass unani-
mously so we can truly say it is bipar-
tisan. 

We are not telling them whom they 
need to fire; we are giving the Sec-
retary the power to hold the people 
who work under him accountable. This 
will also apply to future Secretaries as 
well. That is all this bill does. I hope 
we will be able to do that today. 

I think if it were put to a rollcall 
vote on the floor, it would pass by an 
overwhelming majority. That is why, 
Madam President, I ask unanimous 
consent the Senate proceed to the im-
mediate consideration of H.R. 4031, 
which was received from the House, 
and I further ask consent that the bill 
be read a third time and passed and 
that the motion to reconsider be con-
sidered made and laid upon the table, 
without any intervening action or de-
bate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. SANDERS. Reserving the right 
to object, Madam President, I thank 
Senator RUBIO for his remarks, and I 
think many of us share the exact same 
concerns he has raised. When men and 
women put their lives on the line to de-
fend our country, they are entitled to 
the best quality health care we can 
provide to them. 

In my view and I think in the view of 
virtually every veterans organization, 
the VA does provide good-quality 
health care to those people who access 
the VA system, but there are very seri-
ous problems in terms of access, there 
are serious problems regarding waiting 
lists, there are serious problems re-
garding the possibility of hospitals 
keeping two sets of books, and we are 
going to get to the root of those issues. 

The one thing we do not want to do 
is politicize the well-being of America’s 
heroes. 

I have a quote from an editorial in 
the Washington Post: 

The men and women who have served their 
country in uniform deserve better than delay 
or denial of the medical care they need and 
have earned. So it is crucial to get to the 
bottom of allegations of misconduct at the 
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nation’s veterans hospitals. America’s vet-
erans also deserve not to be treated as so 
many pawns in election-years gamesman-
ship—but that sadly is proving to be the case 
in Congress’s increasingly hyperbolic re-
sponse. 

It goes on: 
That the extent of wrongdoing is unclear 

doesn’t seem to matter much to those more 
interested in scoring political points. How 
else to explain the knee-jerk calls, mainly by 
Republicans in the House and Senate, for the 
ouster of Veterans Affairs Secretary Eric K. 
Shinseki or the ill-advised and punitive leg-
islation aimed at VA workers? 

I will just make this point: I happen 
to think the bill that was passed in the 
House yesterday has many important 
provisions with which I happen to 
agree. But as the Senator from Florida 
knows, we have not held a hearing on 
this legislation, and some of us are old- 
fashioned enough to know that maybe 
folks in the Senate might want to 
know what is in the bill before we vote 
on it. 

The Senator from Florida is right—it 
passed with very strong support in the 
House. In my view, a similar bill con-
taining some of the salient provisions 
in the House bill will pass the Senate, 
but it is important that we discuss that 
bill. 

One of the concerns I have is that I 
do not want to see the VA politicized. 
It is one thing to say—which I agree 
with—that if a hospital administrator 
is incompetent, the Secretary should 
be able to get rid of that administrator 
without a whole lot of paperwork. I 
agree with that. It is another thing to 
say that if a new administration comes 
in—whether it is Democratic or Repub-
lican—somebody sitting in the Sec-
retary’s office can say: I want to get 
rid of 20 or 30 or 50 hospital administra-
tors because we have other people we 
want in there. We can just get rid of 
them, and they don’t have a right to 
defend themselves. 

I worry about that. 
Clearly we have to discuss the issue. 

I suggest that the Senator from Flor-
ida understands that it is probably a 
good idea to discuss an issue before we 
vote on it. 

The bottom line for me is, yes, every 
top administrator at the VA has to be 
held accountable. I do not want to see 
an enormous amount of paperwork and 
obstruction go forward before we can 
get rid of incompetent people. But be-
fore we vote on legislation, it might be 
a good idea to understand the full im-
plications of that legislation, and there 
are some aspects of it with which I 
think some of us have concerns. 

I have a few more points on that 
issue. I hope the Senator from Florida 
agrees with me that we have to be cer-
tain the VA is able to recruit and re-
tain high-quality leaders and man-
agers, especially when the VA is in 
competition with other Federal agen-
cies for those leaders. To that end it is 
vital to ensure we are fostering an en-
vironment at the VA where individuals 
feel as if they are protected from the 
political whims of their leaders. That 
is the point I made earlier. 

There are other areas that concern 
me in terms of setting precedents that 
may not be a good idea, but the bottom 
line is I think there are important pro-
visions in the bill that passed the 
House. I want to work with Senator 
RUBIO on this matter, and I think the 
administration wants to work with 
him. 

If I might, I will make another point, 
which is that I was very happy to see 
so much concern being paid to vet-
erans’ needs over the last few weeks. 
As chairman of the committee, I am 
very happy to see that. 

I say to the Senator from Florida and 
others that he is well aware that the 
veterans community faces many seri-
ous problems above and beyond what 
we have been hearing over the last few 
weeks with regard to the VA. We have 
200,000 men and women who have come 
back from Iraq and Afghanistan either 
with PTSD or TBI. I would assume my 
friend from Florida agrees they need to 
get the quality care they deserve. 

An hour or so ago I had the privilege 
of being honored by the Gold Star 
Wives. They are the widows of men who 
died in action. I brought legislation to 
the floor that would have made it pos-
sible for Gold Star Wives to be able to 
get a college education under the post- 
9/11 GI bill. That bill received 56 votes. 
One Senator was absent; otherwise, we 
would have had 57 votes. Only two Re-
publicans supported that bill. I suspect 
that Senator RUBIO and many others 
support that. That is in the bill I 
brought to the floor. 

Right now we have—as I am sure 
Senator RUBIO knows because the prob-
lem exists in Vermont, so it most like-
ly exists in Florida as well—70-year-old 
women, in most cases, who are taking 
care of disabled vets, and they don’t 
get the support they need. They are on 
duty 24/7, and they save the govern-
ment money because those wounded 
veterans are staying at home. They 
need some help. I want to see them get 
help, and I hope Senator RUBIO will 
work with me to make sure they get 
that help. 

Senator RUBIO is aware, as is the Pre-
siding Officer, that there is great con-
cern not only in the military—the VA 
and DOD—but in the civilian sector 
that there is too much use of opiates to 
treat problems. We have a very serious 
problem in that area. We have lan-
guage in our overall provision that ex-
tends help to the VA to move forward 
to give our veterans alternative treat-
ments other than opiates, and we think 
that is a very important piece of legis-
lation. 

We have legislation which has passed 
which provides 5 years of free health 
care in the VA for those who served in 
Iraq and Afghanistan. We think it is 
important to extend that to 10 years. 

Many veterans out there do not have 
access to decent-quality dental care. It 
is a problem in Vermont, and I suspect 
it is a problem in Florida. We want vet-
erans to get that care as well. There is 
bipartisan support for advanced appro-

priations for VA, and we have that in 
our legislation. 

While the VA is making good 
progress in cutting back the backlog 
and moving from paper to a digital sys-
tem, I want to see them do better. We 
have language in there that would push 
them to do better. 

Just this morning, Senator BURR and 
I were at a hearing that dealt with the 
educational problems facing veterans 
who come back from the battlefield. 
There are problems when they go to 
college. Most of us think veterans 
should be able to take advantage of 
instate tuition in the State in which 
they are living. 

Sexual assault has been a very seri-
ous problem in the military, and we 
want the VA to do better. Et cetera, et 
cetera. 

I thank Senator HELLER and Senator 
MORAN for voting for this bill, along 
with every Democrat. I am very glad 
my Republican colleagues are now be-
ginning to focus on veterans issues, 
and we need to step to the plate to help 
not only our veterans but their fami-
lies, and that is the legislation I have 
offered. 

I say to Senator RUBIO through the 
Chair that your legislation has many 
important provisions with which I hap-
pen to agree. There are some that I 
think need work, and we are going to 
hold a hearing on that legislation and 
other legislation in early June. 

I respectfully object to that legisla-
tion right now, but I ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate proceed to Cal-
endar No. 297, S. 1950, with the Sanders 
amendment, which is at the desk and is 
the text of S. 1982, the Comprehensive 
Veterans Health and Benefits Military 
Retirement Pay Restoration Act. That 
is the comprehensive legislation sup-
ported by virtually every veterans or-
ganization in the country, millions of 
veterans, and the American people. It 
says ‘‘thank you’’ to the veterans who 
put their lives on the line to defend 
this country, and we are going to be 
there for you. 

I ask unanimous consent that this 
legislation be passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard to the request from the 
Senator from Florida. 

Is there objection? 
The Senator from Florida. 
Mr. RUBIO. Reserving the right to 

object, I wish to address a couple of 
points. The first is on the issue of po-
liticizing this. I agree. In fact, that is 
why I have not come forward and said 
that the Secretary should resign. There 
are times in this process when that is 
important. There are people who were 
appointed by the President who are 
clearly not doing their jobs, and it is 
our job as overseers of the executive 
branch of the government to step for-
ward and say that. 

I have said let’s give the Secretary a 
chance to see what happens here. I may 
end up asking for his resignation at 
some point as more information comes 
out, but at a minimum I think he de-
serves an opportunity—and his succes-
sors, whoever they may be—to hold the 
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people underneath him accountable. 
They don’t have the power to do that 
now. 

Also notice when I came to the floor 
today, I have said absolutely nothing 
of a partisan nature. I am not claiming 
this is a crisis created by Democrats or 
by another party. On the contrary, I 
said this is a solution that has had 
strong bipartisan support in the House 
and strong bipartisan support in the 
committee today. This issue may be-
come politicized in the sense that it 
seems all of the reluctance to move 
forward is coming from one side of the 
equation, but that does not necessarily 
have to be. In fact, I will tell my col-
leagues right now that I believe if this 
came to a vote, the overwhelming ma-
jority of the Members of the majority 
would support this legislation I have 
put forward today. 

Two other points that were raised, 
one being that there have been no hear-
ings. I would respectfully disagree. 
There was a hearing on it today. This 
was offered. This specific language was 
offered in the committee, and with lit-
tle debate and no dissent, it passed by 
voice vote. For those watching at 
home, here is what voice vote means: 
They don’t even call the roll. They ba-
sically ask Members: Is anyone against 
this? No one said they were. This lan-
guage was adopted today in a com-
mittee. 

Here is my second problem. I am glad 
to hear there are going to be hearings 
with regard to this issue, and I think 
that is important because I am not 
claiming the bill I am asking us to 
take up today and pass would solve all 
of the problems. There are still serious 
systemic problems within that agency, 
and a hearing needs to address this and 
find responsible solutions to those 
problems. So a hearing is called for. 

What I am asking for is very simple: 
Give the Secretary, appointed by a 
President of a party different than my 
own, the power to fire employees un-
derneath him who are not doing their 
jobs, so they know they are being held 
accountable. That is all I am asking. 
That is all this bill does. It is that 
straightforward. I don’t think any of us 
want to go home for the Memorial Day 
recess and when we are asked: What 
are you doing on this issue, our answer 
is: Well, in about 15 days we are going 
to have a hearing on this crisis. 

Meanwhile, the list goes on and on of 
the outrages that are coming out of 
this agency. Every single day more 
cases are coming out about veterans 
who are not being treated fairly and 
appropriately, and in some cases, in my 
opinion, criminally, by this incom-
petence we see out of some in the Vet-
erans’ Administration. This is a matter 
of urgency, because while we are gone 
on our recess, the President next week 
is going to get a preliminary report on 
what is going on. It may very well be 
that he wants to see some people fired, 
and it may very well be the Secretary 
will want to fire some people in senior 
executive positions and he will not be 

able to do that. All I am asking for is 
not to give us the power to fire them 
but to give the administration the 
power to fire them and hold them ac-
countable. 

Regarding the bill the chairman has 
offered on the floor, this bill has al-
ready been debated, and there are prob-
lems with this bill, which is an exten-
sive piece of legislation with many 
good elements in it, but it also has a 
cost issue at a time when our Nation 
owes close to $18 trillion. That was the 
reason so many on my side of the aisle 
objected to it, and that is why I object 
to the motion made today by the Sen-
ator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

The Senator from Vermont. 
Mr. SANDERS. Madam President, let 

me reiterate. When I quoted the Wash-
ington Post and when I talked about 
politicalization, I wasn’t suggesting 
the Senator from Florida was being po-
litical on the floor today. What I was 
suggesting about politicizing the VA is 
if we have a situation, for example, 
where a new Secretary comes in or a 
new administration comes in and can 
fire wholesale hospital administrators, 
without the ability to defend them-
selves, I think that is not the kind of 
system the Senator from Florida would 
want or certainly I would want. 

So how we address this issue is im-
portant. I would suspect that while 
this issue may have been taken up in 
committee today, I doubt very much 
there were any witnesses who testified 
about this bill. 

Second of all, I found it interesting 
that the Senator from Florida said— 
and he is right that other Republicans 
have raised this point. The legislation I 
introduced, which again has the sup-
port of the American Legion, DAV, 
Vietnam Vets, Veterans of Foreign 
Wars, Iraq-Afghanistan Veterans of 
America, Paralyzed Veterans of Amer-
ica—he is right—it costs money. He is 
right. This country has a deficit. He 
would be right if he said that going to 
war in Iraq and Afghanistan has cost us 
trillions of dollars, which is one of the 
reasons we have the deficit we have. 
But I believe from the bottom of my 
heart that if we go to war, if we spend 
trillions of dollars on that war, that 
when our men and women come home 
from war, some wounded in body, some 
wounded in spirit—I don’t want to hear 
people telling me it is too expensive to 
take care of those wounded veterans. I 
don’t accept that. If we think it is too 
expensive to take care of veterans, 
don’t send them to war. 

So let me reiterate my view, as the 
Senator from Florida has raised an im-
portant issue. We are going to address 
it as quickly as we can, and we are 
going to address other issues facing our 
veterans who on this Memorial Day 
need to know we are there for them 
and their families. 

Mr. RUBIO. Madam President, how 
much time remains? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the time until 1:40 

is reserved for the Senator from Ken-
tucky. 

Mr. RUBIO. Not seeing the Senator 
from Kentucky, I ask for 1 minute of 
that time to make the following 
point—— 

Mr. SANDERS. Madam President, 
who has control of the time right now? 
Do I have the time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time 
of the Senate is controlled by the Sen-
ator from Kentucky or his designee. 

Mr. SANDERS. Madam President, let 
me suggest to the Senator from Florida 
that we divide the remaining time, if 
he wishes to take a minute or two and 
I will take a minute or two; how is 
that? 

Mr. RUBIO. That is fine with me. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Florida. 
Mr. RUBIO. Madam President, a 

bunch of issues were raised about the 
cost of the war in Iraq, how much 
money we spent, and how good we are 
at spending that money for the vet-
erans. I think that is a valid debate 
and it is a debate we should have and 
should continue to have in this coun-
try. If we need to spend more money on 
these agencies, there are plenty of 
other places in the budget to find it, 
and we should work to make sure cost 
is not an issue. 

But right now the central debate on 
the issue of what is happening in the 
VA has not centered around the fact 
that there are costs getting in the way. 
The central debate—and my colleagues 
know the President yesterday, in his 
press conference he held, said the cen-
tral focus is on the management, the 
operations of this agency. Critical to 
the effectiveness of any agency is ac-
countability; the ability to hold people 
accountable, including by taking away 
their jobs. 

Think about this for a moment. The 
argument that has been made today 
about a new director can come in and 
fire the people who work underneath 
him or her, that argument could be 
made about virtually any organization 
on the planet. One could make that ar-
gument for staffers in the Senate, that 
we want to protect them, so if a new 
Senator is elected from a State, they 
can’t hire their own staff. 

The point I am trying to make—this 
is very simple. I get there are a lot of 
other issues we can talk about. There 
is one issue I want us to focus on, and 
that is this: We have a chance today, 
before we leave for the Memorial Day 
recess, to pass a bill that gives the Sec-
retary that President Obama appointed 
the power to fire executives under-
neath him if they haven’t done their 
job—a power he doesn’t have right now. 
We have the chance to pass it on the 
floor. All we have to do is agree to it 
and it goes to the President to sign. We 
can then go home and say we have 
taken an important step in instituting 
accountability on this important issue, 
which the whole country is talking 
about, and we are walking away from 
that opportunity. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Vermont. 
Mr. SANDERS. We are not going to 

walk away from anything, but we are 
going to do it right. Again, the argu-
ment that when you run a health care 
system which has 151 medical centers, 
has some 900 community-based out-
reach clinics, has 300,000 employees 
that a new President can start wiping 
out, without necessarily giving people 
the right to defend themselves, does 
not make any sense to me. 

So we are going to look at the posi-
tive provisions in Senator RUBIO’s bill, 
and I think there are some. I would say 
to the Senator from Florida, I think we 
are going to reach an agreement. I 
think the Senator from Florida is 
going to be happy. I think it will be a 
good bill and we will reach consensus 
around it and I think we have to do 
that. 

On the other hand, I wish to reiterate 
the point I made about money. Senator 
RUBIO is right, that one of the reasons 
we only had two Republican votes for a 
comprehensive piece of legislation that 
addresses the issues that the veterans 
communities brought to us—it is not a 
Bernie Sanders bill, it is a bill that lis-
tened to the needs of veterans and we 
said we hear you. 

Once again, I would just say to the 
Senator from Florida, I don’t think—I 
was just literally an hour ago at a 
function of the Gold Star Wives organi-
zation. These are women who have lost 
their husbands in battle. I think that 
under the post-9/11 GI bill, a very good 
and important piece of legislation, 
wives should have the right to use that 
legislation to go to college, get an edu-
cation, so they can get better jobs. If I 
brought that bill to the floor today, I 
suspect I would have unanimous sup-
port, and I think that out of our com-
mittee the bill I brought forth, many 
provisions had unanimous support and 
many provisions were Republican pro-
visions—good provisions, bipartisan 
provisions. 

So what I say to my friend from Flor-
ida is thank you. The Senator’s bill is 
an important bill and it is going to be 
dealt with and it will be dealt with in 
the very near future. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Madam President, 
I support the nomination of David Bar-
ron to serve on the U.S. Court of Ap-
peals for the First Circuit. 

There is no question that David Bar-
ron has the background and qualifica-
tions for this position. 

Consider his credentials: over a dec-
ade as a Harvard law professor; 3 years 
at the Office of Legal Counsel, OLC, in 
the Clinton administration, and an-
other 2 years at OLC under President 
Obama as the Acting Assistant Attor-
ney General in charge of that office— 
during which time he was awarded the 
Office of the Secretary of Defense 
Medal for Exceptional Public Service 
and the National Intelligence Excep-
tional Achievement Medal from the Of-
fice of the Director of National Intel-
ligence; he clerked for Justice John 

Paul Stevens and Ninth Circuit Judge 
Stephen Reinhardt; he earned his bach-
elor’s and law degrees from Harvard; 
and a substantial majority of the ABA 
Committee found him to be ‘‘well 
qualified,’’ their highest rating. 

In sum, David Barron’s record shows 
that he will be a jurist of the highest 
caliber. 

He also has a strong record of stand-
ing up for what is right on many issues, 
whether it is campaign finance or gay 
rights. 

Many distinguished individuals in 
both parties have written to the Judi-
ciary Committee to support Professor 
Barron. Among them are: Jack Gold-
smith, a Harvard Law professor and 
former head of OLC under President 
George W. Bush, Michael McConnell, 
conservative law professor and former 
Tenth Circuit judge, who described 
Barron as ‘‘one of President Obama’s 
two or three best nominations to the 
appellate courts;’’ Charles Fried, law 
professor and former Solicitor General 
under President Reagan; 15 former ca-
reer attorneys at OLC who served in 
administrations of both parties; and 
Ron George, former chief justice of 
California and someone I deeply re-
spect. 

Chief Justice George wrote: 
As a person who served for 38 years in a 

state court system, the last 14 years as chief 
justice of California, I have been particularly 
impressed by Mr. Barron’s understanding 
and respect for the critical role played by 
the states and their courts in our federal sys-
tem. 

I respected the strong desire of some 
of my colleagues to have access to the 
two OLC memos related to the targeted 
killing of an American named Anwar 
al-Awlaki. Those memos were authored 
while Barron was Acting Assistant At-
torney General at OLC. 

However, I regret that even though 
the administration made those two 
opinions available to all Senators and 
even though the administration has re-
cently decided to make the OLC anal-
ysis public, some still insist on delay-
ing a vote on Professor Barron’s nomi-
nation. 

Let’s contrast David Barron’s nomi-
nation with that of another former 
head of the Office of Legal Counsel, 
Jay Bybee, who led the office from 2001 
to 2003. 

He was in charge of OLC when it pro-
duced an opinion saying waterboarding 
and nine other so-called enhanced in-
terrogation techniques were not tor-
ture. On August 1, 2002, Mr. Bybee 
signed an opinion that set an uncon-
scionably high bar for torture by say-
ing that ‘‘physical pain amounting to 
torture must be equivalent in intensity 
to the pain accompanying serious phys-
ical injury, such as organ failure, im-
pairment of bodily function, or even 
death.’’ That opinion was withdrawn 
during the Bush administration by 
Bybee’s successor, Harvard Law Pro-
fessor Jack Goldsmith. 

Under Bybee, OLC also produced 
opinions about President Bush’s Ter-

rorist Surveillance Program that con-
tain very troubling legal analysis. Be-
cause those opinions remain classified, 
I will not describe them here other 
than to note that they authorized a se-
cret surveillance program that in-
volved the collection of the content of 
communications without a court order 
and was in clear violation of the For-
eign Intelligence Surveillance Act. 
Those OLC opinions also were with-
drawn by Bybee’s successor, Professor 
Goldsmith. 

Despite the fact that those opinions 
were produced when he was head of 
OLC, Jay Bybee was nominated by the 
Bush administration to a Nevada seat 
on the Ninth Circuit. He was confirmed 
74 to 19 in March 2003. I was one of 19 
voting no. 

Why would we confirm the man who 
approved the so-called ‘‘torture 
memos’’ and led OLC when it approved 
President Bush’s surveillance program 
but delay David Barron, who produced 
superior legal work as head of OLC? 
The only reason I have heard is that 
Senators may believe that the two OLC 
opinions on Anwar al-Awlaki should be 
made public. Let me address that. 

First, this week the Department of 
Justice took steps to ensure that the 
OLC analysis will be made public. The 
Justice Department has decided not to 
appeal a court order from the Second 
Circuit Court of Appeals requiring the 
OLC analysis to be made public. So 
this will happen in the near future. 

Second, Professor Barron left OLC in 
2010—well before the strike killed 
Awlaki in Yemen in September 2011. 
Since 2010, Professor Barron has been 
in academia. 

It wasn’t Barron’s decision to with-
hold the OLC memos from Congress or 
from the public. 

Let me quote from Professors Lau-
rence Tribe and Charles Fried, both 
legal experts often on opposite sides of 
issues. They wrote an op-ed together 
about Barron in the Boston Globe. It 
reads, in part: 

[Barron] has not advocated, much less or-
dered, the withholding of any documents. His 
job as acting head of the Office of Legal 
Counsel was to provide thorough, accurate, 
and unvarnished legal opinions to the presi-
dent and other executive officials, based on 
the traditional legal authorities of text, his-
tory, and precedent. We have every reason to 
believe that is precisely what he did, and 
there is absolutely no evidence to the con-
trary. 

In fact, Professor Barron imple-
mented policies that have made OLC 
more rigorous, professional, and trans-
parent. 

First, when he was acting head of 
OLC, Barron ordered the withdrawal of 
several opinions related to coercive in-
terrogation that had been issued dur-
ing the Bush administration. 

Second, on July 16, 2010, Professor 
Barron wrote a memo entitled ‘‘Re: 
Best Practices for OLC Legal Advice 
and Written Opinions’’ that updated 
previous OLC guidance. It said that 
OLC ‘‘operates from the presumption 
that it should make its significant 
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opinions fully and promptly available 
to the public. This presumption fur-
thers the interests of Executive Branch 
transparency, thereby contributing to 
accountability and effective govern-
ment, and promoting public confidence 
in the legality of government action.’’ 
This presumption did not exist in the 
Bush administration; David Barron was 
responsible for establishing it as OLC 
policy. Given Barron’s impressive 
record and his shift of OLC toward 
more transparency, it simply is wrong 
to oppose his nomination because a 
classified OLC opinion on drone strikes 
has not been made public yet, a deci-
sion that was not even his to make. 

Since the OLC opinions on Anwar al- 
Awlaki that Professor Barron wrote 
seem to have become the issue holding 
up this nomination, let me close with a 
reminder of the specific plotting 
Awlaki was involved in before he was 
killed in 2011. 

True, Awlaki was a dual U.S.-Yemeni 
citizen, but he served as chief of exter-
nal operations for Al Qaeda in the Ara-
bian Peninsula, AQAP. In that posi-
tion, he planned and directed attacks 
against the United States, making him 
an imminent and continuing threat. 

Awlaki played a significant oper-
ational role in AQAP. In 2010, the 
United States designated Awlaki a 
‘‘Specially Designated Global Ter-
rorist’’ for ‘‘supporting acts of ter-
rorism and for acting for or on behalf 
of AQAP.’’ 

Awlaki publicly urged attacks 
against U.S. persons and interests 
worldwide. He worked with another 
American named Samir Khan to pub-
lish AQAP’s Inspire Magazine to en-
courage terrorist attacks against inno-
cent men, women, and children in the 
United States and elsewhere. As a re-
minder, Inspire Magazine provided the 
Tsarnaev brothers in Boston with the 
instructions for making the bomb they 
used at the Boston Marathon last year. 

Let me offer just a few examples of 
Awlaki’s direct involvement in ter-
rorist operations: 

Christmas Day Attack—In December 
2009, Awlaki directed operative Umar 
Faruk Abdulmutallab, who attempted 
to detonate an explosive device aboard 
a Northwest Airlines flight to Detroit 
on Christmas Day. Awlaki instructed 
Abdulmutallab to detonate the device 
while over U.S. airspace to maximize 
casualties. 

Fort Hood Attack—Fort Hood shoot-
er Nidal Hasan attended al-Awlaki’s 
sermons in Virginia and corresponded 
at least 18 times with him through 
email. After the attack, Awlaki posted 
on his blog praising Hasan’s actions 
and calling him his ‘‘student and 
brother.’’ 

Times Square Bombing Attempt— 
Faisal Shahzad, who pleaded guilty to 
the 2010 Times Square car bombing at-
tempt, told interrogators in early 2010 
that he was ‘‘inspired by’’ Awlaki and 
communicated with him. 

Package Bomb Plot—in October 2010, 
Awlaki had a direct role in supervising 

and directing AQAP’s failed attempt to 
bring down two U.S. cargo aircraft by 
detonating explosives concealed inside 
two packages mailed to Chicago-area 
synagogues. 

In sum, there is no doubt that Awlaki 
was chief of external operations for Al 
Qaeda in the Arabian Peninsula, 
AQAP, and a continuing and imminent 
threat to the United States. 

David Barron’s legal analysis of 
whether the United States can target 
Awlaki is cogent, careful legal analysis 
and reflects the kind of consideration 
of due process that we should applaud, 
not punish. 

Barron certainly should not be dis-
qualified because he was the head of 
OLC when that targeting decision—a 
targeting decision Barron did not advo-
cate for—was being contemplated and 
analyzed by the Obama administration. 

Let me conclude by saying this: 
David Barron is an impressive lawyer 
and scholar with a strong record. No-
body doubts that. Distinguished law-
yers on both sides of the aisle have en-
dorsed him wholeheartedly. 

The reason for this is simple: His 
qualifications are first rate, and he has 
under his belt many years of commend-
able scholarship and service to this na-
tion. 

Simply put, he will be an outstanding 
jurist for the people of the First Cir-
cuit, and I very much hope my col-
leagues will support him. 

f 

WRRDA CONFERENCE REPORT 

ECOSYSTEM RESILIENCY 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Madam Presi-

dent, I am joined by the chair and 
ranking member of the Environment 
and Public Works Committee to dis-
cuss a provision of the Water Resources 
Reform and Development Act con-
ference report, which we will vote on 
shortly in the Senate. I thank them for 
their leadership on this important leg-
islation, and rise with them today to 
discuss one of its provisions. 

Section 4014 of the conference report, 
Ocean and Coastal Resiliency, creates a 
new Army Corps authority to address 
ocean and coastal ecosystem resil-
iency. 

Subject to appropriations, this au-
thority requires the Army Corps of En-
gineers to work with the heads of other 
Federal agencies, like the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion and the Fish and Wildlife Service, 
State governors and other State offi-
cials, and nonprofit organizations, to 
conduct a study identifying projects in 
coastal zones to enhance ocean and 
coastal ecosystem resiliency. State and 
local leaders often have the best infor-
mation about the changing conditions 
of their oceans and coastal zones, and 
participation by them in the Army 
Corps’ study process is intended to en-
sure the most effective resiliency 
projects are identified in the study. 

In Rhode Island there are numerous 
entities, from our Coastal Zone Man-
agement Agency to our National Estu-

ary Program, the University of Rhode 
Island, and Save the Bay that would 
bring important information and ex-
pertise to the process for identifying 
coastal resiliency projects in Rhode Is-
land. In other States I know there will 
be similar interest. 

Subject to appropriations, the study 
and project list will be updated every 5 
years, to ensure that best available 
science and policies are informing 
project identification and selection. 

When funding is provided for this 
program through the appropriations 
process, the Army Corps may carry out 
identified projects in accordance with 
the criteria for existing Corps Con-
tinuing Authority Program authori-
ties. 

Mrs. BOXER. I thank Senator WHITE-
HOUSE. As chair of the conference com-
mittee for WRRDA, a committee on 
which the Senator from Rhode Island 
and Senator VITTER also served, I agree 
with the Senator’s understanding of 
section 4014. Like Rhode Island, Cali-
fornia also has strong leadership on 
coastal and oceans issues and will ben-
efit from increased collaboration with 
the Corps of Engineers on coastal and 
ocean resiliency issues. 

Mr. VITTER. I share Chairman 
BOXER’s and Senator WHITEHOUSE’s un-
derstanding of section 4014, and will ad-
dress subsection (d) of that provision, 
‘‘Request for Projects.’’ Subsection (d) 
is an important provision because it re-
quires approval by the governor or 
chief executive officer of a State before 
the Corps can carry out any project 
identified under this section. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. The conference 
committee’s deliberations were in-
formed by a legal analysis prepared by 
the Corps of Engineers Counsel regard-
ing the interpretation of Section 4014. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
legal analysis prepared by Scott Mur-
phy, Senior Counsel for Project Agree-
ments and Reports in the Office of the 
Chief Counsel of the U.S. Army Corps 
of Engineers Headquarters, which de-
scribes how the Corps would implement 
this provision, be printed in the 
RECORD at the end of this colloquy. 

The legal analysis, dated May 8, 2014, 
states that Section 4014 authorizes ‘‘an 
independent coastal zone resiliency 
study and follow-on construction au-
thority for projects to the extent they 
satisfy criteria for projects carried out 
under four named CAP authorities.’’ In 
other words, Section 4014 relies on the 
terms and conditions of four pre-
existing authorities but it is not lim-
ited by the authorized levels in those 
authorities. 

Mrs. BOXER. The Army Corps was 
clear that when a project is identified 
in the study associated with Section 
4014, it may be carried out in accord-
ance with the criteria for one of the 
four existing CAPs referenced in the 
section, but it will be not funded 
through or authorized by those CAP 
authorities. Section 4014 provides its 
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own funding authorization, and accord-
ingly any project authorized by Sec-
tion 4014 would be funded by appropria-
tions for that authority. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. I thank the 
chairman. I look forward to supporting 
this program in the future and during 
the appropriations process. 

Resiliency is important in our estu-
aries, bays, and barrier islands, because 
we cannot just restore things the way 
they were and expect to reap the bene-
fits. These systems are changing too 
much. Resiliency requires planning for 
future threats from extreme weather, 
from rising sea levels and warming 
temperatures, from development pres-
sure, and from pollution. Coastal eco-
systems act as filters, improving water 
quality so we can swim and fish off our 
docks; they act as barriers protecting 
property and lives from storms and 
storm surges; and they provide habitat 
for commercially valuable fish, shell-
fish, and other wildlife. 

Coastal ecosystems support coastal 
economies, and I will continue looking 
for avenues to support restoration and 
research in this area. 

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

LEGAL ANALYSIS—MAY 8, 2014 
I’ve looked at the language and agree that 

it authorizes an independent coastal zone re-
siliency study and follow-on construction au-
thority for projects to the extent they sat-
isfy criteria for projects carried out under 
four named CAP authorities. Like other free 
standing study and construction authorities, 
I’d expect us to carry projects following the 
study to the extent they were separately 
funded. In other words, to the extent the lan-
guage cites to CAP authorities, I would read 
that language as requiring merely that we 
apply the same rules for those projects for 
purposes of implementing projects (requiring 
agreement, cost sharing, etc.) following this 
study, but not as an actual direct expansion 
of those particular CAP program authorities 
themselves that might thereby subject our 
implementation of coastal zone resiliency 
projects after the study somehow subject to 
the Corps discretionary use of its overall 
CAP funding. 

N. SCOTT MURPHY, 
Senior Counsel for 

Project Agreements 
and Reports Office 
of the Chief Counsel 
Headquarters, U.S. 
Army Corps of Engi-
neers. 

PORT AND HARBOR MAINTENANCE 
Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I am 

joined by the ranking member of the 
Environment and Public Works Com-
mittee to discuss a provision of the 
Water Resources Reform and Develop-
ment Act conference report, which we 
will vote on shortly in the Senate. 

Title II, subtitle B includes a number 
of important provisions related to port 
and harbor maintenance. In addition to 
setting annual spending goals for funds 
from the harbor maintenance trust 
fund, HMTF, and providing a set-aside 
for spending on emerging ports, the 
section now authorizes new expanded 
uses of the HMTF. The expanded use 
authority, which includes dredging of 

berths and disposal of contaminated 
dredge material, is limited to those 
ports that collect more HMTF taxes 
than they receive in HMTF spending. 

I also want to note that these new 
uses are prioritized for the ports that 
collect much larger amounts of the 
HMTF fees than they receive in return 
because the many industries that pay 
these fees to access American ports de-
serve to have some of those funds used 
to improve the facilities they depend 
on for movement of goods. 

These ports have unmet needs that 
shippers into these ports expect to be 
addressed. In my home State, we have 
two large ports—Los Angeles and Long 
Beach. These two ports collect over a 
quarter of all revenue for the HMTF, 
but because of the natural conditions 
at these ports, they require little to al-
most no traditional dredging to main-
tain the federally authorized channels. 
They do have needs related to berth 
dredging and disposal of some contami-
nated sediments. 

These expanded use authorities are 
new and separate from the traditional 
uses of the HMTF. These new, ex-
panded uses are not limited to the tra-
ditional HMTF focus—dredging of the 
Federal navigation channel. Instead, 
these are designed to meet additional 
maintenance needs beyond traditional 
cost-shared dredging projects. 

Specifically, the conference agree-
ment authorizes dredging of berths 
that are accessible to a Federal naviga-
tion channel and that benefit commer-
cial navigation at the harbor. This per-
mits expenditure of HMTF revenues for 
maintenance of non-Federal berthing 
areas to a depth required to access the 
federally authorized channel. The con-
ference agreement does not place any 
other restriction on the use of these 
funds; therefore, these funds are eligi-
ble for maintenance dredging of berths 
to any depths necessary to access the 
federally authorized navigation chan-
nel as long as the berth is in a harbor 
that is accessible to a Federal naviga-
tion channel and the dredging benefits 
commercial navigation. 

The conference report also authorizes 
dredging and disposal of contaminated 
sediments if such activities provide a 
benefit to commercial navigation and 
affect navigation of a Federal naviga-
tion project or are located in a berth 
that is accessible to a Federal naviga-
tion project. This provision will enable 
the HMTF to fund the disposal of leg-
acy-contaminated sediment and sedi-
ment unsuitable for open water dis-
posal that affect navigation at a Fed-
eral navigation project. This could in-
clude a range of cost-effective contami-
nated sediment removal and disposal 
activities as long as they provide a 
benefit to commercial navigation. No 
limitation beyond the benefit to com-
mercial navigation and the linkage to 
a Federal navigation project is in-
cluded. 

Mr. VITTER. I thank Senator BOXER 
for the discussion of expanded uses of 
the HMTF. I agree with her under-

standing of the berth dredging and con-
taminated sediment disposal eligi-
bilities, which are important to many 
of our Nation’s major commercial 
ports. Expanding the uses of the HMTF 
is critical to those ports that are major 
contributors to the HMTF, yet receive 
minimal expenditures; therefore, the 
conference agreement establishes spe-
cific criteria for use of this authority. 
I look forward to working with the 
Senator more in the future on the im-
plementation of the HMTF provisions 
in this conference report, including the 
expanded use provision we are dis-
cussing as well as increased expendi-
tures of harbor maintenance trust fund 
revenues and prioritization of dredging 
at other key ports, such as the Port of 
New Orleans. 

Mrs. BOXER. I thank Senator VITTER 
for that response. It is important that 
we are clear on how these new authori-
ties should be implemented. 

I also want to highlight how these 
authorities will benefit my home State 
of California. In the case of the Port of 
Los Angeles, the main channels and 
turning basins are authorized to at 
least 53-foot depth and have been re-
cently dredged to such depths. Most ad-
jacent container berths were also feder-
ally authorized at 53 feet and have been 
dredged to that depth. As shoaling/sil-
tation occurs, maintenance dredging 
must be performed in order to keep 
adequate depth for the large container 
ships. The new expanded use for berth 
dredging will permit the maintenance 
dredging of these berth areas, down to 
the federally authorized depth. 

This new use for disposal of contami-
nated sediment is also important for 
the Port of Los Angeles because legacy 
sediment contamination from the Con-
solidated Slip at the port will migrate 
during storm events down the 
Dominguez Channel and into the newly 
deepened Federal turning basin and 
main channel. This new expanded use 
will now allow the HMTF to fund the 
removal of this sediment. 

I am glad that the conference agree-
ment could address this important 
need for California ports as well as 
many other ports around the country. I 
am also very pleased with all of the 
other important reforms to the harbor 
maintenance trust fund included in the 
conference report. The proper and full 
maintenance of our nation’s ports is of 
vital importance as we seek to compete 
in the global economy. The HMTF pro-
visions and other important elements 
in the WRRDA 2014 help support Amer-
ican jobs, while maintaining America’s 
ability to compete in the global econ-
omy. 

DAM OPTIMIZATION 
Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, I 

am joined by the chair and ranking 
member of the Environment and Public 
Works Committee to discuss section 
1046 of the Water Resources Reform 
and Development Act conference re-
port, which we will vote on shortly in 
the Senate. I would like to thank the 
chair and ranking member for their 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 02:46 May 23, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00024 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G22MY6.059 S22MYPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

7S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S3269 May 22, 2014 
leadership on this important legisla-
tion and rise with them today to dis-
cuss the provision and address my con-
cerns about the effects on Army Corps 
of Engineers’ reservoirs in Texas. 

It is important to remember that the 
long-term reliability of the Corps’ mul-
tipurpose reservoirs remains a critical 
economic issue for many regions of our 
country. Cities, water districts, busi-
nesses, and other users depend on these 
reservoirs both for hydropower genera-
tion and to meet their larger water 
supply needs. That is especially true in 
arid States such as Texas. 

Indeed, the reservoirs have helped 
our States—and many others—to miti-
gate the effects of serious droughts. 
For that matter, Texas suffered the 
most intense drought in recorded State 
history just a few years ago, and water 
levels at a number of reservoirs remain 
dangerously low. Statewide, reservoirs 
are only at 64 percent of their capacity, 
according to the Texas Water Develop-
ment Board. 

As one of America’s fastest growing 
States, water supply management is 
becoming more and more important to 
individual Texans and their commu-
nities. Thankfully, local and State 
leaders have worked hard to devise ef-
fective strategies. 

Similar to other States, Texas has 
very specific laws on water rights and 
environmental flows. Since 2007, we 
have had a legal process that provides 
for a basin-specific scientific assess-
ment, a formal review, and then rec-
ommendations by interested stake-
holders. The State government over-
sees this process by working with 
stakeholders to balance environmental 
flow needs with other public interests, 
such as water needs. 

It is crucial to understand that the 
water stored in these reservoirs be-
longs to Texas and has been allocated 
to users in accordance with Federal 
and State law. It is also crucial to un-
derstand that the non-Federal sponsors 
of the reservoirs pay for storage, oper-
ations, and maintenance. Any changes 
to the operations that affect the au-
thorized purposes of the reservoirs 
should never be made without their in-
volvement. 

Section 1046(a) in the conference re-
port requires the Corps to update its 
operations of reservoirs report, and to 
include a plan for reviewing the oper-
ations of individual projects, including 
a detailed schedule for future reviews 
of project operations. In carrying out 
these reviews, the Corps must coordi-
nate with the appropriate Federal, 
State, and local agencies, along with 
any public and private entities that 
could be affected. 

Going forward, during the delibera-
tions over a project-specific review, the 
Secretary must carefully weigh the use 
of limited Federal operations and 
maintenance funding and may accept 
funds from other agencies or non-Fed-
eral entities if necessary. 

Furthermore, the Secretary must en-
sure that all recommendations offered 

at the conclusion of the review, one, do 
not impinge on State water rights; 
two, are consistent with State water 
plans, and, three, do not affect any au-
thority of a State to manage water re-
sources within that State. 

The language is explicit: It does not 
change the authorized purpose of any 
Corps dam or reservoir, and the Sec-
retary may only carry out rec-
ommendations and activities pursuant 
to existing law. Let me repeat: There is 
no new authority to modify reservoir 
operations granted to the Corps of En-
gineers. 

Of course, the Secretary has always 
had the authority to review the oper-
ations of these reservoirs and to im-
prove their efficiency. As they under-
take these reviews and carry out ac-
tivities, this conference report lan-
guage is clear that all authorized 
project purposes are maintained. 

Mr. VITTER. Madam President, I 
would like to thank my friend from 
Texas, Senator CORNYN. As the top 
Senate Republican member of the con-
ference committee for WRRDA, I agree 
with his understanding and interpreta-
tion of the language in section 1046(a) 
of the WRRDA conference report. Mul-
tipurpose dams and reservoirs in Texas 
are crucial to the well-being and eco-
nomic viability of Texas, particularly 
in areas that have experienced severe 
droughts over the past several years. 
This provision is explicit in that the 
Secretary shall coordinate with appro-
priate Federal, State, and local agen-
cies, as well as public and private enti-
ties that may be affected by those re-
views and activities. This provision 
also prohibits any changes to the au-
thorized purposes of any Corps dam or 
reservoir and only allows the Secretary 
to carry out recommendations or ac-
tivities pursuant to existing law. As 
the Corps implements this provision, I 
will work with my colleague from 
Texas to monitor the Corps’ activities 
and ensure there are no adverse effects 
to dams and reservoirs in his State. 

Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I 
thank Ranking Member VITTER and 
Senator CORNYN for the discussion of 
section 1046(a) in the WRRDA con-
ference report. I agree with their un-
derstanding and interpretation of this 
section and wish to address the impor-
tance of this provision. In my home 
State, which is currently facing a his-
toric drought, it is critical that the 
Corps examine its reservoir operations 
to increase flexibility so that it can 
better meet all of the State’s water 
needs, including agriculture, municipal 
uses, and the environment. Unfortu-
nately, in California, the Corps does 
not look often enough at how it can 
better operate its reservoirs to meet 
multiple needs. This provision does not 
change the authorized purpose of any 
reservoir and paragraph (6), ‘‘Effects of 
subsection,’’ makes this clear. The pro-
vision simply creates a more trans-
parent process under existing law so 
that Congress and local communities 
can work with the Corps to improve 

management of Federal reservoirs that 
provide important benefits to local 
communities. 

ACF AND ACT RIVER SYSTEMS 
Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President, I 

am joined by the chair and ranking 
member of the Environment and Public 
Works Committee to discuss section 
1051 of the Water Resources Reform 
and Development Act—WRRDA—con-
ference report, which we will vote on 
shortly in the Senate. I thank the 
chair and ranking member for their 
leadership on this bipartisan and im-
portant legislation. I rise today to dis-
cuss a provision within the legislation 
pertaining to a long-running regional 
dispute in the Southeastern United 
States over the U.S. Army Corps of En-
gineers’ operations within the Apa-
lachicola-Chattahoochee-Flint, ACF 
and Alabama-Coosa-Tallapoosa, ACT, 
river systems. At the heart of the con-
flict are concerns from downstream 
stakeholders about the amount of 
water withdrawals—and the legal au-
thority for those withdrawals—from 
Lake Allatoona and Lake Lanier. 

A similar provision was included in 
the Senate-passed version of this bill, 
S. 601, which was reported favorably 
out of the Environment and Public 
Works Committee after careful consid-
eration. Part of that consideration was 
a July 22, 2013, hearing focused on this 
dispute among the Army Corps and 
other stakeholders in the region. That 
hearing examined issues related to the 
withdrawal of water from Lake 
Allatoona and Lake Lanier; the au-
thorized purposes of those two res-
ervoirs; the Corps’ actions in light of 
the 1958 Water Supply Act; the legisla-
tive history of the reservoirs; and the 
Corps’ management of water storage 
contracts in the river systems. 

While it highlighted a number of con-
cerns related to Army Corps of Engi-
neers authority under the Water Sup-
ply Act, the hearing brought to light a 
point of agreement that all stake-
holders share. The best way to resolve 
the conflict is through a negotiated 
interstate water compact. 

Section 1051 highlights Congress’s 
concerns with the Corps’ actions under 
the Water Supply Act related to the al-
location of storage at Corps projects to 
local water supply without congres-
sional approval. While it notes these 
concerns, it urges the agreed-upon best 
resolution to the conflict: an interstate 
water compact negotiated by the Gov-
ernors of Georgia, Alabama, and Flor-
ida. The provision adds that the com-
mittees of jurisdiction should consider 
further legislation on the issue absent 
such an agreement. 

Mr. VITTER. I thank my friend from 
Alabama, Senator SESSIONS, for his 
work on the WRRDA conference report 
and on this long-running dispute in the 
Southeastern United States. As the top 
Republican on the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works and the lead 
Republican Senate conferee on the con-
ference committee for WRRDA, I agree 
with his understanding and interpreta-
tion of the language in section 1051 of 
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the WRRDA conference report. Senator 
SESSIONS’ work through the develop-
ment of the Senate version of this bill 
to investigate and document this con-
flict provided useful clarity throughout 
the conference committee’s delibera-
tions. As we await the development of 
a water compact that is satisfactory to 
Georgia, Alabama, and Florida, I will 
work with my friend from Alabama to 
continue oversight of the Corps’ imple-
mentation of the Water Supply Act. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Madam President, 
today the Senate is considering the 
conference agreement for the Water 
Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2014, WRRDA. This bill contains 
roughly $12.3 billion in additional au-
thorized spending for a variety of water 
projects that fall under the jurisdiction 
of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
civil works division. This bill supports 
the construction and maintenance of 
many of our Nation’s dams, levees, har-
bors, ports, and river ways to name a 
few. 

For being such an important bill, the 
American people may wonder why the 
last time Congress passed a WRDA law 
was 7 years ago in 2007. 

The reason is that it took Congress 7 
straight years to finally respond to 
public pressure demanding Army Corps 
reform. As my colleagues know, the 
Corps has long been criticized by gov-
ernment auditors, taxpayer watchdogs 
and environmental groups for employ-
ing highly questionable economic mod-
els and environmental studies to jus-
tify its construction projects. A large 
number of Army Corps projects have 
been pegged as government boon-
doggles flush with waste, fraud, and 
abuse due to cost-overruns and cut-cor-
ner construction. Perhaps the best 
known example is the flooding of New 
Orleans during the Hurricane Katrina 
disaster that was traced back to sub-
standard Corps levees, poor planning, 
and gutted coastal wetlands. Years 
later an independent study by the 
American Society of Engineers com-
missioned by the Corps concluded that, 
‘‘a large portion of the destruction 
from Hurricane Katrina was caused by 
. . . engineering and engineering-policy 
failures made over many years at al-
most all levels of responsibility.’’ 

But as much as the Corps’ bad man-
agement practices are to blame, the 
truth is that we in Congress are not 
without fault. For decades, Congress 
has used each WRDA bill to pile on 
construction project on top of con-
struction project as a way for members 
to ‘‘bring home the bacon’’ in their 
States. Layers of these pork projects 
have created a $60 billion construction 
backlog, and the Army Corps simply 
can not complete them all with their $2 
billion annual construction appropria-
tion. Cutting corners and cooking their 
books is simply one way they bend to 
political priorities set by Congress. 

I appreciate that the conference 
agreement implements some modest 
Corps reforms, particularly addressing 
the agency’s $60 billion construction 

backlog. This bill requires the the 
Army Corps to ‘‘de-authorize’’ up to $18 
billion in Corps projects, most of which 
have never received construction fund-
ing to begin with. This is a step in the 
right direction, but unfortunately this 
bill’s ‘‘savings’’ are washed away by 
the $12 billion in new authorized spend-
ing included in this bill. Additionally, 
the conference agreement makes it im-
possible to de-authorize $28 billion in 
projects that were authorized in the 
2007 WRDA law—a bill that was vetoed 
by President Bush for containing too 
much government waste but was subse-
quently overridden by Congress. 

This bill also falls short by not giv-
ing the Army Corps clear parameters 
on what projects should be treated as 
national priorities. The conferees even 
eliminated a law that requires the 
Corps to send their most costly and 
controversial projects to undergo an 
‘‘Independent Peer Review’’ process. 
All of this means there will be less 
transparency and oversight into the 
Corps decision making process. So I am 
sorry to say I must question the verac-
ity of ‘‘reform’’ in this conference 
agreement. 

I worry that ultimately this WRRDA 
conference agreement means that 
Army Corps projects of lower-priority 
will continue to supersede projects 
that address serious, life-threatening 
issues across the Nation and in my 
home State of Arizona. This lack of 
prioritization with Corps projects 
comes at a real cost to the American 
taxpayer. Take for example the Rio de 
Flag Flood Control Project in Flag-
staff, AZ. The Army Corps knows that 
a single large flood event along the Rio 
de Flag River could easily wipe out the 
city’s downtown area and Northern Ar-
izona University, affecting half their 
population and causing $93 million in 
economic damage. After undergoing 
the appropriate feasibility studies, 
Congress authorized $24 million in 2000 
to construct a 1.6-mile flood water 
channel and a detention basin to redi-
rect the water away from the commu-
nity. For 14 years, this project—- 
again, just 1.6 miles—has languished 
partially because of the Corps’ $60 bil-
lion construction backlog. The Corps 
spends less than $3 million a year on 
Rio de Flag while Congress plays favor-
ites with other projects on their plate. 
This approach of funding Army Corps 
projects piecemeal over the years has 
inflated the total estimated cost of Rio 
de Flag from $24 million to $101.5 mil-
lion. 

Rio de Flag is a serious public safety 
project and yet it is behind schedule 
and way over budget. In fact, the only 
completed portion of the project is a 
4,000-foot levee, which is cracked due to 
shoddy construction by an Army Corps 
contractor. I am told that the Army 
Corps recently ordered the contractor 
to repair the broken levee, of course at 
the added expense of the American tax-
payer and the City of Flagstaff. Now 
the project faces more delays because 
the Army Corps has been slowly drag-

ging out its ‘‘updated economic anal-
ysis’’ for Rio De Flag for the past 3 
years, leaving the city unnecessarily 
vulnerable to disaster and causing the 
project’s price tag to rise even higher. 

I have a longstanding practice of ab-
staining from legislating projects to 
WRDA bills out of principle that each 
project should be prioritized based on 
national need, but it’s hard to argue 
that Flagstaff isn’t one of these na-
tional priorities, or that the current 
practice of piling on Army Corps 
projects isn’t contributing to the mis-
management across the entire agency. 
Ultimately, this conference agreement 
does little to change the Corps’ culture 
of bad decisions that affect Rio de Flag 
and similar projects. Congress will not 
be blameless if a flood event larger 
than what Flagstaff occasionally sees 
inundates the city, destroys property, 
or claims innocent lives. 

I appreciate the need to pass a WRDA 
bill after 7 years, but I am concerned 
that this bill is just a new coat of paint 
on the same broken system. I urge my 
colleagues to oppose this conference 
agreement. 

Mr. NELSON. Madam President, I am 
here to speak in support of the con-
ference report for the Water Resources 
Reform and Development Act or 
WRRDA. I congratulate Senator BOXER 
and Senator VITTER for their combined 
leadership and their working together 
to send this bill to the President’s 
desk. The last time Congress passed a 
WRDA bill was in 2007. 

Gridlock and controversy over ear-
marks have delayed action on the 
WRRDA bill. This inaction puts our 
ports, beaches, and massive environ-
mental restoration projects, like the 
Everglades, in jeopardy. 

I support WRRDA because it moves 
forward with port construction, new 
flood protection, navigation, and envi-
ronmental restoration projects, while 
instituting a number of reforms to the 
Army Corps of Engineers. 

Our ports provide good jobs and are 
critical the economy, facilitating trade 
and commerce. These projects have 
been vetted, studied, and recommended 
by the Army Corps. Now, it is time for 
Congress to do its part and pass the 
WRRDA bill. 

The WRRDA bill means good news 
for Florida’s beaches, waterways, 
ports, and the Everglades. Not only 
does Florida have nine projects with a 
chief’s report that are ready to go, but 
we also have several coastal commu-
nities anxiously waiting for the reau-
thorization of beach nourishment pro-
grams. 

The WRRDA bill extends the author-
ization for beach renourishment 
projects so that the Corps can continue 
repairing and restoring Florida’s coast-
lines. The WRRDA bill authorizes a 3- 
year extension of coastal storm dam-
age projects which are scheduled to ex-
pire in the next 5 years. This means 
that the Treasure Island project in 
Pinellas County will now be authorized 
through 2022. In addition, it creates a 
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process by which projects can be ex-
tended by up to 15 years with the help 
of Federal funds. Strengthening the 
coastline by replenishing eroding sand 
will help defend against sea-level rise 
and storm surge. 

Congress made a promise 14 years ago 
to restore the Everglades, and WRRDA 
puts us on the path to finally fulfill the 
promise of Everglades restoration. The 
Everglades are a national treasure, and 
together, Congress and President Harry 
Truman recognized it when they dedi-
cated Everglades National Park back 
in 1947. But it took another major act 
of Congress to fund Everglades restora-
tion to repair and restore the natural 
sheet flow of water into the park and 
into Florida Bay. 

The original Everglades Restoration 
legislation, also known as the Com-
prehensive Everglades Restoration 
Plan, or CERP, was the result of years 
of work and study, was authorized in 
2000 and was written with the intent of 
frequent WRDA bills. 

However, only one WRDA bill has 
been enacted since—in 2007. The first 
era of Everglades restoration is under-
way. We have been able to fund con-
struction and make significant 
progress on three major projects, build 
a bridge over the Tamiami Trail, cre-
ate jobs, and provide fresh water for 
urban and agricultural water supply. 

As we restore the Everglades, we cre-
ate jobs and improve the water quality 
for a critical habitat. In fact, a Mather 
Economics study found that restoring 
the Everglades will result in the cre-
ation of over 440,000 jobs in sectors like 
real estate, tourism, fishing, and agri-
culture—many of those permanent 
jobs. This study also concluded that 
there is a $4 return on investment for 
every dollar spent restoring the Ever-
glades. 

This bill contains four new project 
authorizations that are part of the 
Comprehensive Everglades Restoration 
Plan. For example, the C–43 Reservoir 
near La Belle, FL, will help store water 
during the rainy season along the 
Caloosahatchee River and protect our 
coastal areas from too much fresh-
water, which can drastically disrupt 
the delicate salinity balance in the 
Caloosahatchee Estuary. In addition, 
the C–111 Spreader Canal will redirect 
water into Everglades National Park 
that will eventually make its way 
down to benefit Florida Bay. 

The first era of Everglades restora-
tion projects, including the Indian 
River Lagoon and the Picayune Strand, 
increase water quality and preserve the 
natural areas to reverse the draining 
and bulldozing that happened decades 
ago. This is one of the last areas of the 
State where the Florida panther has 
the land it needs to roam and hunt. In 
addition, Picayune Strand restores 
habitat and ecological connections 
that will directly affect the Florida 
Panthers National Wildlife Refuge, the 
Belle Meade State Conservation and 
Recreation Lands Project Area, and 
the Fakahatchee Strand State Pre-
serve. 

All of this works toward the goal of 
moving water through the historic 
River of Grass. But progress has been 
delayed because the second era of 
projects has been waiting for the 
WRDA bill for several years. I know 
Florida is not alone with this type of 
complaint. The lack of project author-
izations has caused delays and signifi-
cant cost overruns for too long. For 
this very reason, I have introduced a 
bill called the Everglades for the Next 
Generation Act. This legislation pro-
vides a programmatic authorization for 
5 years for all projects associated with 
the Comprehensive Everglades Res-
toration Plan. It authorizes projects 
that the Army Corps has completed the 
planning, engineering, and design work 
for and allows the Corps to expedite 
the process on other projects that 
would provide greater ecosystem or 
water supply benefits when done soon-
er. 

The WRRDA bill updates our ports 
and makes them more economically 
competitive. WRRDA authorizes a 
number of projects for ports in Florida 
and other States. These authorizations 
are a crucial step forward for the im-
provements our ports need to attract 
more ships and cargo and take full ad-
vantage of the Panama Canal expan-
sion. For example, WRRDA authorizes 
$600.9 million for a project to deepen 
Jacksonville Harbor. This will eco-
nomically transform Jacksonville into 
a major port that can receive big ships 
from Asia through an expanded Pan-
ama Canal. Projects for Port Canaveral 
and the Port of Palm Beach that will 
create new jobs were also included in 
WRRDA. Overall, I am very pleased 
that the WRRDA bill accomplishes so 
much for ports in Florida. Improving 
and updating our ports will be an eco-
nomic boon for the country that will 
create new jobs and opportunities for 
people across the country. 

Mr. President, it is clear that with-
out the WRRDA bill, Florida is in trou-
ble. It is important not just to Florida 
but for this entire Nation. I urge my 
colleagues to support the bill. 

Mr. LEVIN. Madam President, I will 
support this legislation to strengthen 
our Nation’s water infrastructure. For 
Michigan, the Water Resources Reform 
and Development Act, WRRDA, means 
that harbors, channels, breakwaters, 
and locks in the Great Lakes will be 
better maintained; Federal assistance 
for wastewater system upgrades will be 
more flexible and affordable; and the 
Great Lakes fishery will be better pro-
tected from destructive invasive spe-
cies. Surrounded by water on all but 
one side, Michigan is a water state and 
our waters fuel our economy, create 
jobs, offer a vast array of recreational 
opportunities, and provide drinking 
water to millions. I am pleased this bill 
will help protect our waters and im-
prove their navigability. 

The report makes progress on in-
creasing funding for harbor mainte-
nance, with the goal of aligning reve-
nues collected in the harbor mainte-

nance trust fund with those expended 
for this purpose. Over 5 years have 
passed since I led a bipartisan and 
multiregional group of Senators to call 
to the attention of the Senate Environ-
ment and Public Works Committee the 
imbalance in collections and spending 
for harbor maintenance. I am pleased 
the committee worked with us to re-
duce this disparity. This conference re-
port aims to increase spending on har-
bor maintenance so that it is more in 
line with the fees collected for main-
taining our Nation’s navigation infra-
structure. I am also pleased the Great 
Lakes navigation system is prioritized 
for the increased funds through a spe-
cific set-aside of 10 percent. Also, Great 
Lakes projects are eligible for other 
types of prioritized funds, which will 
position us to compete for this addi-
tional assistance. 

The conference report authorizes the 
Great Lakes as a single navigational 
system, recognizing the interconnect-
edness of its 140 harbor projects. Dur-
ing Senate consideration of the water 
resources bill, I entered into a colloquy 
with Chairman BOXER to discuss the 
system’s interdependence. I am pleased 
the conference committee included this 
Great Lakes authorization, as it should 
help allow all of our harbors—both 
large and small—to be recognized for 
Federal assistance. 

While the harbor maintenance provi-
sions in the report are good, we will 
still need to continue to fight for ap-
propriations and ensure that budget re-
quests reflect the true needs of the 
Great Lakes Navigation System. This 
vital transportation network carries 
about 130 million tons of critical com-
modities to supply raw materials to 
our manufacturing sector, power 
homes and businesses, build roads and 
bridges, and provide food for people 
around the world. Surely it should be 
maintained so that it can carry these 
critical commodities effectively and ef-
ficiently. 

In addition to carrying millions of 
tons of goods, the Great Lakes also 
boast a $7 billion fishery. To protect 
this significant resource, destructive 
invasive species need to be kept out of 
the lakes. I am pleased the conferees 
retained an important provision I 
worked with my colleagues to include 
in the Senate bill, an authorization for 
the Corps of Engineers to implement 
emergency measures to prevent 
invasive species, including the destruc-
tive Asian carp, from dispersing into 
the Great Lakes. This authorization 
makes clear that such emergency au-
thority can be implemented at any hy-
drologic connection between the Great 
Lakes and Mississippi River basins 
which will provide important flexi-
bility to the Corps to respond to emer-
gencies. 

Our Nation’s economy, health, and 
well-being depend on a strong water in-
frastructure. WRRDA makes progress 
in authorizing programs to strengthen 
our navigation systems, flood control, 
drinking water and wastewater sys-
tems, and natural resources. We now 
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need to make sure that appropriations 
are provided for these improvements to 
be made real. 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, 
today the Senate will act to make 
major improvements to our water in-
frastructure for commercial and rec-
reational navigation while protecting 
and maintaining many environmental 
treasures for future generations. 

The Water Resources Reform and De-
velopment Act—which the House 
passed 412 to 4—is one of the few bipar-
tisan accomplishments of this Con-
gress. I wish there were more. 

Nevertheless, I would like to thank 
Chairman BARBARA BOXER and Senator 
VITTER of the Senate Environment and 
Public Works Committee and Chair-
man BILL SHUSTER and Congressman 
NICK RAHALL on the House side for 
their hard work in getting this bill to 
us today. 

I would also like to thank my Illinois 
delegation colleagues on both sides of 
the Capitol and on both sides of the 
aisle for their assistance in advancing 
Illinois priorities in this bill. 

I am pleased that in the final bill 
there are many provisions that will 
benefit our home State. 

It was just a little over a year ago 
that we dealt with a major drought in 
the Midwest that caused record low 
water levels on the Mississippi River 
and threatened to disrupt the crucial 
transport of millions of dollars in 
goods and commodities on the river. 

After the initial threat had passed, 
thanks to better-than-expected rainfall 
and quick action by the Army Corps of 
Engineers at the behest of Congress, 
Representative BILL ENYART and I in-
troduced the Mississippi River Naviga-
tion Sustainment Act. The major pro-
visions of this measure are included in 
the bill we will pass today. 

These provisions will improve water 
level and river forecasting abilities 
along the Mississippi and give the 
Corps greater flexibility to respond to 
low water events that threaten naviga-
tion. The bill also authorizes the Corps 
to conduct, for the first time, a study 
of the entire Mississippi River Basin— 
which spans 40 percent of the conti-
nental United States—to determine 
how we can better manage the system 
during extreme weather. Finally, we 
create an environmental management 
program for the middle Mississippi— 
recognizing the importance of pre-
serving and restoring fish and wildlife 
habitats while undertaking important 
navigation improvements. 

River commerce in America’s heart-
land depends on the system of locks 
and dams on the Mississippi and Illi-
nois Rivers. 

I was pleased to work with my col-
leagues in the 2007 reauthorization of 
the Water Resources Development Act 
to authorize modernization and expan-
sion of the locks on these important Il-
linois waterways. 

These improvements make commerce 
more efficient and guard against cata-
strophic failures of current locks and 

dams as most of them reach 80 or so 
years old. At the same time, with cur-
rent project delivery schedules and the 
tight Federal budget, these improve-
ments are not expected to be realized 
until 2090 by some estimates. 

With that in mind, Senator MARK 
KIRK and I, along with our colleagues 
Representatives CHERI BUSTOS and 
RODNEY DAVIS in the House, introduced 
the Water Infrastructure Now Public 
Private Partnership Act or WIN–P3. A 
version of our proposal is included in 
the final conference report. 

It includes a pilot program that 
would decentralize project planning, 
design, and construction from the 
Corps and provide an opportunity for 
private financing to come to the table. 
We are hopeful that it will speed 
project delivery of nationally signifi-
cant water infrastructure projects like 
the locks and dams on the Mississippi 
and Illinois Rivers. 

Along with the economic and rec-
reational benefits of the Mississippi 
River comes the annual threat of dev-
astating floods for many Illinois com-
munities. 

In Illinois’ Metro East region the 
community has stepped up to improve 
flood protection after their levees were 
decertified. They have taxed them-
selves to help pay for this improved 
protection and have endured a long and 
often frustrating partnership with the 
Army Corps. 

My hope is that the provisions we se-
cured in this bill will go a long way to 
improving their situation. 

The bill would combine several sepa-
rately authorized levee projects into 
one. That means that the money Con-
gress appropriates for these projects 
will be more flexible and can be used 
where it is most needed. 

Additionally, the bill would allow the 
Metro East levee projects to qualify for 
work-in-kind credit with the Army 
Corps. This will help make the work 
the locals are doing go farther towards 
the completion of the final levels of 
protection. 

The conference report will also allow 
much needed restoration of the Chi-
cago shoreline along Lake Michigan to 
continue. The project was facing delay 
as it got closer to hitting its original 
authorization cap. This bill increased 
that authorization. 

I would like to thank again all those 
who worked on this bill. I look forward 
to this bipartisan accomplishment 
being soon signed into law by President 
Obama. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. ISAKSON. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF DAVID JEREMIAH 
BARRON TO BE UNITED STATES 
CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE FIRST 
CIRCUIT 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to consider 
the following nomination, which the 
clerk will report. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
the nomination of David Jeremiah Bar-
ron, of Massachusetts, to be United 
States Circuit Judge for the First Cir-
cuit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the nomination of David 
Jeremiah Barron, of Massachusetts, to 
be United States Circuit Judge for the 
First Circuit? 

Mr. ISAKSON. Madam President, I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk called 

the roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 

are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Arkansas (Mr. BOOZMAN) and the 
Senator from Indiana (Mr. COATS). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Arkansas (Mr. BOOZMAN) 
would have voted ‘‘nay.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
HIRONO). Are there any other Senators 
in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 53, 
nays 45, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 162 Ex.] 

YEAS—53 

Baldwin 
Begich 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Boxer 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coons 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Franken 
Gillibrand 
Hagan 

Harkin 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Hirono 
Johnson (SD) 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Levin 
Markey 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Nelson 

Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Walsh 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—45 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 

Cruz 
Enzi 
Fischer 
Flake 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johanns 

Johnson (WI) 
Kirk 
Landrieu 
Lee 
Manchin 
McCain 
McConnell 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Paul 
Portman 
Risch 
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Roberts 
Rubio 
Scott 

Sessions 
Shelby 
Thune 

Toomey 
Vitter 
Wicker 

NOT VOTING—2 

Boozman Coats 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table. The President shall be 
immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate will resume legislative session. 

f 

WATER RESOURCES REFORM AND 
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2014— 
CONFERENCE REPORT 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Chair lays be-
fore the Senate the conference report 
to accompany H.R. 3080, which the 
clerk will report. 

The bill clerk read as follows: 
The committee of conference on the dis-

agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 
3080), to provide for improvements to the riv-
ers and harbors of the United States, to pro-
vide for the conservation and development of 
water and related resources, and for other 
purposes, having met, after full and free con-
ference, have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as fol-
lows: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate 
and agree to the same with an amendment 
and the Senate agree to the same, signed by 
a majority of the conferees on the part of 
both Houses. 

(The conference report is printed in 
the House proceedings in the RECORD of 
May 15, 2014.) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California. 

Mrs. BOXER. Colleagues, I am going 
to take 25 seconds. This is a great day 
for the Senate, for every single Mem-
ber in this body, and our States, for 
jobs, for business, for ecosystem res-
toration, for our oceans. It is a great 
bill. I hope we will have a great vote on 
this bill. 

Senator VITTER and I agree. I will 
yield my remaining time to him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Louisiana. 

Mr. VITTER. Madam President, I 
urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote also. This is a strong 
bipartisan bill. There were only four 
‘‘no’’ votes in the House and a strong 
positive editorial in the Wall Street 
Journal. Vote for infrastructure and 
jobs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
is no further debate, the question is on 
agreeing to the conference report to ac-
company H.R. 3080. 

Mr. CORKER. Madam President, I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Arkansas (Mr. BOOZMAN) and the 
Senator from Indiana (Mr. COATS). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Arkansas (Mr. BOOZMAN) 
would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. WAR-
REN). Are there any other Senators in 
the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 91, 
nays 7, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 163 Leg.] 

YEAS—91 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Baldwin 
Barrasso 
Begich 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Booker 
Boxer 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Cochran 
Collins 
Coons 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Feinstein 
Fischer 
Franken 
Gillibrand 
Graham 

Grassley 
Hagan 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johanns 
Johnson (SD) 
Kaine 
King 
Kirk 
Klobuchar 
Landrieu 
Leahy 
Levin 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 

Nelson 
Paul 
Portman 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Risch 
Rockefeller 
Rubio 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott 
Sessions 
Shaheen 
Shelby 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Thune 
Toomey 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Vitter 
Walsh 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 

NAYS—7 

Burr 
Coburn 
Flake 

Johnson (WI) 
Lee 
McCain 

Roberts 

NOT VOTING—2 

Boozman Coats 

The conference report was agreed to. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF RICHARD G. 
FRANK TO BE AN ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to consider 
the following nomination, which the 
clerk will report. 

The bill clerk read the nomination of 
Richard G. Frank, of Massachusetts, to 
be an Assistant Secretary of Health 
and Human Services. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will be 2 min-
utes of debate equally divided in the 
usual form. 

The Senator from Delaware. 
Mr. COONS. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent to yield back all re-
maining time on both sides. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nomination of 
Richard G. Frank, of Massachusetts, to 

be an Assistant Secretary of Health 
and Human Services? 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table. The President will be 
immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

TO PROTECT AND ENHANCE OP-
PORTUNITIES FOR REC-
REATIONAL HUNTING, FISHING, 
AND SHOOTING—MOTION TO PRO-
CEED—Continued 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ate will resume legislative session. 
The Senator from Texas. 
Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, I 

want to speak briefly on three topics 
this afternoon: human trafficking; the 
terrorist attack at Fort Hood, TX, in 
2009; and finally, the way the Senate 
has become a killing ground for good 
ideas because of the practices of the 
majority leader. 

HUMAN TRAFFICKING 
Starting with human trafficking, we 

know that while slavery was formally 
abolished in the United States years 
ago, it continues today in the form of 
human trafficking. Tragically, too 
many children are victims of modern- 
day slavery—literally tens of thou-
sands right here in America. That is 
why in recent years I have joined with 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle— 
obviously, this is not a political or par-
tisan issue—to work together in a bi-
partisan way to introduce a series of 
bills aimed at accomplishing three 
things: No. 1, shedding light on this 
tragic reality. Most people in their 
communities around the country are 
not even aware of the scourge of 
human trafficking that is happening 
right under their nose. No. 2, we have 
tried to do everything we can to save 
children—minors—from the sex trade. 
And No. 3, we have tried hard to bring 
these traffickers to justice. 

I was proud to be one of the cospon-
sors of the 2012 Child Protection Act, 
which gave law enforcement agencies 
better tools with which to protect chil-
dren and apprehend criminals. More re-
cently, I joined with the senior Senator 
from Oregon, Mr. WYDEN; the senior 
Senator from Minnesota, Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR; and the junior Senator from Il-
linois, Mr. KIRK, to introduce some-
thing we call the Justice for Victims of 
Trafficking Act. 

Our bill would establish a domestic 
trafficking victims fund that doesn’t 
come from tax dollars but, rather, from 
fees and fines paid by people who com-
mit law enforcement offenses. It would 
allocate tens of millions of dollars to 
both fight human trafficking and, just 
as importantly, to help victims get the 
sorts of services they need in order to 
heal and to become productive citizens 
once again. It would also give law en-
forcement officials more tools to crack 
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down on human trafficking and the 
broader criminal networks that sup-
port them. 

The bill would streamline human 
trafficking task force investigations by 
giving investigators access to better 
technologies and enhance cooperation 
between Federal and State law enforce-
ment partnerships. It would also allow 
law enforcement officials to prosecute 
each and every member of a human 
trafficking organization, as opposed to 
merely the on-the-ground managers, 
and it would increase the penalties for 
criminals who prey on children 
through sex slavery. 

Finally, it would improve the avail-
ability of restitution and witness as-
sistance for trafficking victims by al-
lowing for a larger portion of forfeited 
Federal criminal assets to go directly 
to the victims. 

To be clear, as I said a moment ago, 
this bill would be funded by the fines 
imposed on the people who commit the 
crimes of child pornography, child 
prostitution, sexual exploitation, 
human trafficking, and commercial 
human smuggling offenses at the Fed-
eral level, and it would not increase 
the Federal deficit. 

Earlier this week, the House of Rep-
resentatives acted by passing its own 
version of the Justice for Victims of 
Trafficking Act, and I would urge the 
majority leader and the chairman of 
the Senate Judiciary Committee to 
bring the Senate version up for a vote 
in the committee and on the floor of 
the Senate as soon as possible. After 
all, during a time when politics seems 
to pervade everything here in Wash-
ington, DC, and we are approaching a 
midterm election where it seems so 
hard to do things that should be easy, 
this is one thing we ought to be able to 
do together. 

FORT HOOD 
I would also urge the majority leader 

to allow a vote on separate legislation 
that has already been approved by the 
House Armed Services Committee as 
an amendment to the national defense 
authorization bill, and is now being in-
troduced as an amendment to the Sen-
ate bill by my colleague Senator CRUZ 
of Texas, who sits on the Armed Serv-
ices Committee. 

This legislation I am referring to I 
first introduced several years ago fol-
lowing the terrorist attack on Amer-
ican soil at Fort Hood, TX, when MAJ 
Nidal Hasan killed 13 people and in-
jured dozens more. These individuals 
who lost their lives deserve the same 
sort of recognition on the field of bat-
tle as people who lost their lives in 
other parts of the world—perhaps over-
seas. The same benefits should be 
available to the families of those who 
survive terrorist attacks anywhere in 
the world. 

There is no doubt about the fact that 
what happened at Fort Hood on No-
vember 5, 2009, was a terrorist attack. 
The shooter happened to be a lone-wolf 
terrorist, happened to be an American 
citizen, and happened to be a member 

of the U.S. Army, but he was also a 
radicalized Islamist who reportedly ex-
changed at least 20 emails with a sen-
ior Al-Qaeda member before commit-
ting this massacre. The Al-Qaeda lead-
er with whom he corresponded is some-
one who has since become more noto-
rious and even better known—a man 
named Anwar al-Awlaki. This person 
was also the one who maintained a re-
lationship with a terrorist who tried to 
blow up Northwest Airlines flight 253 
on Christmas day in 2009, less than 2 
months after the Fort Hood attack. 

We have just had a vote on one of the 
lawyers who wrote the memo by which 
President Obama authorized a drone 
attack on Anwar al-Awlaki on Sep-
tember 2011 overseas, so there is no 
question the Fort Hood shooter be-
lieved he was acting on behalf of Al- 
Qaeda. There is no one who can deny he 
shouted ‘‘Allah akbar’’ before opening 
fire, and no one who can deny he has 
since described the act as an act of 
jihad. 

Yesterday I had the chance to ques-
tion FBI Director James Comey, and I 
asked him whether he agreed with the 
assessment that this incident was 
‘‘workplace violence,’’ which some 
have amazingly called this, or whether 
he thought this was an Al-Qaeda-in-
spired attack of terrorism here on 
America soil. His response—something 
I thought would have been painfully 
obvious—was yes, it was a terrorist at-
tack in 2009. 

Was the shooter a card-carrying 
member of Al-Qaeda? Well, I am not 
sure exactly what that is, but to me 
that is the wrong question entirely. We 
have to remember that Al-Qaeda lead-
ers, such as Ayman al-Zawahiri has 
called upon his terrorist followers to 
commit dispersed, small-scale attacks 
exactly like the one that occurred at 
Fort Hood in 2009. We do know, from 
the rich evidence that was discovered 
during the prosecution of Major Hasan, 
that the Fort Hood shooter was most 
certainly a disciple of Anwar al- 
Awlaki. 

The awarding of Purple Hearts 
should not be contingent on geography. 
In other words, if an Al-Qaeda-inspired 
terrorist kills a group of our brave men 
and women in uniform overseas, it 
shouldn’t be treated any differently 
than if one of their inspired terrorists 
kills one of our members of the mili-
tary here at home as well. The soldiers 
who were killed or wounded at Fort 
Hood were casualties of a global war on 
terror, period, and they deserve to be 
treated as such by the U.S. Govern-
ment. They deserve the exact same rec-
ognition that military victims of Al- 
Qaeda’s terrorist attack in New York 
on September 11, 2001, received—the 
same recognition they received—noth-
ing more and nothing less. 

Awarding them the Purple Heart is a 
matter of justice, a matter of honor, 
and a matter of honesty. 

The House of Representatives has 
shown great leadership on these issues 
that should unite us both on the huge 

trafficking front and on the Purple 
Heart recognition I just mentioned. It 
is time now for the Senate to follow 
suit, and I hope the majority leader 
will help us get this legislation up, 
move it across the floor, pass it, and 
send it to the President so he can sign 
it into law. 

SENATE OPERATION 
The third point is that I cannot let 

the remarks of the majority leader this 
morning pass without comment—the 
remarks majority leader HARRY REID 
made on the floor this morning about 
how the Senate is being operated. 

The majority leader came to the 
floor this morning and called the legis-
lative process a game. He accused Re-
publicans of stalling important pieces 
of legislation, such as the 55 provisions 
of the tax extenders bill that died last 
week in the Senate. But we need to be 
clear about exactly who is responsible 
and what has happened. 

This is the third time in 2 weeks the 
majority leader has killed legislation 
which enjoys broad bipartisan support. 

First, it was the energy efficiency 
bill known as the Shaheen-Portman 
bill. The majority leader killed that 
piece of legislation when he refused 
any opportunity—either for Democrats 
or Republicans—to offer any amend-
ments and get votes on those amend-
ments. If he had simply done that, that 
legislation would be on its way to 
President Obama today, if not already 
signed into law. 

Then last week we saw these 55 expir-
ing tax provisions, some of which enjoy 
broad bipartisan support, such as the 
research and development tax credit 
and the deduction for State sales tax, 
which is important to my State be-
cause income taxes paid at the State 
level are deducted from the Federal in-
come tax bill of people who live in 
those States and pay State income tax. 

As a matter of fairness and parity, I 
support a number of the provisions in 
the tax extenders bill. But when the 
majority leader brought it to the floor 
and he refused to allow any amend-
ments whatsoever to this legislation, 
the minority, of which I am a member, 
had no choice but to stop that legisla-
tion in its tracks because that is the 
only leverage we had to wake up the 
majority leader and say it is important 
for the minority and the people we rep-
resent to have a voice in what happens 
on the Senate floor. 

Our Founding Fathers decided that 
each State would get two Senators. 
But when one or maybe both of those 
Senators are in the minority party and 
if they are shut out of the legislative 
process entirely because all amend-
ments and even constructive sugges-
tions are denied, then my constitu-
ents—the 26 million people I represent 
in the State of Texas—have been shut 
out of the process and denied the con-
stitutional representation they are 
guaranteed under our founding docu-
ments. 

There is a theme that resulted in 
these bills killed by the majority lead-
er; that is, since the 113th Congress, 
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the majority leader’s utter refusal to 
allow debate and votes on amendments 
by Members of both parties—both par-
ties. 

While I am not happy about the fact 
that my constituents have been shut 
out of this process, I would think my 
Democratic friends’ constituents can’t 
be happy about the fact that they have 
been shut out of the process as well. 

Here is an amazing statistic. Our 
Democratic Senators have introduced 
676 amendments to bills on the floor 
since last July. That is 676 amend-
ments not by the minority party but 
by the majority party that controls 
this body. Do we know how many votes 
they got on Democratic amendments? 
They got 7 votes on Democratic amend-
ments since the beginning of the 113th 
Congress. 

During that same period of time, Re-
publicans have filed hundreds of 
amendments too. That used to be the 
way the Senate worked. Both parties 
participate, we represent our States, 
and we have full and open debate and 
an amendment process. Then we vote, 
the majority rules, and then bills get 
passed and sent to the President for 
signature. But no more under this ma-
jority leader. Now, during this same 
time frame, while Democrats only got 7 
rollcall votes, the minority got 9 roll-
call votes since last July. 

So I find it a little ironic that, both 
on the energy efficiency bill and the 
tax extenders bill, it was Senate Re-
publicans who stood up—not only for 
the right of minority party Senators to 
get votes on amendments they had 
filed, but also for the right of our 
Democratic colleagues in the majority 
party who have basically been frozen 
out of the process as well. 

It might be true that constituents 
back home in those States where 
Democratic Senators were elected 
would be asking the question: Look. 
My Senator who I voted for, whom I 
support, is a Member of the majority 
party. But you’re telling me that they 
can’t participate in the legislative 
process by offering good ideas to make 
legislation better and to get votes? 
How ineffectual can you be? 

I happen to know from talking to 
many of my Democratic colleagues 
that they are not happy about the 
process either. And it is not just about 
process. It is not just about the prerog-
atives of individual Senators. This is 
about the constitutional guarantees of 
representation by two Senators for 
each State, and the rights of the mi-
nority to participate in the process and 
the people that I represent back home 
in Texas being shut out of the process 
altogether. 

So the Senate has become a virtual 
killing floor for good bipartisan ideas 
because of the way the majority leader 
has run the Senate. 

Then there is what happened yester-
day on the patent reform bill. I have 
been a member of the Judiciary Com-
mittee since the time I got to the Sen-
ate, and we have been working very 

hard to try to deal with the problem of 
patent trolls. 

Patent trolls are big a problem in in-
dustries we wouldn’t even suspect, in-
cluding real estate, restaurants—not to 
mention high tech, pharmaceutical 
manufacturers, and the like. But what 
happens is people buy patents, not for 
the purpose of making something, not 
for the purpose of being productive, but 
for the purpose of having a basis upon 
which to file a lawsuit. Then they 
shake down small startups, the 
innovators, the people who we are de-
pending upon to create new products 
that will make our lives better, make 
us healthier and make us all live 
longer, and help grow our economy to 
create jobs. These people are either 
being snuffed out altogether or are 
very much prejudiced in terms of their 
ability to grow because of all of this 
patent troll activity. 

I have been working closely with the 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee, 
Senator LEAHY, who has been working 
hard on this issue; Senator SCHUMER, 
the Senator from New York, a Demo-
crat; Senator HATCH, who is a senior 
Member of the Judiciary Committee; 
and Senator GRASSLEY from Iowa, who 
is the ranking Republican on the Judi-
ciary Committee. We were in a pretty 
good place yesterday where we 
thought, as a result of hard negotia-
tions and good bipartisan work, we 
were going to be in the position for the 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee 
to mark up and to vote on a patent re-
form bill in the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee this morning, only to be told 
last night that the majority leader ba-
sically killed that bill before it could 
even be acted on in the Judiciary Com-
mittee. 

So this is the third time in 3 weeks 
the majority leader has basically been 
responsible for killing good bipartisan 
legislation—the energy efficiency bill, 
the tax extenders bill, and now the pat-
ent reform bill. 

It is the majority leader’s imperial 
leadership, where he is not just the 
floor leader for his party, he is not just 
the traffic cop for the Senate, but he is 
the one who wants to pick and choose 
who gets to participate in the legisla-
tive process. In the process, he has shut 
out not just Republicans but Demo-
crats too, and he has turned this insti-
tution which used to be known as the 
world’s greatest deliberative body into 
a pale imitation of what it used to be. 

I continue to hope, maybe because I 
am an optimist by nature, that the ma-
jority leader will see the error of his 
ways and realize he is not only hurting 
my constituents but he is hurting the 
constituents of every Member of the 
Senate by denying us an opportunity 
for an open legislative process where 
everyone’s voice can be heard, where 
the American people can watch and lis-
ten, where they can reach their own 
conclusions about the merits of each 
argument, and where they can hold us 
accountable for how we vote. That is 
what elections are supposed to be 
about. 

So I hope some day the majority 
leader will change his attitude about 
an open legislative process and will 
help restore the Senate’s status as the 
world’s greatest deliberative body. I 
predict if he does not do that, the vot-
ers may well do that in November by 
changing the hands of the majority 
from the Democratic party to the cur-
rent minority party. Then things will 
change, and this body will return to its 
status as the world’s greatest delibera-
tive body. 

Madam President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Montana. 
CLIMATE CHANGE 

Mr. WALSH. Madam President, I 
served 33 years in the National Guard. 
When I joined the Guard, I swore an 
oath to support and defend the Con-
stitution of the United States against 
all enemies, foreign and domestic. I 
have taken a similar oath as a Senator. 

Former Chief of Staff of the U.S. 
Army Gordon Sullivan famously wrote, 
‘‘Hope is not a method.’’ 

I didn’t come to Congress to hope. I 
approach my work here with the les-
sons I learned in the military: Find so-
lutions and work together to overcome 
challenges. 

Unfortunately, that approach is not 
how it works in Washington. Too many 
people here don’t care about solutions, 
and many ignore the problems. 

There is no greater proof than cli-
mate change. Here we are in 2014, al-
most 50 years after President Johnson 
warned that ‘‘by burning fossil fuels 
humanity is unwittingly conducting a 
vast geophysical experiment.’’ 

Yet irresponsible leaders in Wash-
ington pretend that climate change 
isn’t real. They pretend that humans 
aren’t causing it. They hope they can 
go along with the status quo. But Mon-
tanans know better. 

Here are the facts: 
Carbon dioxide levels in the atmos-

phere are now higher than at any time 
in human history. 

The 12 hottest years on record have 
been in the last 15 years. 

The average temperature in Montana 
is 2.5 degrees higher than in 1900. 

And spring runoff now occurs 1 week 
to 4 weeks earlier. 

In Montana, climate change has con-
tributed to the worst mountain pine 
beetle epidemic in recorded history. 
The combination of mild weather and 
stressed trees has allowed beetles to 
spread further and longer. Their legacy 
is red trees, then dead trees, then 
wildfires like we have never seen be-
fore. 

Fire season is now 11 weeks longer 
than when I was a kid. The amount of 
forest that burns in the West has dou-
bled. Fires are burning longer and 
burning more trees each and every 
year. 

The best guess from America’s sci-
entists is that 3 to 4 times more forest 
will burn each year by the middle of 
this century, devastating rural commu-
nities that rely on timber and tourism. 
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In 2000, I led the response of the Mon-

tana National Guard to the historic 
wildfires in Montana. We activated 
over 1,800 of Montana’s soldiers and 
airmen. That year, about 1 million 
acres of Montana were burned. Busi-
nesses and landowners lost over $3 mil-
lion a day. 

Suppressing wildfires now consumes 
up to 40 percent of the Forest Service’s 
budget. This is unsustainable. It re-
duces the agency’s ability to fund 
other programs like hazardous fuel re-
duction and trail maintenance. 

In Montana we have a saying that if 
you don’t like the weather, stick 
around for an hour and it will change. 
But under climate change, it is chang-
ing across a wider range. Rains are fall-
ing more intensely, increasing erosion 
and runoff. The trend of more frequent 
and more intense rainfall is likely to 
continue. Heat waves and drought have 
also become more intense. What all of 
this means for Montana’s agriculture is 
hard to predict, but without a doubt 
our biggest industry faces big uncer-
tainty. The uncertainty in agriculture 
is especially true for water delivery, 
both for livestock and irrigated crops. 
As snow in the winter shifts to rain and 
extreme weather gets worse, it is be-
coming harder to run irrigation sys-
tems that were designed for the cli-
mate of 100 years ago. 

We saw one of the worst droughts in 
history hit Montana ranchers and 
farmers in 2012. The year before Mon-
tana experienced a 500-year flood in the 
Missouri River Basin. Across the Great 
Plains the floods caused $2 billion in 
damage. Across the Nation we are pay-
ing out of our nose for extreme weather 
and natural disasters—$110 billion in 
damage in 2012 alone. 

Climate change will also damage our 
tourism, which is Montana’s second 
biggest industry. Glacier National 
Park itself is losing its namesake. Its 
ecosystem will change. Its cold water, 
which supports unique species and a 
strong trout fishery, will no longer be 
fed by melting ice. The communities in 
the Milk River Basin which receive 70 
percent of their water from glaciers 
will also be impacted. Snowpack across 
the Rockies has already decreased 20 
percent on average since 1980. In parts 
of Montana it may decrease by 50 per-
cent in my lifetime. 

Winter tourism in Montana is also 
big business, generating over $150 mil-
lion in income and supporting over 
4,500 jobs. But less snow means fewer 
jobs. Skiing and snowmobiling con-
tribute $265 million to the Montana 
economy. During the low snowfall win-
ters of 2002 and 2005, Montana ski re-
sorts lost $16 million in revenue com-
pared to heavy snow years. 

Warmer temperatures also harm 
hunting, fishing, and our booming out-
door industry, which supports more 
than 64,000 jobs and attracts 11 million 
visitors to Montana each year. Warmer 
streams and fewer trout translate to 
direct reduction in Montana jobs. 
Stream closures in recent years be-

cause of warm water are the first proof 
of this threat. Nearly 50 percent of 
habitat for the bull trout and cutthroat 
trout could be lost in the West this 
century. Big game species such as 
moose and elk face similar threats 
with a warmer climate. 

Rural communities across Montana 
are especially vulnerable to climate 
change. Many of them rely on single 
sectors tied to the land, from timber to 
grain to outfitting, and are less able to 
adapt to a changing economy. 

I know what resource development 
looks like. My hometown of Butte was 
once known as ‘‘the Richest Hill on 
Earth.’’ The copper mined on that hill 
helped us win World War II, but today 
it is part of the largest Superfund site 
in America, including the Berkeley 
Pit. Mining continues to be an impor-
tant industry in Montana, and Butte 
still churns out copper that is used 
around the world. Fortunately, Butte 
has also diversified. It now has good 
paying jobs in manufacturing and aero-
space. One lesson I took from growing 
up there is we cannot afford another 
Berkeley Pit anywhere. Climate 
change is the equivalent of a Berkeley 
Pit: Ignore first; ask questions later. 

Montanans understand the dilemma 
we are facing. We are the Treasure 
State. Our history is the history of re-
source development: from beaver trap-
ping to the gold rush, copper mining to 
railroads and the open range, the 
homestead movement to the timber 
and fossil fuel booms. But along with 
the booms came a lot of busts. 

In Montana we had to spend tons of 
money on fixing our past mistakes. 
Over $1.5 billion has been spent at our 
Superfund sites alone. Each year we 
spend another $13 million to clean up 
abandoned mine lands. If only our re-
sources had been developed the right 
way the first time, all that money 
could have been spent on drinking 
water or better roads or lower student 
loans or researching cures for disease. 

I know there are no easy solutions to 
the challenges we face today. Today 82 
percent of energy used in the United 
States comes from fossil fuels. I am 
proud to represent a State with more 
than $1.6 billion in investment in wind 
energy since 2005. Renewable energy 
does have a bright future. A 2009 study 
ranked Montana’s wind resources as 
the second best in the Nation. Montana 
also has potential for solar energy and 
is one of only 13 States with the poten-
tial to produce commercial geothermal 
energy. Renewables, including wind, 
are not always the right answer. Our 
current power grid has real physical 
limitations. I will continue supporting 
renewable energy and upgrades to the 
grid because we need to reduce our car-
bon emissions. But we cannot ignore 
today’s reality. 

Look at me standing here. I flew here 
on a plane that burns jet fuel. I am 
wearing cotton, and I eat wheat and 
corn, all of which depend on fertilizers, 
were irrigated using power from coal 
and natural gas, and were transported 

by diesel. I am speaking into a micro-
phone and a camera that need elec-
tricity. In the United States in the 
year 2014, we either dig up or pipe up 
five-sixths of our entire energy. I 
couldn’t do my job and visit Mon-
tanans without fossil fuel—and I under-
stand that—and many of them 
wouldn’t have jobs either. 

Montana is one of about a dozen 
States that is a net exporter of energy. 
The oil and gas industry directly em-
ploys over 4,000 workers. Our unem-
ployment rate in Montana is currently 
at 4.8 percent, in part because of the 
good jobs in the Bakken. We have 2,000 
workers directly in the coal industry, 
from mining it to burning it to main-
taining the boilers that burn it. Coal 
alone is responsible for over $100 mil-
lion of revenue each year in the State 
and local economy. I don’t agree with 
some people who want to just pull the 
plug on coal. The United States burns 
only 11 percent of the coal consumed 
globally each year. The less we invest 
in cleaning up coal, the less likely we 
are to make a dent in climate change. 
We cannot just take our ball and go 
home. That simply outsources our pol-
lution problem to countries such as 
China. 

I know firsthand of the value of do-
mestic energy. In 2004 and 2005 I led the 
largest deployment of Montana men 
and women to war in 60 years, more 
than 700 of Montana’s finest went with 
me to Iraq. Some of them didn’t return 
home with me; some of them returned 
severely injured. The debate leading up 
to the war focused on weapons of mass 
destruction and the connection of Sad-
dam Hussein to the war on terrorism, 
but since World War II our strategic in-
terest in the Middle East has been oil. 
Our dependence on foreign oil should 
never again be a reason for war. I don’t 
want countries forced to make military 
decisions or tempted to put soldiers on 
the ground because they are afraid that 
their economy will freeze up without 
energy from other countries. That 
means I want more oil responsibly pro-
duced here in the United States from 
places such as the Bakken. It means 
that I support a project like the Key-
stone XL Pipeline, which will make us 
more energy secure and strengthen the 
economy of eastern Montana, while en-
suring precautions are taken to guar-
antee pipeline safety and reliability 
and protect private property rights. 
Private industry jump-started by gov-
ernment-funded research and develop-
ment has already provided part of the 
solution. The access to tight oil and 
gas has made us more energy secure. 
The trend is in the right direction. 
Less than half of the oil consumed by 
Americans now comes from other coun-
tries. 

Yet even if we continue to increase 
domestic production by displacing for-
eign oil, we are still exposed as a coun-
try to two risks. First, oil remains a 
necessary ingredient in our economy. 
Second, the oil market continues to be 
a global one, exposing us to price 
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swings that can seriously harm our 
own economy. Therefore, in addition to 
more domestic oil production, we need 
to diversify our transportation fuels. 
The growth of advanced biofuels in 
America is the way to do that. I sup-
port diversifying our fuel sources by 
developing homegrown alternatives 
such as biodiesel, jet fuel from 
camelina, and ethanol from wheat and 
barley to reduce demand for foreign 
oil. 

I also support the military’s contin-
ued investment in renewable energy. 
The impacts of climate change also 
have a strong national security connec-
tion. The Defense Department’s Quad-
rennial Defense Review has found a di-
rect link between climate change and 
national security threats like ter-
rorism. Climate change is a threat 
multiplier. Higher sea levels and ex-
treme weather increase poverty, hu-
manitarian crises, and political insta-
bility. 

I know what political instability 
abroad can mean. It can mean our serv-
icemembers, our sons and daughters, 
will be put in harm’s way in order to 
protect our way of life. As a veteran 
and someone who has sworn an oath to 
this country, these impacts concern me 
because they make us less safe. 

Today despite all the evidence that 
climate change is harming us and will 
hurt our children and grandchildren 
even more, we seem stuck. Congress is 
handcuffed by folks who have their 
heads in the sand. Instead of taking re-
sponsibility to solve this problem, they 
are choosing to ignore it. The Clean 
Air Act has helped Americans tackle 
pollution for over 40 years because it 
was written to last. The Supreme 
Court has spoken and the law is clear. 
But using a section of the law drafted 
when the Beatles were still recording is 
not the ideal way to tackle climate 
change, given how much our under-
standing has evolved since then on pol-
lution control. Ninety-seven percent of 
climate scientists agree that climate 
change is a human-caused problem. In 
the military 97 percent is about as cer-
tain as a mission can get. But that is 
not good enough here in Washington. 

Climate change is another example of 
why Washington is broken. We have an 
agency writing regulations with enor-
mous impact on all Montanans, using 
congressional directions written when I 
was a child. We have an agency trying 
to put out a fire with a trowel because 
that is the only tool it has. I am com-
mitted to putting the fire out because 
we cannot afford inaction. The benefits 
of acting are clear, but I would prefer 
to use the right tool for that job. Yet 
Washington is so broken that the alter-
native is to do nothing. Plan B is re-
peal. Plan B ignores reality. I cannot 
accept that. 

I will be watching the EPA’s Clean 
Air Act regulations closely to keep the 
agency accountable to Montanans and 
make any final rules workable for Mon-
tana. Members of Congress should be 
taking responsibility and upholding 

the oaths we all swore to. We should 
agree that climate change is a clear 
enemy and take steps to stop it. 

I strongly support a bigger invest-
ment in securing a responsible future 
for coal: tax credits, loans, loan guar-
antees, and grants for carbon capture 
as well as sequestration. I have cospon-
sored bills and signed letters. I have 
pressed Senators to maintain existing 
incentives for coal. Coal does have a fu-
ture, but it needs to lower its emis-
sions. Montana is already leading the 
way with cutting-edge research in car-
bon sequestration. Beyond fossil fuels, 
our forests are a carbon sink, absorbing 
about 12 percent of U.S. greenhouse gas 
emissions each year. But climate 
change itself threatens this important 
service provided by our forests. More 
active management, especially under 
the new farm bill authority to address 
beetle-killed forests is critical. Getting 
the biogenic emissions rule right, on 
the largest possible geographic scale, is 
critical for forests to continue absorb-
ing CO2 emissions. 

I support other energy options to re-
duce carbon emissions, including re-
duced energy demand overall and retro-
fitting nonpowered dams. Whatever 
rule the EPA proposes under the Clean 
Air Act for existing power plants, Mon-
tana and other States must take the 
lead role in implementation. 

The United States has always led the 
way with innovative technology, from 
the first oil wells and nuclear reactors 
to the first solar cells and hydraulic 
fracturing. In fact, access to tight nat-
ural gas formations in the last decade 
has already helped lower our carbon-re-
lated emissions by 10 percent. Despite 
the serious challenges imposed by cli-
mate change, I am confident that 
America can innovate solutions while 
creating good paying jobs and new 
technology. But as a first step we can-
not put our heads in the sand and con-
tinue with business as usual. The rea-
son is simple. If we continue with busi-
ness as usual, the people left with the 
mess will be the next generation. 

The people left taking responsibility 
for our emissions will be my grand-
daughter Kennedy and all of our grand-
children. If we don’t act now, Kennedy 
will grow up in a Montana that burns 
every summer. She won’t be able to 
fly-fish because the rivers are too hot 
for trout. Kennedy will have to explain 
to her kids what glaciers were. When I 
took office, I swore an oath to make 
the right choice, and I am committed 
to solving climate change for Kennedy 
and for future generations. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CHAMBLISS. Madam President, 
I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded, and 
to speak as in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

WRRDA PASSAGE 
Mr. CHAMBLISS. Madam President, 

today the Senate passed the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act. 
It has been too long since Congress last 
addressed our water infrastructure, and 
I want to applaud Chairwoman BOXER 
and Ranking Member VITTER for their 
diligent work and unswerving commit-
ment to making this bill a reality. 

The fact that an infrastructure bill of 
this magnitude can be passed without 
earmarks and with a balance of re-
forms and authorizations for critical 
projects is a testament to good leader-
ship and a desire by Members of Con-
gress on both sides of the Capitol to 
better our Nation. 

One of the projects this bill advances 
is crucial to not only my State of Geor-
gia but to the entire country. Passage 
of this bill, with the enhanced author-
ization it contains for the Savannah 
Harbor Expansion Project, will be the 
culmination of years of work for the 
State of Georgia and project stake-
holders—and my entire time serving in 
the Georgia congressional delegation. 

The idea to expand the Port of Sa-
vannah was in its infancy when I first 
came to Congress in 1994. The Port of 
Savannah had just been deepened, and 
we realized then that it was not 
enough; more and bigger ships were 
coming in. In 1996 a reconnaissance 
study was authorized to determine 
whether the port should be deepened 
even further. While the need to deepen 
the channel to accommodate larger 
ships has been a constant issue, the 
port itself has been able to operate and 
grow through its own innovation— 
Georgia ingenuity at its best. In fact, 
between 2000 and 2005, the Port of Sa-
vannah was recognized as the fastest 
growing seaport in the country. The 
port continues to grow and is consist-
ently breaking its own records. 

In 2006, the Panama Canal expansion 
was approved by a national referendum 
in Panama, officially kicking off the 
race in Savannah to get this project 
under construction. The people of 
Georgia told us this project needed to 
happen. All levels of the government— 
local, State, and Federal—from all po-
litical persuasions agreed and have 
given their utmost to this project. It 
has been my No. 1 economic priority 
for Georgia the entire time I have been 
in office. 

The WRDA bill in 1999 gave the au-
thorization to expand the port, and 
while there were cheers all around 
from those of us in the congressional 
delegation, little did we know of the 
tremendous battles yet to come. All 
the way until the present, every step 
has been a struggle. We have jumped 15 
years of hurdles to bring this project to 
fruition. 

I even recall one instance where we 
thought we had things taken care of 
from the standpoint of all the mitiga-
tion that needed to be done with the 
port, which is located on the Savannah 
River. We then found out there was an 
endangered species that needed to be 
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protected because the city of Augusta, 
which is 136 miles upstream, is also lo-
cated on the Savannah River. We then 
had to go back, have another study 
done, and after months and months we 
finally came up with a fish ladder 
project that was to be installed in Au-
gusta, 136 miles north of the Savannah 
Port, but we got that done. 

We still may face more obstacles as 
we guide this project to completion, 
but the fact remains that for every $1 
invested in the project, the Nation will 
see a nearly $6 return. For Georgia, the 
value of SHEP is almost immeasurable. 
The port already supports some 300,000 
jobs across our State, and when post- 
Panamax vessels start rolling into Sa-
vannah, the economic benefits will in-
crease dramatically. 

Georgia has always been a great 
place to do business, and a big reason 
for that is we have had strong leader-
ship at the State level—leaders who 
understand that making investments 
in economic development projects can 
give great returns. 

In this case the Port of Savannah is 
an epicenter of worldwide commercial 
traffic. The imports and exports associ-
ated with this port expansion mean 
that jobs will be created not only in 
my home State but all throughout the 
country. 

Congress has once again agreed with 
us that SHEP is a vital project for our 
country. Now that we have completed 
our work, it is imperative that the ad-
ministration carry through with its 
commitments. 

The Project Partnership Agreement, 
which is a document that details the 
construction plans for a Corps of Engi-
neers project, needs to be finalized and 
signed immediately. I have complete 
faith in the ability of the Corps and the 
Georgia Ports Authority to get that 
document finished as soon as possible— 
based on their commitments to me and 
Senator ISAKSON. 

We didn’t close the book on this 
project today, but we did jump forward 
by several chapters. Ensuring the ap-
propriate language was included in this 
bill to move SHEP forward and voting 
today for this bill have been the high-
light of my final year in Congress and 
represent the culmination of years of 
work by me, Senator ISAKSON, as well 
as many others. 

I want to state my thanks once more 
to Chairwoman BOXER and Ranking 
Member VITTER for working with us on 
this matter. Their tireless efforts have 
done more for this country and for 
Georgia than they may realize. 

The work of those Senators and their 
staffs as well as the work of Chairman 
SHUSTER and Ranking Member RAHALL 
and their staffs on the House side will 
be felt by users of waterways on rivers 
and lakes, by barge operators, commer-
cial and recreational boaters, by cities, 
counties, and States, and by everyone 
in this country who uses and consumes 
water. 

This bill represents the fulfillment of 
a commitment I made to my constitu-

ents to see the harbor deepening 
through, and I look forward to the day 
when I am in Savannah and watch a 
big shovel go underwater to start deep-
ening that port once again. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum 
call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CASEY. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

CHINESE TRADE PRACTICES 

Mr. CASEY. Madam President, I rise 
this afternoon to speak about the im-
pact of this week’s announcement that 
members of China’s People’s Libera-
tion Army hacked into the computer 
systems owned by Pennsylvania com-
panies to steal trade secrets on our 
trade policy. 

As we all know, a grand jury in Pitts-
burgh indicted five individuals for 
hacking into several companies’ com-
puters and a labor organization, United 
Steelworkers, in western Pennsylvania. 
The companies included Westinghouse 
Electric, Alcoa, U.S. Steel and, as I 
mentioned, the United Steelworkers 
union. According to reports, the indi-
viduals in the indictment are accused 
of stealing trade secrets to benefit Chi-
nese industry, which is heavily spon-
sored by the Chinese Government. 

This is just the latest example of the 
unlevel playing field to which our do-
mestic firms are subjected. To give an 
example, Pennsylvania, as are many 
areas around the United States, is ex-
periencing an energy renaissance— 
Pennsylvania natural gas—which 
stands to greatly benefit the Common-
wealth’s economy. For the steel indus-
try, it means the opportunity to sell a 
lot of pipe to natural gas drilling sites. 
Our foreign competitors also see this 
opportunity and have responded by ag-
gressively pursuing our market. This 
competition is expected and would be 
OK if—if—it was fair. Of course, in this 
instance it is not. 

In fact, our domestic steel industry is 
facing a new crisis. After successfully 
beating back unfair competition from 
the Chinese, our domestic producers 
are facing a surge of imports from 
around the globe. According to a recent 
report by the Economic Policy Insti-
tute, domestic steel imports increased 
by almost 13 percent from 2011 to 2013. 
Without action, we stand to lose half a 
million jobs around the United States 
and some 35,000 in Pennsylvania alone. 
Just from this action, just from them 
flooding our markets in a way that is 
illegal and unfair, half a million jobs 
could be lost. We can’t afford to send 
these good-paying jobs overseas. 

We should act to level the playing 
field for our domestic steel industry by 
aggressively enforcing our trade laws 
and providing essential relief to this 

critical industry. For too long unfair 
trade practices and economic policies 
have cost jobs in the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania and across the country. 

I will return now to the recent in-
dictment I mentioned at the outset of 
my remarks. 

This move is further evidence of Chi-
na’s anticompetitive trade practices. 
What I just said is an understatement. 
These trade practices have taken a dra-
matic toll on Pennsylvania businesses 
and pose a threat to our national secu-
rity. 

The Obama administration has taken 
steps to crack down on China, but we 
must also pursue congressional action. 
We know that currency manipulation 
continues to take a huge toll on U.S. 
businesses. Last Congress, the Senate 
passed a tough bill to help level the 
playing field for our companies by 
holding countries that undervalue 
their currency accountable. The House 
failed to take up this important bill. 
We must take action. 

I am an original cosponsor of the 
Currency Exchange Rate Oversight Re-
form Act of 2013. I call on all Senators 
to turn our attention to this bill to 
send a strong message to the Chinese 
Government that they cannot continue 
to cheat our companies. When China 
cheats, we lose jobs. It is that simple. 
The evidence is overwhelming. Our bi-
partisan bill will help American manu-
facturers and workers by clarifying 
that our trade enforcement laws can 
and should be used to address currency 
undervaluation. More broadly, the bill 
would improve oversight by estab-
lishing objective criteria to identify 
misaligned currencies. Also, it would 
impose tough consequences for offend-
ers. 

I believe strongly that before pro-
ceeding with our busy trade agenda, as 
some might want to do, and passing ad-
ditional trade agreements or fast-track 
legislation, we should take a close look 
at our trade enforcement policies first, 
including aggressively addressing cur-
rency manipulation. 

Pennsylvania companies are some of 
the best in the world, and I am com-
mitted to cracking down on unfair 
trade practices that hurt their ability 
to compete. 

Madam President, I yield the floor 
and note the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MAR-
KEY). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I be permitted 
to finish this speech. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

RELIGIOUS LIBERTY 
Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I rise 

today to speak about our Nation’s first 
freedom—religious liberty. 
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Last week a court in Sudan sen-

tenced a woman to death for con-
verting from Islam to Christianity and 
gave her just days to recant. Sadly, 
this sort of tragic oppression is com-
mon across the globe. 

The Pew Research Center says that 
three-quarters of the world’s people 
live where restrictions on religion are 
high or very high and that religious 
hostilities have been increasing for 
years. 

In the last 10 years the number of 
countries on the Commission on Inter-
national Religious Freedom’s watch 
list has grown by 150 percent. Simply 
put, religious freedom is increasingly 
in peril around the globe. 

When compared to the rest of the 
world, some might think that religious 
liberty in America is alive and well. 
But, in truth, basic religious freedom is 
under attack here at home. Professor 
Thomas Berg writes that ‘‘establishing 
freedom of religion as both constitu-
tional principle and social reality is 
among America’s greatest contribu-
tions to the world.’’ But we have to ask 
ourselves whether meaningful religious 
liberty is still such a reality in Amer-
ican society and whether our Nation is 
still making that essential contribu-
tion to a world that needs it now more 
than ever. 

Hundreds of books, studies, papers, 
articles, and court decisions have ex-
plored various aspects, nuances, and 
implications of religious freedom. In 
the coming days and weeks, I will ex-
plore some of these issues in greater 
detail. Today I wish to speak about the 
definition and importance of religious 
freedom in America as seen both in his-
tory and in four important documents. 

For 170 years before Thomas Jeffer-
son penned the Declaration of Inde-
pendence, one religious society after 
another came to America so that they 
could live their faith. Puritans, Con-
gregationalists, Roman Catholics, 
Jews, Quakers, Baptists, Pres-
byterians, and Methodists had all 
found refuge in the British Colonies by 
the time the United States was born. 
Roger Williams founded Rhode Island 
as a haven for religious dissenters. Wil-
liam Penn established religious liberty 
in the colony that bears his name. 

From its earliest days, religious free-
dom in America has been freedom not 
only of belief but also of behavior. In 
addition to our Nation’s early heritage, 
four key documents establish the same 
understanding of religious freedom as 
encompassing both belief and behavior 
in both private and public spheres. 

The first document is the U.S. Con-
stitution. The First Amendment pro-
tects the free exercise of religion, a 
phrase that on its face plainly includes 
conduct as well as belief. It is a phrase 
that had been in use for more than a 
century when America’s Founders 
placed it in the First Amendment. The 
plain meaning of this phrase, as well as 
its history, is simply incompatible 
with the view that our constitutional 
freedom of religion is limited to the 

profession of belief and somehow ex-
cludes religious conduct. 

As Professor Michael McConnell, di-
rector of the Constitutional Law Cen-
ter at Stanford and perhaps America’s 
leading scholar of religious liberty has 
shown, such an artificial and cramped 
view is unsupportable. By its own 
terms our First Amendment protects 
both religious faith and action. 

The second document is the Uni-
versal Declaration of Human Rights, 
which the United States signed in 1984. 
Article 18 states that every person has 
the fundamental ‘‘right to freedom of 
thought, conscience and religion,’’ and 
that ‘‘this right includes . . . freedom, 
either alone or in community with oth-
ers and in public or private, to mani-
fest his religion or belief in teaching, 
practice, worship and observance.’’ 

Plainly stated, religious liberty by 
its very nature encompasses both belief 
and behavior. In articulating broad 
principles of basic human rights, the 
authors of the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights acknowledge that it is 
meaningless to have one without the 
other. 

The third document is the Religious 
Freedom Restoration Act. In 1990, the 
U.S. Supreme Court held that govern-
ment needs only a rational basis for 
laws that burden but do not target the 
free exercise of religion. That decision 
changed decades of Supreme Court 
precedent that had required a compel-
ling reason for laws that burden the ex-
ercise of religion. 

This shift was not just some legal-
istic or semantic exercise. If govern-
ment needs only a rational justifica-
tion for burdening the exercise of reli-
gion, it could do so essentially at will, 
but if government must have a compel-
ling reason, it must respect the funda-
mental liberty and may burden it only 
when absolutely necessary. 

By shifting from one standard to the 
other, the Supreme Court made it dra-
matically easier for government to 
burden the free exercise of religion. 
Congress responded to the Supreme 
Court’s decision with the Religious 
Freedom Restoration Act, or RFRA, 
which established the compelling 
standard. It passed the House unani-
mously by voice vote and the Senate 
by a vote of 97 to 3. 

I was the primary Republican cospon-
sor of the Religious Freedom Restora-
tion Act in the Senate. In all of our 
discussions about RFRA, both Demo-
crats and Republicans were united on 
one fundamental principle, the right of 
all Americans to the free exercise of re-
ligion should be equally protected. 

I remember when I went to Ted Ken-
nedy, I said: You are going to be on 
this bill with me. 

He said: No, I am not. 
I said: Yes, you are. 
To his credit, he came on the bill. By 

the time we articulated on the floor 
and afterward when it was signed by 
President Clinton at the White House, 
on the White House south lawn, one of 
the biggest boosters was my friend Ted 
Kennedy. 

The fact is I will make that point 
again. As the primary sponsor of the 
Religious Freedom Restoration Act in 
the Senate, in all of our discussions 
about RFRA, both Democrats and Re-
publicans were united on one funda-
mental principle: the right of all Amer-
icans to the free exercise of religion 
should be equally protected. 

Each religious claim should be 
judged by the same standard as every 
other, a standard that reflects the true 
importance of religious freedom. We re-
jected amendments that would have ex-
cluded some religious claims or favored 
others. 

In October 1993 I spoke in favor of 
RFRA on the Senate floor, explaining 
that the bill would restore to all Amer-
icans protections of the free exercise of 
their religious conviction. In fact, I 
stated directly that exempting anyone 
from the basic principle of free exercise 
would set a dangerous precedent. 

The fourth and final document is the 
International Religious Freedom Act 
enacted in 1998. The House passed it by 
an overwhelming bipartisan majority. 
The Senate followed suit by a vote of 98 
to 0. This law established the U.S. 
Commission on International Religious 
Freedom, and declared that ‘‘the right 
to freedom of religion undergirds the 
very origin and existence of the United 
States.’’ 

It cited the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights and reaffirmed yet 
again that religious freedom nec-
essarily includes both belief and prac-
tice, individually or collectively, in 
public or in private. As the U.S. Com-
mission on International Religious 
Freedom has explained, by its very na-
ture religious liberty is ‘‘a broad, in-
clusive right, sweeping in scope, em-
bracing the full range of thought, be-
lief, and behavior.’’ 

It is central to human identity and 
dignity. It is essential to individual 
and social well-being. It is beneficial to 
political, economic, and civic life. Reli-
gious freedom is a fundamental con-
stitutional liberty as well as a uni-
versal human right. 

In America religious liberty has al-
ways included both the freedom to be-
lieve and the freedom to act on that be-
lief, the protection to do so collec-
tively as well as individually, and the 
right to do so publicly as well as pri-
vately. Those basic tenets form the 
only proper standard by which to as-
sess the state of religious freedom in 
America today. 

Unfortunately, there is much cause 
for concern. Let me share a few dis-
turbing examples. The equal and uni-
versal application of religious liberty 
is now in doubt. Congress was united 
when enacting the Religious Freedom 
Restoration Act that the right to exer-
cise religion freely belongs to everyone 
and should be protected by the same 
rigorous standard in each case. 

When balanced against important 
government interests, some religious 
claims would win and others would 
lose, but a rigorous legal standard that 
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creates a high hurdle for government 
action that burdens religion must be 
applied universally, since the free exer-
cise of religion is a fundamental right 
of all Americans. 

That conviction, however, is unravel-
ing. This year marks the 50th anniver-
sary of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. 
Title VII of that landmark law pro-
hibits workplace discrimination based 
on religion and requires that employers 
reasonably accommodate the religious 
practices of employees. The Supreme 
Court, however, interpreted the ‘‘rea-
sonably’’ so broadly that the exception 
swallowed the rule and workers have 
been without this legal protection ever 
since. 

Legislation called the Workplace Re-
ligious Freedom Act was introduced to 
reestablish legal protection and accom-
modation for religious workers. Origi-
nally, it applied this protection to all 
religious claims, just as RFRA re-
quired. It would balance the right to 
religious exercise with the legitimate 
needs of employers, but the most re-
cent version of this legislation intro-
duced in the 112th Congress abandoned 
universal applicability and instead 
would protect some religious claims 
but not others. 

Rather than allowing religious 
claims of all varieties to stand or fall 
under the same standard, some claims 
were covered and others were excluded 
from that standard altogether. This is 
not the only example of religious lib-
erty under attack. Among its many 
other maladies, ObamaCare likewise 
struck a blow to the free religious exer-
cise of religion. 

Although President Obama has called 
religious freedom a universal human 
right, his administration apparently 
paid that fundamental liberty no re-
gard when drafting ObamaCare. Like-
wise, the Religious Freedom Restora-
tion Act plainly states that its basic 
religious protections apply to every fu-
ture Federal statute. Yet the Obama 
administration gave no consideration 
whatsoever to such religious freedom 
in formulating the President’s signa-
ture law, ObamaCare. 

As a result, dozens of lawsuits have 
challenged ObamaCare’s requirement 
that employers provided no-cost health 
insurance coverage for abortifacient 
drugs and devices as a violation of 
RFRA’s plain protections. Two of those 
cases are before the Supreme Court, 
one from the U.S. Court of Appeals for 
the Tenth Circuit and one from the 
Third Circuit. 

In the face of its clearly universal re-
quirement, the Obama administration 
nevertheless argued that the Religious 
Freedom Restoration Act does not 
apply to these plaintiffs. Despite the 
statute’s plain text, Obama officials in-
sist that the law does not apply to all 
cases after all. One step at a time, they 
seek to exclude classes of citizens from 
the basic protections of religious lib-
erty. 

My final two examples involve recent 
Supreme Court decisions. In Hosanna- 

Tabor v. EEOC, the Supreme Court 
unanimously held that the First 
Amendment’s protection for the free 
exercise of religion allows a church to 
choose its own ministers. The Obama 
administration argued instead that 
civil rights statutes trump the Con-
stitution and allow judges to dictate to 
churches who may serve as ministers. 

In fact, as the Supreme Court de-
scribed it, Obama administration law-
yers were so dismissive of religious 
freedom that they argued churches 
were no different in this regard than 
labor unions or social clubs. Can you 
imagine that? To the Obama adminis-
tration, the First Amendment and its 
protection for the free exercise of reli-
gion apparently offers no real protec-
tion at all. Thankfully, the Supreme 
Court responded this way: ‘‘We cannot 
accept the remarkable view that the 
Religion Clauses have nothing to say 
about a religious organization’s free-
dom to select its own ministers.’’ 

Finally, just 2 weeks ago, the Su-
preme Court held that allowing citi-
zens to offer a prayer of their choice to 
open a town meeting is not an estab-
lishment of religion, but four Justices 
joined a dissenting opinion arguing 
that only certain prayers, using cer-
tain language, in a certain pattern, 
would achieve a certain level of diver-
sity and therefore be permissible. Four 
Justices actually believe Federal 
judges may dictate the content and 
presentation of prayers offered by pri-
vate citizens. 

I can offer many more examples of 
how our Nation’s cherished religious 
freedom is under attack, with forces 
seeking to limit, regulate, manipulate, 
and undermine the most basic natural 
and constitutional rights we possess. 

I mentioned at the outset that three- 
quarters of the world’s population lives 
under substantial religious restriction. 
Here at home, the same percentage of 
Americans believes that religion is los-
ing its influence in American life. Lib-
eral politicians, secular activists, and 
even some judges are seeking to reduce 
religion to what Justice Antonin 
Scalia described as ‘‘a purely personal 
avocation that can be indulged entirely 
in secret, like pornography, in the pri-
vacy of one’s room.’’ 

It is no wonder that nearly one-quar-
ter of Americans say religious freedom 
is more threatened than any other 
First Amendment freedom. These re-
cent efforts mark a radical departure 
from the religious freedom that took 
root in our colonial experience, was 
nourished by the Declaration of Inde-
pendence, earned a primary place 
among our constitutional liberties, and 
has been generously applied by genera-
tions of Americans. 

The notion that religious freedom be-
longs only to some, even then only in 
private, stands in direct opposition to 
our traditions, our laws, and our be-
loved Constitution. Some peoples 
throughout the world may be bound by 
oppressive governments that strictly 
regulate who may express their reli-

gious faith, when they may practice 
the tenets of their faith, and where 
they may act according to their reli-
gious convictions. 

But that is not America’s heritage, 
and it must not be our future. Instead, 
America must once again be a beacon 
of religious freedom for all—protecting 
rights of conscience at home and pro-
moting religious liberty throughout 
the world—and I expect it to be that. 

I am hopeful our courts will come to 
their senses—the ones that aren’t 
there—and realize this was listed as 
the first freedom in the Bill of Rights 
for a very good reason; that is, because 
our Founding Fathers knew how im-
portant religion is to a nation that 
wants to be free. 

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. REID. I ask unanimous consent 

that the order for the quorum call be 
rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—EXECUTIVE 
CALENDAR 

Mr. REID. There have been a number 
of inquiries and statements made 
today, one by the Chamber of Com-
merce, saying the reason that Stanley 
Fischer, the Vice Chair of the Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve Sys-
tem, hasn’t been done is because of me. 
Try that one on for size. 

That is what happens around here. 
Here is a man who has been approved 
with a very strong vote, a strong vote, 
bipartisan vote, to be a member of the 
Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System. He is eminently quali-
fied, nationally and internationally. 
You can’t become vice chair until you 
become a member of the board. 

Janet Yellen has called, the Chair-
man of the Federal Reserve, and said: 
It would really be important. He has 
administrative duties that we need his 
help with. 

So I have made inquiry with my Re-
publican colleagues: Why don’t we do 
him? We have already approved him. 
But we have a situation around here 
where no one gets approved. We will 
eat up time, this will take hours— 
wasted time—and then we will approve 
him. In the meantime, all we do is eat 
up the taxpayers’ time. 

Anyway, without further dialog from 
me, I would simply say that the Cham-
ber of Commerce and others should un-
derstand every person on this side of 
the aisle would approve him in a sec-
ond. I would do it by unanimous con-
sent. I would have a vote as soon as we 
can, which, without having filed clo-
ture, wouldn’t be until we get back a 
week from Monday. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—CALENDAR NO. 

767 
Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-

sent that the Senate proceed to execu-
tive session to consider Calendar No. 
767, the nomination of Stanley Fischer 
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to be Vice Chairman of the Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve Sys-
tem for a term of 4 years; that the 
nomination be confirmed, the motion 
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-
nation; that any related statements be 
printed in the Record; and 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. HATCH. Mr. President, on behalf 
of Senator PAUL, I will have to object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

Mr. REID. May the RECORD be spread 
that HARRY REID, who is being blamed 
for this nomination not being put for-
ward, is not at fault. I don’t mind tak-
ing the fall for some things—and I 
probably have deserved a few things— 
but not this. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent 

that the order for the quorum call be 
rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I note for 
the record that I support Mr. Fischer 
for this position, but there is a legiti-
mate objection by a Senator on our 
side that I had to advance. I hope we 
can resolve these problems, but I ap-
preciate the distinguished majority 
leader’s attempt to do this today. 

With that, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MURPHY. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
HEITKAMP). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

THE AFFORDABLE CARE ACT 
Mr. MURPHY. Madam President, I 

want to tell my colleagues a story 
about Charlene Dill. 

On March 21 Charlene Dill was sup-
posed to bring her three children over 
to the South Orlando home of her best 
friend Kathleen. The two friends had 
cultivated a really close relationship 
since 2008. They shared every resource 
they had from debit card pins to trans-
portation to babysitting to house keys. 
They helped one another out. They es-
sentially had become each other’s safe-
ty net. 

As Kathleen described it, they 
hustled. They picked up short-term 
work. They went to every event they 
could get free tickets to for their kids. 
They lived the high life on the low-
down. They cleaned houses for friends 
just so they could afford the daily ne-

cessities of life. They were the quin-
tessential working poor, and they ex-
isted in the shadows of this economic 
recovery that is yet to reach a lot of 
average people out there. 

On March 21, when Dill never showed 
up with her three kids, who often came 
over to play with Kathleen’s 9-year-old 
daughter, Kathleen was surprised she 
didn’t even get a phone call from her 
friend Charlene. She shot her a text 
message—something along the lines of 
‘‘thanks for ditching me’’—without 
knowing what had really happened. 

Charlene, who was estranged from 
her husband, had been raising her 3 
children alone—ages, 3, 7, and 9. She 
had picked up another odd job to try to 
pay the bills. She was selling vacuums 
on commission for Rainbow Vacuums. 

On that day, in order to make enough 
money to survive and—as you will un-
derstand—keep herself alive, she made 
two last-minute appointments. At one 
of those appointments in Kissimmee, 
she collapsed and died on a stranger’s 
floor. 

Charlene had a documented heart 
condition for which she took medica-
tion, but she often could not afford the 
medication, and her friend Kathleen 
often had to turn to crowd-funding Web 
sites to help raise the money that her 
friend Charlene needed to pay for her 
heart medication. Charlene was the 
working poor, but she was also among 
the uninsured. After her death, her 
friend Kathleen used that same crowd- 
funding method that she used to occa-
sionally pay for her friend’s medication 
to pay for Charlene’s funeral. 

Florida has made the decision not to 
expand Medicaid coverage under the 
Affordable Care Act. They have made a 
decision—for political reasons—to keep 
hundreds of thousands of people such 
as Charlene among the ranks of the un-
insured. The consequences are for 
many such as Charlene absolutely 
deadly. 

Charlene died because she was on the 
outside of our health care system. Oc-
casionally she would get to see a doc-
tor and occasionally she would get the 
medication she needed for her condi-
tion—in part—because she had one 
good friend who went out of her way to 
try to help Charlene. 

The reality is that there are 5.7 mil-
lion people all across this country who 
have been denied the chance to get 
health care through Medicaid simply 
because their Governors or their State 
legislatures have decided to score a po-
litical point against a President whom 
they don’t like by refusing Federal dol-
lars in order to expand Medicaid, and 
that is what this is all about. This is 
not about good policy, this is not about 
health care, and this certainly is not 
about finances. This is just about a 
bunch of really angry Republicans that 
don’t want to participate in a health 
care reform law passed by Democrats 
even though they are essentially giving 
away the money of their constituents. 

The first reason you should do this is 
because it keeps people such as 

Charlene alive. A 2002 Harvard study of 
3 States that expanded Medicaid—Ari-
zona, Maine, and New York—showed 
that the expansion of Medicaid in those 
States was responsible for a 6-percent 
reduction in mortality as compared to 
other States. It found that for every 
500,000 adults that gained Medicaid cov-
erage, we prevent 3,000 deaths a year. 

I am not really good with quick 
math, but that is 3,000 deaths pre-
vented for 500,000 people covered by 
Medicaid. We are talking about 5.7 mil-
lion adults that are being denied Med-
icaid because of these political deci-
sions; that is a lot of people who are 
dying needlessly every year. That is 
the first reason you should do it, be-
cause it is the right and compassionate 
thing to do. 

The second reason you should do it is 
because people in States such as Vir-
ginia or Texas—there are 1.2 million 
people in Texas alone. There are 1.2 
million people who could have health 
care insurance but don’t have health 
insurance in one State because the 
Governor and legislature don’t like 
President Obama. 

This is also about those constituents 
essentially giving their money away to 
other States. The message to people in 
States such as Florida, Virginia, and 
Texas is that you are funding people 
getting insurance in other States be-
cause the Federal Government is con-
tributing almost the entire cost of this 
Medicaid expansion. Texas and Flor-
ida’s dollars are going to Washington 
and being spent to subsidize the health 
care of somebody else. It does not 
make any sense from a health care 
standpoint and it certainly doesn’t 
make any sense from a fiscal stand-
point. It is not just the taxpayers and 
patients who are getting hurt, but it is 
all the health care providers as well. 

An Urban Institute study found that 
hospitals across the country are being 
denied $294 billion because of this re-
fusal to expand Medicaid. The Pre-
siding Officer knows this because she 
has worked in and around health care 
policy her entire life. This idea that de-
nying people health care insurance de-
nies them health care is patently false. 
They get health care. They just don’t 
get it until they are so sick they show 
up at the emergency room door and 
their condition is at a crisis point, and 
then that costs infinitely more. All of 
this money we are spending could be 
spent in a different place, such as on 
preventive care, instead of on crisis 
care. 

With a new Secretary of HHS, there 
is an opportunity for these States to 
think differently. From the beginning, 
HHS has been incredibly willing to be 
flexible with Governors who are not 
quite sure of the politics of joining in 
the ACA but know it is the right thing 
to do. States such as Arkansas, Iowa, 
and Pennsylvania have come up with 
innovative programs in which they 
take the Medicaid expansion dollars 
and instead of using them to expand 
State-based Medicaid, they use those 
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dollars to help people buy private cov-
erage. It seems to make a lot of sense 
to me. 

At her confirmation hearing, Ms. 
Burwell said she was willing to con-
tinue to be as flexible as she possibly 
could with States that want to explore 
these innovative methods. Hopefully, 
with a new Secretary coming through 
the doors at HHS, maybe this is a new 
moment for these States to take an-
other look at Medicaid expansion be-
cause this is just a matter of con-
science. 

Madam President, 5.7 million people 
are going without health care and po-
tentially dying, as Charlene Dill did, 
simply because of politics. 

David from Virginia wrote: 
I am the coverage gap. I am a single 41- 

year-old male. I save Medicaid thousands of 
dollars per month by caring for my 99-year- 
old grandmother at home without pay, rath-
er than place her in a nursing home at Med-
icaid’s expense. I do not qualify for Medicaid 
even though I have a zero income. I have to 
cross the state line, into Kentucky to receive 
potentially lifesaving cancer screenings and 
hopefully receive treatment if I get bad 
news. Virginia Republicans hate the presi-
dent and governor so much, they are willing 
to let thousands of us die. It is high time 
that these delegates place human lives ahead 
of party politics and do what is right, for a 
change! 

Eight million people have signed up 
through the exchanges. Despite these 
decisions by Governors and Republican 
State legislatures, 5 to 6 million more 
have been added to Medicaid, and 3 
million young adults have coverage for 
the first time. 

Prices to the Federal Government 
are falling. We are spending trillions 
less than we thought we would spend 
on health care because of the Afford-
able Care Act. Quality is increasing. 
The number of readmissions to hos-
pitals and hospital-acquired infections 
are decreasing because we are starting 
to pay for outcomes instead of paying 
for performance. 

People are figuring out that the Af-
fordable Care Act works, and that is 
why there are fewer Republicans com-
ing to the floor of the Senate and the 
House complaining about it, and that 
is why the Koch brothers and others 
have stopped running all of these ads 
about the Affordable Care Act. 

The Affordable Care Act works, but 
it only works if leaders actually try to 
implement it. It doesn’t work if you ig-
nore it for political spite, and that is 
what is happening in State legislatures 
and Governors’ mansions all across the 
country. 

We have a new Secretary of HHS and 
a new willingness of a lot of Republican 
Governors, including Mike Pence in In-
diana, to take a look at trying to re-
verse this reality for 51⁄2 million people 
who—if not for the political actions of 
their State leaders—could also figure 
out, as millions and millions of others 
are doing on a daily basis across the 
country, that the Affordable Care Act 
works. 

I yield the floor and note the absence 
of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wyoming. 

Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, I 
ask unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

HEALTH CARE 
Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, I 

come to the floor after having just 
heard my friend and colleague from 
Connecticut talk about the health care 
law. As a doctor, I am always happy to 
hear about people who are getting bet-
ter care. My concern is that there are 
so many people across this country 
who have been hurt as a result of this 
health care law that I feel compelled to 
speak about so many of the side effects 
of the President’s health care law and 
families who are seeing the govern-
ment waste massive amounts of money 
that is not going for care. It is not 
helping people actually get better. It is 
not giving them the care they need 
from a doctor they choose at lower 
costs, which is what the President 
promised when he said premiums would 
drop by $2,500. 

I heard the President, as well as my 
colleague here today, say that this law 
will help keep people out of emergency 
rooms and they will go to primary care 
doctors instead. So I feel compelled to 
come to the floor to share with my col-
leagues a study that just came out on 
Wednesday, and perhaps some Members 
of the Senate who weren’t aware of it 
will be made aware that the emergency 
room visits actually have been going 
up, not down, despite the law. This was 
the headline in the Wall Street Journal 
this past Wednesday, May 21: ‘‘ER Vis-
its Rise Despite Law. Health Act Isn’t 
Cutting Volume.’’ 

I will point out a couple of things 
mentioned in this article. It starts off: 

Early evidence suggests that emergency 
rooms have become busier since the Afford-
able Care Act expanded insurance coverage 
this year, despite the law’s goal of reducing 
unnecessary care in ERs. 

My colleague said emergency rooms 
aren’t going to be needed as much. 
Well, despite the law’s goal of reducing 
unnecessary care in ERs, what we see 
is an expensive side effect of the Presi-
dent’s health care law. 

It goes on to say: 
Democrats who designed the 2010 health 

law hoped it would do the opposite. They 
wanted to give the uninsured better access 
to primary-care doctors who could treat rou-
tine ailments and prevent chronic diseases, 
with the intent of keeping patients out of 
the ER. The median ER charge was more 
than $1,200 for the most frequent outpatient 
diagnoses in a study of over 8,000 ER visits in 
the years 2006–08, said a 2013 report funded in 
part by the National Institutes of Health. 

This is a report by the NIH. 
Instead, the ER doctor group’s research 

and several other recent studies suggest that 
people who gain private insurance are more 
likely to seek emergency care. 

Not more likely to go to a family 
physician, not more likely to go to 
their own internist or pediatrician; 
more likely to go to the emergency 
room—the most expensive place for 
care—despite what the President told 
the American people. 

Among the reasons is that a shortage of 
primary-care providers in some regions has 
made it difficult for patients to get appoint-
ments. 

So why is there a shortage? Well, if 
the President’s health care law actu-
ally focused on training physicians, 
putting money into educating and 
training more providers, instead of put-
ting all of this money into hiring IRS 
agents to examine Americans’ tax re-
turns to make sure they check the box 
that says they have insurance and can 
provide proof of that, perhaps we 
wouldn’t have these problems. But now 
we are seeing a very expensive side ef-
fect of the President’s health care law. 

While we can celebrate people who 
are helped by the law, there are so 
many people being hurt by the law in 
every State around this great country. 
We heard about a family from Con-
necticut who has benefited from the 
law. There are many who have been 
hurt. 

There is a couple in Sharon, CT, ac-
cording to NBC Connecticut. They were 
dropped, according to the headline, 
from their health care plan. It says: 

A Sharon couple says they are running out 
of options after being dropped from their 
ObamaCare insurance plan. John and Dawn 
DiMarco signed up for an Affordable Care 
Act plan through the state health insurance 
exchange during open enrollment. They re-
ceived their insurance card and were covered 
but their bill was thousands of dollars more 
than advertised. 

What could happen there? 
It says: 
They spent weeks going back and forth 

with various State agencies and the insur-
ance company to try to get answers. 

This is dated May 13 of this year. 
Then, this month, their carrier, Anthem 

BlueCross BlueShield, sent them a cancella-
tion notice. The DiMarcos have been so frus-
trated with trying to get answers that they 
posted a sign outside their home that reads— 

This is in Connecticut— 
‘‘We have no insurance because Access 

Health has a computer glitch.’’ 

It’s stressful, says Mr. DiMarco. It’s 
overwhelming. 

So why did this happen? 
Well, NBC Connecticut contacted Ac-

cess Health Connecticut, and they told 
them that it had to do with a computer 
issue with a vendor, and when this gen-
tleman went back to change informa-
tion during the enrollment process, a 
new form was sent to the insurance 
company, but that form didn’t include 
the couple’s subsidy. So the form pa-
perwork was wrong. 

How could this happen? Is it just this 
one DiMarco couple whom this has 
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happened to in Connecticut? Not ac-
cording to a front-page story in the 
Washington Post the other day. The 
headline is ‘‘Federal health-care sub-
sidies may be too high or too low for 
more than 1 Million Americans’’—pay-
ing incorrect subsidies to more than 1 
million Americans for their health 
plans, and the government has been un-
able so far to fix the errors. 

The President of the United States 
goes on TV and says to the Democrats: 
Forcefully defend and be proud. 

Who in America can be proud of the 
mess the President and his administra-
tion have made of the Web site and this 
health care bill? Once again, we see, as 
the Washington Post points out, impor-
tant aspects of the Web site remain de-
fective. They cannot fix this. Actually, 
I am not even sure how hard they are 
trying. People have been sending in pa-
perwork. They are expecting, perhaps, 
by the end of the summer to be able to 
address the problem that there are 1 
million Americans whose Federal 
health care subsidies may be either too 
high or too low. 

‘‘Forcefully defend and be proud.’’ 
Where are they? Where are these de-
fenders? It is sad because the idea is 
this is to actually help people get care. 
What people have gotten is headaches 
and heartaches and one problem after 
another. 

It is also interesting, as a doctor who 
has been very involved with preventive 
care and working on early detection of 
problems and as somebody who has 
been the medical director of the Wyo-
ming health fairs—I think it is impor-
tant to screen people for problems. It is 
interesting. The New York Times even 
reported in an article written on April 
30 on the problem with the health care 
law that it favors screening over diag-
nosis. So here is one of the issues that 
come into play. 

My wife is a breast cancer survivor. 
She has been through three operations, 
chemotherapy twice, radiation, the 
whole thing. She is now cancer free. We 
are delighted. So I think screening 
tests are important. But this is the 
problem with this law that I believe 
very few Democrats read—very few of 
the people who voted for it read. I be-
lieve that about Members of the House 
and Members of the Senate. I read it 
cover to cover, but I believe many 
Members who voted for it never read it. 

They say: Diagnosis is what we offer 
to those who have no signs or symp-
toms of disease. Because diagnosis isn’t 
prevention, it is subject to deductibles 
and copays. 

So if somebody actually has a diag-
nosis of something, there are 
deductibles and copays, but if it is just 
a screening test, no signs or symptoms, 
then it is covered. 

The New York Times goes on: 
In other words: A woman over 40 can have 

a free screening mammogram. 

She shows up and says: I want a free 
screening mammogram. But if she no-
tices a breast lump and goes to her doc-
tor to have it evaluated, well, then it is 

not a screening mammogram. Then it 
is not a free test. So she will pay for 
the diagnostic mammogram that costs 
$300. 

This goes on: 
So the woman at lower risk for cancer—the 

one with no signs or symptoms of the dis-
ease—has an incentive to be tested, while the 
woman at higher risk—the one with the 
lump—faces a disincentive. 

So she goes to the doctor. This goes 
on and says that the problem is they 
are now pressuring doctors to fraudu-
lently change the paperwork so it com-
plies with the screening test and not a 
diagnostic test. Doctors don’t want to 
do that because they want to be hon-
est. Yet the incentives set up in this 
program are to discourage the woman 
who finds a lump from actually going 
in to have the test, while encouraging 
somebody off the street to go in and 
have a similar test. It is a great con-
cern. 

So when I see a colleague come to the 
floor to say that the health care law, in 
his opinion, works—I will tell my col-
leagues, this is an Associated Press 
story that says: ‘‘Consumers frustrated 
by new health plans as they find their 
doctors are not included.’’ They can’t 
go to their doctor. 

This is a story out of California. 
Michelle Pool is one of those cus-
tomers. Before enrolling in a new 
health plan on California’s exchange, 
she checked whether her longtime pri-
mary care doctor was covered. This 
woman, Michelle Pool—60 years of age, 
a diabetic; she has had back surgery 
and a hip replacement—purchased the 
plan only to find that the insurer was 
mistaken; the doctor wasn’t included. 
So her $352-a-month gold plan, she said, 
was cheaper than what she had paid 
under her husband’s insurance and it 
seemed like a good deal because of her 
numerous preexisting conditions. 

I understand preexisting conditions 
as the husband of a woman who has 
been through breast cancer treatment. 
This goes on to say: 

But after her insurance card came in the 
mail, the Vista, California resident learned 
her doctor wasn’t taking her new insurance. 

It goes on to say, quoting this 
woman: 

‘‘It’s not fun when you’ve had a doctor for 
years and years that you can confide in and 
he knows you,’’ Pool said. ‘‘I’m extremely 
discouraged. I’m stuck.’’ 

This is an American who is stuck and 
hurt by the health care law. It goes on 
to say: 

The dilemma undercuts President 
Obama’s— 

This is an Associated Press article— 
The dilemma undercuts President Obama’s 

2009 pledge that: ‘‘If you like your doctor, 
you will be able to keep your doctor, pe-
riod.’’ 

The President said: ‘‘period.’’ But one 
of the side effects of the President’s 
health care law is that people are con-
tinuing to lose their doctors. 

It goes on to say: 
Consumer frustration over losing doctors 

comes as the Obama administration is still 

celebrating a victory with more than 8 mil-
lion enrollees in its first year. 

There are astronomical concerns that 
people across the country are express-
ing about this health care law. And 
yet—and yet—we see one Member of 
the other party coming to the floor and 
saying: Oh, it is working. 

The American people do not believe 
it is. 

People get insurance through work. 
The laws are interesting. This is a 
story from Ohio about the cost because 
that is what really people were con-
cerned about when we wanted to do 
health care reform; it was to say let’s 
get the cost down. The President prom-
ised families would see a $2,500 reduc-
tion in the cost of their insurance poli-
cies in a year once all of this was im-
plemented. But one of the side effects 
is actually higher premiums. This arti-
cle talks about a man who owns a pop-
ular brew pub in Cleveland. He has 
fewer than 50 full-time employees. So 
he is classified under the health care 
law as a small business, which means 
he does not actually have to provide 
health insurance to his employees. But 
he has been doing so. He has been doing 
so since he opened this pub a number of 
years ago, and he has done it in spite of 
some fairly significant jumps in the 
cost of the insurance. 

He said: ‘‘They just seemed to keep 
going up every year.’’ 

He opened this pub in 2009. One year 
he got an increase of 38 percent; an-
other it was 11 percent. 

The article says: ‘‘This year, under 
the Affordable Care Act, he saw an-
other hike—this one about 20 percent.’’ 
So he is seeing higher premiums. He 
said: ‘‘It just seems odd that we get 
such a drastic price increase when 
nothing has really changed with us as 
far as our employees and health 
issues.’’ 

Most of the workers at [his place] are in 
their 20s and 30s. They are healthy, enthusi-
astic about their jobs. . . . 

They like the fact that they get in-
surance, but they are getting priced 
out of the market. That is the concern 
about this: the health care law is mak-
ing premiums go up. 

From today, Thursday, May 22, The 
Hill newspaper, right here in Wash-
ington, DC: ‘‘Premium hike drumbeat 
before Nov. Election Day.’’ 

People continue to be shocked by the 
increases in the cost of their insurance, 
and they are going to go up again 
across the country. There are a number 
of reasons for that. We have seen it in 
North Carolina, where I expect this is 
going to be discussed and debated over 
the next months. 

Blue Cross and Blue Shield of North Caro-
lina. . . . 

This comes from the Herald-Sun in 
North Carolina: ObamaCare enrollees 
older, sicker than insurer forecast— 
older and sicker than what the Presi-
dent told—actually it was not the 
President; it was Kathleen Sebelius, 
the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services, when she described what she 
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thought success would look like in 
terms of the number of young healthy 
people who would sign up. It says: 

Blue Cross and Blue Shield of North Caro-
lina officials said— 

This is dated May 8— 
. . . that they found that the people who 

enrolled in the individual Affordable Care 
Act plans it sold on the online health ex-
changes were older and sicker than expected. 

That may mean higher rates— 

Higher premiums— 
for Affordable Care Act plans in the future. 
. . . 

The insurer’s vice president of health 
policy said: ‘‘[It’s] a concern when we 
think about future premiums.’’ 

They have great concerns about the 
amount things are going to go up. That 
is not what people want. People wanted 
affordable care. They wanted access to 
care. They wanted to get the care they 
need from a doctor they choose at 
lower cost. What they see is waste— 
money not going to help people get 
care, but money being wasted. 

I found it interesting coming out of 
Missouri, a story about how an 
ObamaCare contractor pays employees 
to spend their days doing nothing— 
doing nothing—paying their employees 
to do nothing. 

‘‘A billion dollar government contract in-
volving hundreds of local workers at an 
ObamaCare processing center. . . . ’’ 

So these are people hired by the gov-
ernment or a contractor to work at an 
ObamaCare processing center—hun-
dreds of local workers. 

‘‘But now employees on the inside are step-
ping forward, asking, Is this why we’re 
broke? Some of them claim to spend most of 
their day doing nothing,’’. . . . 

This is reported in St. Louis. 
The contractor is called Serco and local re-

porters discovered that, despite there not 
being any work to be done, the government 
contractor is still hiring. 

Why would they be hiring? Because 
they get a percent of the action. That 
is why they are hiring. They are hiring 
people to not do anything, to take the 
paycheck. The article continues: 

‘‘The company is still hiring,’’ says a local 
reporter. ‘‘A current employee wonders why. 
. . . After providing proof of employment, 
this . . . employee agreed to speak through 
the phone with their voice altered. The em-
ployee says hundreds of employees spend 
much of the day staring at computer screens, 
with little or no work to do.’’ 

The reporter asks the employee, ‘‘Are 
there some days where a data entry person 
may not process a single application?’’ 

Not a single application? The person 
who works there said: ‘‘There are 
weeks’’—weeks—‘‘when a data entry 
person would not process an applica-
tion.’’ 

The anonymous employee says the con-
tract gets paid by the federal government 
per employee hired. 

That is why they are continuing to 
hire—because the company gets paid 
by the Federal Government per em-
ployee hired, which is why it is in their 
interest to have a bunch of employees 
sitting around all day doing nothing. 

So I have to feel an obligation, when 
I hear a statement on the floor being 
made that says: Well, a lot fewer peo-
ple are going to go to the emergency 
room; it is going to save money—that 
has not happened. Studies from emer-
gency room doctors, work from the 
NIH said it is not happening. The exact 
opposite has happened—a side effect of 
the health care law, when we see that 
people are not able to keep their doc-
tors, in spite of the President prom-
ising people that if you like your doc-
tor, you can keep your doctor. I feel 
compelled to come to the floor and 
share that story with those of us who 
care about care for patients, who care 
about finding a way to make sure pa-
tients get the care they need from a 
doctor they choose at lower cost. That 
is what people want. They know what 
they want. They want access to care. 
They want affordable care. They want 
care, they want choices, and they want 
quality care. 

I believe this health care law is turn-
ing out to be bad for patients, bad for 
providers—the doctors, the nurses, the 
paramedics, the nurse practitioners— 
who take care of those patients, and 
terrible for the taxpayers when we hear 
stories like this one out of Missouri, 
which says the employees are being 
paid to sit around and do nothing, 
when we hear there are a million peo-
ple who are just waiting to try to get 
the government to correct something 
that should have been fixed in the be-
ginning, when the President, 4 days be-
fore the Web site opened up in October, 
said: easier to use than Amazon, cheap-
er than your cell phone; keep your doc-
tor if you like your doctor—there was 
so much misleading of the American 
public—and then when he says stand 
and forcefully defend and be proud of 
this health care law. 

I think it is very hard to defend what 
the President and the Democrats have 
forced down the throats of the Amer-
ican public, and it is very hard to be 
proud of the kind of abuse and waste in 
a system that—whatever the inten-
tions—has proven to the American pub-
lic to be something they do not want, 
that they want to have replaced with 
an opportunity to have access, afford-
ability, choice, and quality. By adopt-
ing proposals in a step-by-step fashion 
that Republicans have been pro-
moting—to deal with those sorts of 
things of access, affordability, choice, 
and quality—we can try to ultimately 
get the American public what they 
need and what they asked for in the be-
ginning: the care they need from a doc-
tor they choose at lower costs. 

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. 
Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF KEITH M. HAR-
PER FOR THE RANK OF AMBAS-
SADOR DURING HIS TENURE OF 
SERVICE AS UNITED STATES 
REPRESENTATIVE TO THE U.N. 
HUMAN RIGHTS COUNCIL 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I move 
to proceed to executive session to con-
sider Calendar No. 633. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The legislative clerk read the nomi-

nation of Keith M. Harper, of Mary-
land, for the rank of Ambassador dur-
ing his tenure of service as United 
States Representative to the U.N. 
Human Rights Council. 

CLOTURE MOTION 
Mr. REID. Madam President, there is 

a cloture motion at the desk on this 
matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to report 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, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the nomination 
of Keith M. Harper, of Maryland, for the 
rank of Ambassador during his tenure of 
service as United States Representative to 
the UN Human Rights Council. 

Harry Reid, Robert Menendez, Patrick J. 
Leahy, Elizabeth Warren, Barbara A. 
Mikulski, Jack Reed, Richard 
Blumenthal, Carl Levin, Christopher 
Murphy, Kirsten E. Gillibrand, Sheldon 
Whitehouse, Patty Murray, Thomas R. 
Carper, John D. Rockefeller IV, Jeff 
Merkley, Richard J. Durbin, Benjamin 
L. Cardin. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the mandatory quorum under rule 
XXII be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to 
legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF SHARON Y. 
BOWEN TO BE A COMMISSIONER 
OF THE COMMODITY FUTURES 
TRADING COMMISSION 

Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to 
executive session to consider Calendar 
No. 755. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
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The legislative clerk read the nomi-

nation of Sharon Y. Bowen, of New 
York, to be a Commissioner of the 
Commodity Futures Trading Commis-
sion for a term expiring April 13, 2018. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. REID. I send a cloture motion to 
the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to report 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, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the nomination 
of Sharon Y. Bowen, of New York, to be a 
Commissioner of the Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission. 

Harry Reid, Debbie Stabenow, Richard J. 
Durbin, Barbara Boxer, Michael F. 
Bennet, Benjamin L. Cardin, Ron 
Wyden, Joe Donnelly, Christopher A. 
Coons, Mark Begich, Tim Kaine, Rob-
ert P. Casey, Jr., Sherrod Brown, Pat-
rick J. Leahy, Tom Harkin, Angus S. 
King, Jr., Amy Klobuchar. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the mandatory quorum under rule 
XXII be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. REID. I move to proceed to legis-
lative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF MARK G. 
MASTROIANNI TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR 
THE DISTRICT OF MASSACHU-
SETTS 

Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to 
executive session to consider Calendar 
No. 691. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The legislative clerk read the nomi-

nation of Mark G. Mastroianni, of Mas-
sachusetts, to be United States Dis-
trict Judge for the District of Massa-
chusetts. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. REID. I send a cloture motion to 
the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to report 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, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the nomination 

of Mark G. Mastroianni, of Massachusetts, to 
be United States District Judge for the Dis-
trict of Masssachusetts. 

Harry Reid, Patrick J. Leahy, Al 
Franken, Barbara Boxer, Christopher 
A. Coons, Richard J. Durbin, Sherrod 
Brown, Richard Blumenthal, Carl 
Levin, Bill Nelson, Amy Klobuchar, 
Robert P. Casey, Jr., Elizabeth Warren, 
Sheldon Whitehouse, Mazie K. Hirono, 
Tom Harkin, Tom Udall. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the mandatory quorum under rule 
XXII be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to 
legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF BRUCE HOWE 
HENDRICKS TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR 
THE DISTRICT OF SOUTH CARO-
LINA 

Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to 
executive session to consider Calendar 
No. 692. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The legislative clerk read the nomi-

nation of Bruce Howe Hendricks, of 
South Carolina, to be United States 
District Judge for the District of South 
Carolina. 

CLOTURE MOTION 
Mr. REID. There is a cloture motion 

at the desk on file with the clerk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-

ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to report 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, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the nomination 
of Bruce Howe Hendricks, of South Carolina, 
to be United States District Judge for the 
District of South Carolina. 

Harry Reid, Patrick J. Leahy, Al 
Franken, Barbara Boxer, Christopher 
A. Coons, Richard J. Durbin, Sherrod 
Brown, Richard Blumenthal, Carl 
Levin, Bill Nelson, Amy Klobuchar, 
Robert P. Casey, Jr., Elizabeth Warren, 
Sheldon Whitehouse, Mazie K. Hirono, 
Tom Harkin, Tom Udall. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the mandatory quorum under rule 
XXII be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to 
legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF TANYA S. 
CHUTKAN TO BE UNITED STATES 
DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DIS-
TRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to 
executive session to consider Calendar 
No. 733. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The legislative clerk read the nomi-

nation of Tanya S. Chutkan, of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, to be United States 
District Judge for the District of Co-
lumbia. 

CLOTURE MOTION 
Mr. REID. Madam President, there is 

a cloture motion filed at the desk. I 
ask that it be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to report 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, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the nomination 
of Tanya S. Chutkan, of the District of Co-
lumbia, to be United States District Judge 
for the District of Columbia. 

Harry Reid, Patrick J. Leahy, Al 
Franken, Barbara Boxer, Christopher 
A. Coons, Richard J. Durbin, Sherrod 
Brown, Richard Blumenthal, Carl 
Levin, Bill Nelson, Amy Klobuchar, 
Robert P. Casey, Jr., Elizabeth Warren, 
Sheldon Whitehouse, Mazie K. Hirono, 
Tom Harkin, Tom Udall. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the mandatory quorum under rule 
XXII be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to 
legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF SYLVIA MAT-
HEWS BURWELL TO BE SEC-
RETARY OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 

Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to 
executive session to consider Calendar 
No. 798. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
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The legislative clerk read the nomi-

nation of Sylvia Mathews Burwell, of 
West Virginia, to be Secretary of 
Health and Human Services. 

CLOTURE MOTION 
Mr. REID. There is a cloture motion 

on file at the desk and I ask that it be 
reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to report 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, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the nomination 
of Sylvia Mathews Burwell, of West Virginia, 
to be Secretary of Health and Human Serv-
ices. 

Harry Reid, Ron Wyden, Tom Harkin, 
Richard J. Durbin, Barbara Boxer, Mi-
chael F. Bennet, Debbie Stabenow, 
Benjamin L. Cardin, Mary Landrieu, 
Mark Begich, Joe Donnelly, Tim Kaine, 
Robert P. Casey, Jr., Sherrod Brown, 
Patrick J. Leahy, Tom Harkin, Angus 
S. King, Jr. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the mandatory quorum under rule 
XXII be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to 
legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent the Senate proceed 
to a period of morning business, with 
Senators allowed to speak for up to 10 
minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

RECOGNIZING REMOTE ACCESS 
MEDICAL 

Mr. REID. Madam President, fans of 
the popular reality television series 
‘‘Wild Kingdom’’ may recall watching 
Stan Brock wrestle giant anacondas in 
the Amazon and corral wildebeests in 
the Serengeti, but for the past three 
decades, he has been engaged in a very 
different kind of struggle. In 1985, he 
founded a nonprofit organization 
known as Remote Area Medical, RAM, 
with the stated goal of ‘‘addressing the 
needless pain and suffering caused by 
the lack of healthcare in impoverished, 
underserved, and isolated areas.’’ Since 
its inception, RAM has hosted 724 free 
medical events in which over 80,000 vol-
unteers have delivered $75 million in 
free medical, dental and vision care. It 
is not uncommon for patients to travel 
hundreds of miles to attend one of 
these events or to sleep in their cars 
while they wait for the free clinics to 
open. 

Last month, I had the opportunity to 
witness RAM in action when they held 
a 3-day medical event at Hug High 
School in Reno, NV. In the short time 
I was there, I saw hundreds of Nevad-
ans filter through the clinic to receive 
much needed dental work, vaccina-
tions, eye exams, free glasses, mental 
health screenings, and general medical 
work ups—all with short waits and at 
no cost to the patients. The patients 
attending the clinic were so grateful to 
finally receive a much needed x ray, 
pair of glasses, and many other serv-
ices. I spoke with many of the volun-
teers—doctors, nurses, dentists—and 
they were all thrilled to be a part 
something so meaningful that fills a 
void for individuals who have no other 
way to access some of these critical 
services. A similar scene played out in 
Las Vegas earlier in the month, where 
RAM held a 2-day event at Bonanza 
High School. In total, the RAM team of 
597 volunteers served 1,712 patients and 
provided almost one-half million dol-
lars in care during their two expedi-
tions in Nevada last month. 

RAM was able to bring these events 
to Nevada because it is one of only a 
few States that allows licensed medical 
professionals from other States to vol-
unteer at free medical services events. 
I have witnessed firsthand the value of 
these events—both for the patients 
they serve and for those volunteers 
who want to find a way to donate their 
professional expertise in a meaningful 
way. That is why I am convinced that 
we need Federal legislation that will 
allow medical practitioners to cross 
State lines to provide free volunteer 
care. Senator BOXER has been working 
to craft such legislation, and I look for-
ward to supporting her in this effort. 

Stan Brock’s work has been exem-
plary. Through his efforts, hundreds of 
thousands of people in need of have re-
ceived proper healthcare—some for the 
first time in their lives. My own appre-
ciation for RAM was cemented as I per-
sonally witnessed this noble work. 
Watching Stan and his team work to-
gether to help so many unfortunate Ne-
vadans was a moving experience for 
me. I thank Stan Brock, RAM, and all 
of the selfless volunteers for giving so 
much of themselves to those with so 
little. 

f 

VETERANS HEALTH CARE 
Ms. MIKULSKI. Madam President, I 

come to the floor today in recognition 
of the approaching Memorial Day holi-
day to express my deepest gratitude, 
respect, and appreciation for the men 
and women of our Armed Forces and 
for our veterans. In order to commemo-
rate our vets, the first bill to be 
marked up and passed out of my Appro-
priations Committee was the Fiscal 
Year 2015 Military Construction, Vet-
erans Affairs, and Related Agencies 
bill. I wanted to make sure that there 
is no question in anyone’s mind that 
veterans are my No. 1 priority. 

As the chairwoman of the Senate Ap-
propriations Committee, I have put 

money in the Federal checkbook to im-
prove the veterans health care system 
so that wounded and disabled warriors 
get the care and benefits they need. I 
have worked to ensure veterans suf-
fering from post-traumatic stress dis-
order, PTSD, or a traumatic brain in-
jury, TBI, receive better diagnosis and 
treatment through the Defense Depart-
ment and the VA. 

In the bill that passed out of my 
committee today, we established even 
more checks on the VA by including an 
additional $5 million to investigate the 
wait time practices at all VA medical 
treatment facilities nationwide. Our 
committee must invoke even more 
oversight to ensure that the tragedy 
that occurred at the Phoenix, AZ VA 
hospital is not repeated again in other 
hospitals. The greatest power my com-
mittee has is holding the VA account-
able by closing the purse strings of 
their budget. One way we are doing 
this is by restricting performance bo-
nuses for medical directors, assistant 
directors, and senior executive services 
staff until after the inspector general 
completes its audit on wait times at 
nationwide veterans treatment facili-
ties. We need to continue to ensure 
that the VA is being held accountable. 
That is why I, along with a number of 
my colleagues, sent a letter to Presi-
dent Obama demanding an investiga-
tion by the VA’s IG to evaluate the se-
cret lists being kept at the Phoenix VA 
hospital. 

I have also led the charge to reduce 
the backlog in processing veterans’ dis-
ability claims. I brought Secretary 
Shinseki to Baltimore to create a sense 
of urgency to end the backlog by 2015. 
I used my power as chairwoman of the 
Appropriations Committee to convene 
a hearing with the top brass in the 
military, VA, and members of the com-
mittee to identify challenges and get 
moving on solutions. I cut across agen-
cies to break down smokestacks and 
developed a 10-point Checklist for 
Change enacted as part of the fiscal 
year 2014 Omnibus appropriations bill. 
This plan includes better funding, bet-
ter technology, better training, and 
better oversight of the VA. 

I believe we must keep the promises 
we have made to our veterans. We can 
do this by giving them the same qual-
ity of service they gave us and by pro-
viding them with the care they de-
serve. 

We made a sacred commitment to 
honor those who served by giving them 
the benefits they have earned. I will 
continue to fight for better benefits 
and treatment for our vets. And I am 
committed to holding the VA account-
able through the powers provided to me 
through the Appropriations Com-
mittee. 

f 

MEMORIAL DAY 

Mr. COCHRAN. Madam President, on 
Memorial Day 2014, I will join a grate-
ful nation in paying homage to the 
men and women of our Armed Forces 
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who have given their lives to defend 
this Nation. 

The people of Mississippi are proud 
and supportive of those in military 
service. On Memorial Day, citizens all 
across our State will join other Ameri-
cans to remember, honor, and say a 
prayer of thanksgiving for those who 
gave their lives in service to their 
country. We will also remember and 
comfort their families, who mourn the 
loss of loved ones. We will enjoy the 
fellowship of our friends and neighbors 
with whom we enjoy the liberty that 
has been so preciously guarded by the 
fallen. 

The national day of commemoration 
that we observe today evolved from a 
practice first started in the aftermath 
of the Civil War. In April 1866, citizens 
of Columbus, MS, started what became 
Decoration Day, time set aside to deco-
rate the graves of Confederate and 
Union soldiers alike. That tradition of 
honoring all those who have paid the 
ultimate sacrifice continues to this 
day. It is the right thing to do. 

While we naturally look back to bat-
tles now consigned to history, we will 
also honor those brave men and women 
who, in more recent times, have died 
for their country. This Memorial Day 
2014, my State will remember Army 
SPC Terry K.D. Gordon of Shubuta, 
MS, who lost his life in a helicopter ac-
cident in Now Bahar, Afghanistan, on 
December 18, 2013. We will mourn his 
loss and honor him for his courage, 
dedication and sacrifice. 

This Memorial Day should also 
prompt us to recommit ourselves to 
meeting our obligations to the men and 
women who take up arms to protect 
this great Nation. The serious prob-
lems that surround the delivery of ben-
efits and services we owe to our vet-
erans are unacceptable. The Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs has an impor-
tant and sacred mission to uphold the 
full faith and trust of our government’s 
commitment to our veterans. 

As I observe Memorial Day and honor 
those who have given their lives to 
their country, I will also be mindful of 
our commitment to protect and sup-
port veterans and their families. 

f 

SKI AREA RECREATIONAL 
OPPORTUNITY ENHANCEMENT ACT 

Mr. UDALL of Colorado. Madam 
President, I wish to highlight an im-
portant milestone in our work in Con-
gress. I speak of my legislation to cre-
ate year-round, sustainable jobs in 
mountain communities around the 
country while expanding opportunities 
for Americans to enjoy the great out-
doors through the expansion of summer 
recreational opportunities at ski areas. 
On April 17, 2014, the U.S. Forest Serv-
ice issued its final directives for imple-
menting my Ski Area Recreational Op-
portunity Act, a law that allows and 
encourages ski areas on national for-
ests to offer new activities for all sea-
sons, such as expanded hiking and 
mountain biking, Frisbee golf, climb-

ing walls, mountain coasters, zip lines, 
ropes courses, special events, and other 
popular activities. 

I am proud to have led this bipar-
tisan effort, from my time in the 
House, where I first introduced the Ski 
Area Recreational Opportunity En-
hancement Act, to here in the Senate, 
where we saw the president sign it into 
law in 2011. After its passage, I worked 
with stakeholders and the U.S. Forest 
Service to make sure that the law’s im-
plementation empowers site-specific 
decisions that are appropriate for ski 
areas and local communities. This al-
lows for the greatest opportunity for 
success in achieving the bill’s main 
goals: boosting rural economies and 
promoting outdoor recreation. I would 
like to thank my colleagues Senators 
FEINSTEIN, HELLER, and BARRASSO for 
working with me to ensure this would 
happen. 

Ski areas across the country and es-
pecially in my home State of Colorado 
have embraced the new flexibility pro-
vided by the Ski Area Recreational Op-
portunity Enhancement Act. Since its 
passage, they have been proposing 
projects to create activities for all sea-
sons. I encourage the U.S. Forest Serv-
ice to quickly review these proposals 
and to reach the best decision for each 
local project and community. That in-
cludes allowing for public input as pre-
scribed by the National Environmental 
Policy Act. The local U.S. Forest Serv-
ice land managers have a strong record 
of successfully working with ski areas 
to manage these long-running partner-
ships and that record is one of the rea-
sons I advocated for a flexible directive 
empowering local decisionmaking. 

I want to thank the U.S. Forest Serv-
ice for finalizing a directive that pro-
vides that flexibility. 

The U.S. Forest Service estimates 
that expanded recreational opportuni-
ties at ski areas will increase summer 
visits to national forests by 600,000 peo-
ple each year, create 600 full or part- 
time jobs and inject nearly $40 million 
into mountain communities. I think we 
all can agree these are substantial 
gains for rural economies and a testa-
ment to the importance of these ski 
areas to the recreation community and 
the American public at large. 

I also would like to recognize the im-
portant support of our other cospon-
sors: Senators MURRAY, BENNET, RISCH, 
SHAHEEN, ENZI, CANTWELL, AYOTTE, 
SANDERS, REID, LEAHY, and STABENOW. 
It was a strong bipartisan effort and I 
know we are all eager to see projects 
get underway to benefit rural econo-
mies and the recreating public. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

COOKS FROM THE VALLEY 
∑ Mrs. BOXER. Madam President, I 
want to commend the extraordinary 
work of Cooks from the Valley, a vol-
unteer organization dedicated to sup-
porting our Nation’s servicemembers, 
veterans and their families. 

Cooks from the Valley was estab-
lished in Bakersfield, CA, by local resi-
dent Tom Anton, to bring the taste of 
home cooking to military members 
stationed all over the world. 

What first began with one person in 
Bakersfield has grown to a diverse 
group of service-minded volunteers 
from coast to coast bound by one com-
mon goal: to say thank you to the men 
and women who serve in the U.S. 
Armed Forces. 

Our military members and their fam-
ilies have made tremendous sacrifices 
and they deserve nothing less than the 
full and enduring support of a grateful 
nation. As co-chair of the Senate Mili-
tary Family Caucus, I want to express 
my deepest gratitude to everyone at 
Cooks from the Valley—Mr. Anton, the 
volunteers, and many community sup-
porters for their steadfast support of 
our servicemembers, veterans, and 
their families. 

These dedicated Americans gener-
ously volunteer their time and re-
sources to travel to all corners of the 
globe, providing our servicemembers 
with a taste of home that has boosted 
the spirits and filled the stomachs of 
those who put their lives on the line 
each and every day in service to our 
Nation. Cooks from the Valley’s unique 
way of giving back to our military men 
and women should be an inspiration to 
us all. 

As Americans, we have an obligation 
to give back to those who give so much 
for us. For many years, Cooks from the 
Valley has worked to fulfill this re-
sponsibility and I know they will con-
tinue to make a difference in the lives 
of our military families for many years 
to come.∑ 

f 

MILITARY APPRECIATION MONTH 
∑ Mr. CARDIN. Madam President, I 
wish to recognize our military service-
members, their families, and all vet-
erans who have sacrificed in the service 
of this great country. After a long win-
ter, Americans are finally enjoying the 
outdoors and spending precious time 
with their loved ones this month. But 
we should always remember that we 
enjoy these freedoms because the 
Guard, Reserve, and Active members of 
the U.S. military remain diligent, 
ready and willing to serve and sac-
rifice. 

We celebrate our 15th annual Na-
tional Military Appreciation Month 
this year, thanks to the leadership of 
my colleague Senator MCCAIN, who 
sponsored legislation in 1999 that set 
aside an entire month to honor, re-
member, and appreciate the patriotism 
and dedication of the military and 
their families. Military Appreciation 
Month includes specific recognition of 
Loyalty Day on May 1, Victory in Eu-
rope Day on May 8, Military Spouse 
Appreciation Day on May 9, Armed 
Forces Day on May 17, and, most im-
portantly, Memorial Day on May 26. 

From the American Revolution to 
the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan, mili-
tary men and women have always made 
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enormous sacrifices in order to defend 
our Nation. I am inspired by their pa-
triotism, their courage, and their dedi-
cation to freedom. Military Apprecia-
tion Month also recognizes the more 
than 90 million Americans who have 
family members serving in the mili-
tary. Military families are also making 
tremendous sacrifices on behalf of the 
American people, and they are equally 
deserving of recognition during Na-
tional Military Appreciation Month. 

Recent events have provided another 
reminder of the constant guard our 
brave servicemembers provide. Earlier 
this year, 24-year-old PO2 Mark Mayo 
of Hagerstown, MD, gave his life, with-
out hesitation, to protect his fellow 
shipmate. As a civilian assaulted a fel-
low sailor and grabbed her gun, Petty 
Officer Mayo stepped into harm’s way, 
shielded his shipmate, and died so that 
she could live. Petty Officer Mayo was 
laid to rest in Arlington National Cem-
etery on April 25, 2014, and post-
humously awarded The Navy and Ma-
rine Corps Medal, the highest noncom-
bat decoration for heroism awarded by 
the U.S. Department of the Navy. 

Petty Officer Mayo is just one exam-
ple of the heroism of our servicemem-
bers; heroism that has been displayed 
countless times, both at home and 
abroad, throughout our Nation’s his-
tory. 

Young military men and women rep-
resent the best of our country. They 
choose to serve our communities, fight 
for their fellow Americans and defend 
our liberties with the fullest measure 
of devotion. Similar to generations be-
fore them, they have committed them-
selves to the defense of our Constitu-
tion against all enemies. Their devo-
tion to their fellow Americans makes 
our Nation exceptional. 

Not all those who support our na-
tional defense have worn a uniform or 
have been called away to distant bat-
tlefields. World War II’s ‘‘Rosie the 
Riveter’’ saying ‘‘We can do it’’ sounds 
an awful lot like today’s young people 
saying ‘‘Yes, we can.’’ I urge my col-
leagues to keep this spirit of our 
‘‘Rosies’’ in mind today as we commit 
ourselves to answering the challenges 
that face our Nation. 

We are fortunate to have so many 
women still living in Maryland who 
evoke the spirit of Rosie the Riveter. 
Crena Anderson riveted airplanes in 
Hagerstown, MD, during World War II. 
Ruth Staples of Brunswick, MD, 
worked on the railroad in support of al-
lied efforts during the war. Even today, 
Crena and Ruth are both actively help-
ing their local communities create 
replicable projects that teach and pre-
serve World War II-era history and ad-
vance positive roles that women can 
play in our changing world. 

This Memorial Day should be a time 
when all Americans can reconnect with 
our history and core values by hon-
oring those who gave their lives for the 
ideals we cherish. In addition to re-
membering the servicemembers who 
fought and died in our Nation’s wars, I 

believe that we must also take care of 
the servicemembers and veterans who 
are still with us, especially when they 
return home. There are serious issues 
that need to be addressed in the mili-
tary and veteran communities. Active- 
Duty military and veteran suicide 
rates are at record high, Veterans’ Ad-
ministration disability claims continue 
to face unacceptable delays, and many 
programs that help discharged service-
members make the transition to civil-
ian life are inadequate. It is unaccept-
able that many of our servicemembers, 
veterans, and their caregivers lack the 
health care they need after a decade of 
war. Too many of these men and 
women are suffering from not only visi-
ble injuries but invisible ones too. We 
must do better. In these challenging 
times, let us pledge to redouble our ef-
forts to provide for our veterans, not 
just on this Memorial Day but every 
day. 

Military Appreciation Month is a 
time we should hold close to our 
hearts. In our hectic daily lives, let us 
not forget why our country endures. 
Throughout this month we will see 
many American flags and flowers 
adorning the graves of those who have 
made the ultimate sacrifice for our Na-
tion. We honor them and remember 
their families, who wear the Gold Star 
Pin, because they bear the greatest 
burden of sacrifice. I remember in par-
ticular the 114 Marylanders who have 
been killed in our most recent conflicts 
and am reminded that our freedom 
isn’t free. The best way to honor their 
sacrifice is to ensure that we are un-
wavering in our support for those who 
return to us wounded, ill, and injured. 
Let us affirm our commitment to them 
today and every day.∑ 

f 

JASPER COUNTY, IOWA 
∑ Mr. HARKIN. Madam President, the 
strength of my State of Iowa lies in its 
vibrant local communities, where citi-
zens come together to foster economic 
development, make smart investments 
to expand opportunity, and take the 
initiative to improve the health and 
well-being of residents. Over the dec-
ades, I have witnessed the growth and 
revitalization of so many communities 
across my State. And it has been deep-
ly gratifying to see how my work in 
Congress has supported these local ef-
forts. 

I have always believed in account-
ability for public officials, and this, my 
final year in the Senate, is an appro-
priate time to give an accounting of 
my work across four decades rep-
resenting Iowa in Congress. I take 
pride in accomplishments that have 
been national in scope—for instance, 
passing the Americans with Disabil-
ities Act and spearheading successful 
farm bills. But I take a very special 
pride in projects that have made a big 
difference in local communities across 
my State. 

Today, I would like to give an ac-
counting of my work with leaders and 

residents of Jasper County to build a 
legacy of a stronger local economy, 
better schools and educational oppor-
tunities, and a healthier, safer commu-
nity. 

Between 2001 and 2013, the creative 
leadership in your community has 
worked with me to secure funding in 
Jasper County worth over $3.2 million 
and successfully acquired financial as-
sistance from programs I have fought 
hard to support, which have provided 
more than $22 million to the local 
economy. 

Of course my favorite memory of 
working together has to be working to 
fund the Neal Smith Wildlife National 
Wildlife Refuge. Congressman SMITH’s 
dedication to protecting Iowa’s local 
wildlife, fragile ecosystems, and beau-
tiful natural scenery was a legacy that 
was truly a privilege to carry on. This 
refuge is not just a state natural re-
source, but a national treasure. It is 
home to grazing buffalo herds, white- 
tailed deer, badgers and pheasants, and 
more than 200 types of native prairie 
flowers and grasses. The hundreds of 
thousands of Iowans who visit the ref-
uge every year experience the beauty 
and fragility of our natural environ-
ment. I hope that as I worked to carry 
on Congressman SMITH’s legacy in pro-
viding over $1.3 million since 2000 to 
the refuge, Iowans will help take up 
the mantle to continue to support this 
tremendous local resource. 

Among the highlights: Main Street 
Iowa: One of the greatest challenges we 
face—in Iowa and all across America— 
is preserving the character and vitality 
of our small towns and rural commu-
nities. This isn’t just about economics. 
It is also about maintaining our iden-
tity as Iowans. Main Street Iowa helps 
preserve Iowa’s heart and soul by pro-
viding funds to revitalize downtown 
business districts. This program has al-
lowed towns like Colfax to use that 
money to leverage other investments 
to jumpstart change and renewal. I am 
so pleased that Jasper County has 
earned $43,000 through this program. 
These grants build much more than 
buildings. They build up the spirit and 
morale of people in our small towns 
and local communities. 

School grants: Every child in Iowa 
deserves to be educated in a classroom 
that is safe, accessible, and modern. 
That is why, for the past decade and a 
half, I have secured funding for the in-
novative Iowa Demonstration Con-
struction Grant Program—better 
known among educators in Iowa as 
Harkin grants for public schools con-
struction and renovation. Across 15 
years, Harkin grants worth more than 
$132 million have helped school dis-
tricts to fund a range of renovation and 
repair efforts—everything from updat-
ing fire safety systems to building new 
schools. In many cases, these Federal 
dollars have served as the needed in-
centive to leverage local public and 
private dollars, so it often has a tre-
mendous multiplier effect within a 
school district. Over the years, Jasper 
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County has received $618,741 in Harkin 
grants. Similarly, schools in Jasper 
County have received funds that I des-
ignated for Iowa Star Schools for tech-
nology totaling $132,888. 

Disaster mitigation and prevention: 
In 1993, when historic floods ripped 
through Iowa, it became clear to me 
that the national emergency-response 
infrastructure was woefully inadequate 
to meet the needs of Iowans in flood- 
ravaged communities. I went to work 
dramatically expanding the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency’s haz-
ard mitigation program, which helps 
communities reduce the loss of life and 
property due to natural disasters and 
enables mitigation measures to be im-
plemented during the immediate recov-
ery period. Disaster relief means more 
than helping people and businesses get 
back on their feet after a disaster, it 
means doing our best to prevent the 
same predictable flood or other catas-
trophe from recurring in the future. 
The hazard mitigation program that I 
helped create in 1993 has provided crit-
ical support to Iowa communities im-
pacted by the devastating floods of 
2008. Jasper County has received over 
$72,000 to remediate and prevent wide-
spread destruction from natural disas-
ters. 

Agricultural and rural development: 
Because I grew up in a small town in 
rural Iowa, I have always been a loyal 
friend and fierce advocate for family 
farmers and rural communities. I have 
been a member of the House or Senate 
Agriculture Committee for 40 years— 
including more than 10 years as chair-
man of the Senate Agriculture Com-
mittee. Across the decades, I have 
championed farm policies for Iowans 
that include effective farm income pro-
tection and commodity programs; 
strong, progressive conservation assist-
ance for agricultural producers; renew-
able energy opportunities; and robust 
economic development in our rural 
communities. Since 1991, through var-
ious programs authorized through the 
farm bill, Jasper County has received 
more than $7.8 million from a variety 
of farm bill programs. 

Keeping Iowa communities safe: I 
also firmly believe that our first re-
sponders need to be appropriately 
trained and equipped, able to respond 
to both local emergencies and to state-
wide challenges such as, for instance, 
the methamphetamine epidemic. Since 
2001, Jasper County’s fire departments 
have received over $1.2 million for fire-
fighter safety and operations equip-
ment. 

Wellness and health care: Improving 
the health and wellness of all Ameri-
cans has been something I have been 
passionate about for decades. That is 
why I fought to dramatically increase 
funding for disease prevention, innova-
tive medical research, and a whole 
range of initiatives to improve the 
health of individuals and families not 
only at the doctor’s office but also in 
our communities, schools, and work-
places. I am so proud that Americans 

have better access to clinical preven-
tive services, nutritious food, smoke- 
free environments, safe places to en-
gage in physical activity, and informa-
tion to make healthy decisions for 
themselves and their families. These 
efforts not only save lives, they will 
also save money for generations to 
come thanks to the prevention of cost-
ly chronic diseases, which account for 
a whopping 75 percent of annual health 
care costs. I am pleased that Jasper 
County has recognized this important 
issue by securing $264,000 for commu-
nity wellness activities. 

Disability Rights: Growing up, I 
loved and admired my brother Frank, 
who was deaf. But I was deeply dis-
turbed by the discrimination and ob-
stacles he faced every day. That is why 
I have always been a passionate advo-
cate for full equality for people with 
disabilities. As the primary author of 
the Americans with Disabilities Act, 
ADA, and the ADA Amendments Act, I 
have had four guiding goals for our fel-
low citizens with disabilities: equal op-
portunity, full participation, inde-
pendent living and economic self-suffi-
ciency. Nearly a quarter century since 
passage of the ADA, I see remarkable 
changes in communities everywhere I 
go in Iowa not just in curb cuts or 
closed captioned television, but in the 
full participation of people with dis-
abilities in our society and economy, 
folks who at long last have the oppor-
tunity to contribute their talents and 
to be fully included. These changes 
have increased economic opportunities 
for all citizens of Jasper County, both 
those with and without disabilities. 
And they make us proud to be a part of 
a community and country that re-
spects the worth and civil rights of all 
of our citizens. 

This is at least a partial accounting 
of my work on behalf of Iowa, and spe-
cifically Jasper County, during my 
time in Congress. In every case, this 
work has been about partnerships, co-
operation, and empowering folks at the 
State and local level, including in Jas-
per County, to fulfill their own dreams 
and initiatives. And, of course, this 
work is never complete. Even after I 
retire from the Senate, I have no inten-
tion of retiring from the fight for a bet-
ter, fairer, richer Iowa. I will always be 
profoundly grateful for the opportunity 
to serve the people of Iowa as their 
Senator.∑ 

f 

MARSHALL COUNTY, IOWA 
∑ Mr. HARKIN. Madam President, the 
strength of my State of Iowa lies in its 
vibrant local communities, where citi-
zens come together to foster economic 
development, make smart investments 
to expand opportunity, and take the 
initiative to improve the health and 
well-being of residents. Over the dec-
ades, I have witnessed the growth and 
revitalization of so many communities 
across my State. And it has been deep-
ly gratifying to see how my work in 
Congress has supported these local ef-
forts. 

I have always believed in account-
ability for public officials, and this, my 
final year in the Senate, is an appro-
priate time to give an accounting of 
my work across four decades rep-
resenting Iowa in Congress. I take 
pride in accomplishments that have 
been national in scope—for instance, 
passing the Americans with Disabil-
ities Act and spearheading successful 
farm bills. But I take a very special 
pride in projects that have made a big 
difference in local communities across 
my State. 

Today, I would like to give an ac-
counting of my work with leaders and 
residents of Marshall County to build a 
legacy of a stronger local economy, 
better schools and educational oppor-
tunities, and a healthier, safer commu-
nity. 

Between 2001 and 2013, the creative 
leadership in your community has 
worked with me to secure funding in 
Marshall County worth over $19 million 
and successfully acquired financial as-
sistance from programs I have fought 
hard to support, which have provided 
more than $55 million to the local 
economy. 

Of course my favorite memories of 
working together have to include lead 
paint remediation, for which I have 
provided more than $4.1 million since 
2001, providing over $2 million to in-
crease availability of affordable hous-
ing, supporting local law enforcement 
efforts, and improving downtown build-
ings in Marshalltown and State Center 
through the Main Street Iowa program. 

Among the highlights: 
Investing in Iowa’s economic devel-

opment through targeted community 
projects: In central Iowa, we have 
worked together to grow the economy 
by making targeted investments in im-
portant economic development projects 
including improved roads and bridges, 
modernized sewer and water systems, 
and better housing options for resi-
dents of Marshall County. In many 
cases, I have secured Federal funding 
that has leveraged local investments 
and served as a catalyst for a whole 
ripple effect of positive, creative 
changes. For example, I have fought to 
secure over $15 million for Mechdyne, a 
Marshalltown company which is a 
world leader in 3D and virtual reality 
visualization technology, helping to 
create jobs and expand economic op-
portunities. 

Main Street Iowa: One of the greatest 
challenges we face—in Iowa and all 
across America—is preserving the char-
acter and vitality of our small towns 
and rural communities. This isn’t just 
about economics. It is also about main-
taining our identity as Iowans. Main 
Street Iowa helps preserve Iowa’s heart 
and soul by providing funds to revi-
talize downtown business districts. 
This program has allowed towns like 
State Center and Marshalltown to use 
that money to leverage other invest-
ments to jumpstart change and re-
newal. I am so pleased that Marshall 
County has earned $575,159 through this 
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program. These grants build much 
more than buildings. They build up the 
spirit and morale of people in our small 
towns and local communities. 

School grants: Every child in Iowa 
deserves to be educated in a classroom 
that is safe, accessible, and modern. 
That is why, for the past decade and a 
half, I have secured funding for the in-
novative Iowa Demonstration Con-
struction Grant Program—better 
known among educators in Iowa as 
Harkin grants for public schools con-
struction and renovation. Across 15 
years, Harkin grants worth more than 
$132 million have helped school dis-
tricts to fund a range of renovation and 
repair efforts—everything from updat-
ing fire safety systems to building new 
schools. In many cases, these Federal 
dollars have served as the needed in-
centive to leverage local public and 
private dollars, so it often has a tre-
mendous multiplier effect within a 
school district. Over the years, Mar-
shall County has received more than 
$4.9 million in Harkin grants. Simi-
larly, schools in Marshall County have 
received funds that I designated for 
Iowa Star Schools for technology total-
ing $64,660. 

Keeping Iowa communities safe: I 
also firmly believe that our first re-
sponders need to be appropriately 
trained and equipped, able to respond 
to both local emergencies and to state-
wide challenges such as, for instance, 
the methamphetamine epidemic. Since 
2001, Marshall County’s fire depart-
ments have received over $1.1 million 
for firefighter safety and operations 
equipment, and $841,737 in Byrne Jus-
tice Assistance Grants, as well as 
$200,000 for drug free communities 
through the Department of Justice. 

Wellness and health care: Improving 
the health and wellness of all Ameri-
cans has been something I have been 
passionate about for decades. That is 
why I fought to dramatically increase 
funding for disease prevention, innova-
tive medical research, and a whole 
range of initiatives to improve the 
health of individuals and families not 
only at the doctor’s office but also in 
our communities, schools, and work-
places. I am so proud that Americans 
have better access to clinical preven-
tive services, nutritious food, smoke- 
free environments, safe places to en-
gage in physical activity, and informa-
tion to make healthy decisions for 
themselves and their families. These 
efforts not only save lives, they will 
also save money for generations to 
come thanks to the prevention of cost-
ly chronic diseases, which account for 
a whopping 75 percent of annual health 
care costs. I am pleased that Marshall 
County has recognized this important 
issue by securing over $61,000 in 
wellness grants. 

Disability Rights: Growing up, I 
loved and admired my brother Frank, 
who was deaf. But I was deeply dis-
turbed by the discrimination and ob-
stacles he faced every day. That is why 
I have always been a passionate advo-

cate for full equality for people with 
disabilities. As the primary author of 
the Americans with Disabilities Act, 
ADA, and the ADA Amendments Act, I 
have had four guiding goals for our fel-
low citizens with disabilities: equal op-
portunity, full participation, inde-
pendent living and economic self-suffi-
ciency. Nearly a quarter century since 
passage of the ADA, I see remarkable 
changes in communities everywhere I 
go in Iowa—not just in curb cuts or 
closed captioned television, but in the 
full participation of people with dis-
abilities in our society and economy, 
folks who at long last have the oppor-
tunity to contribute their talents and 
to be fully included. These changes 
have increased economic opportunities 
for all citizens of Marshall County, 
both those with and without disabil-
ities. And they make us proud to be a 
part of a community and country that 
respects the worth and civil rights of 
all of our citizens. 

This is at least a partial accounting 
of my work on behalf of Iowa, and spe-
cifically Marshall County, during my 
time in Congress. In every case, this 
work has been about partnerships, co-
operation, and empowering folks at the 
State and local level, including in Mar-
shall County, to fulfill their own 
dreams and initiatives. And, of course, 
this work is never complete. Even after 
I retire from the Senate, I have no in-
tention of retiring from the fight for a 
better, fairer, richer Iowa. I will always 
be profoundly grateful for the oppor-
tunity to serve the people of Iowa as 
their Senator.∑ 

f 

LAS VEGAS-CLARK COUNTY 
LIBRARY DISTRICT 

∑ Mr. HELLER. Madam President, 
today I wish to recognize and congratu-
late the Las Vegas-Clark County Li-
brary District for receiving the Na-
tional Medal for Museum and Library 
Service, the highest community serv-
ice honor a museum or library can 
earn. Nevada is proud to have one of its 
institutions dedicated to the education 
and betterment of the community be 
chosen for such a prestigious award. 

In its 20th-anniversary year, the Na-
tional Medal is celebrating institutions 
that have made a significant impact on 
individuals, families, and communities 
across the Nation. Nevada is honored 
to have the Las Vegas-Clark County 
Library District selected as one of only 
10 institutions to receive this award. 
The library has long served as a home 
to community members looking to fur-
ther their education and entertain 
themselves through the joys of reading. 
More recently, recognizing the growing 
needs within the community, the li-
brary has become a haven for those 
who need a retreat from their homes or 
as a destination for Internet that they 
cannot afford. 

As Nevada’s unemployment rate re-
mains one of highest in the Nation and 
as our national economy continues to 
struggle, I recognize the unique role 

the Las Vegas-Clark County Library 
has played in working to address the 
needs of its local community by care-
fully crafting a strategic plan to ad-
dress the unemployment problems in 
Nevada. By adding more computers so 
users could fill out job applications on-
line and creating programs about man-
aging stress and dealing with bank-
ruptcy, the library is able to assist Ne-
vadans during this tough time. While 
our economy continues to recover, vul-
nerable Nevadan’s rely on a variety of 
resources to help them find employ-
ment, especially those provided by the 
Las Vegas-Clark County Library Dis-
trict. 

The importance of libraries is exem-
plified through their community en-
gagement, support for afterschool pro-
grams, and ability to act as learning 
tools for students. Nowhere is this 
more apparent than in the Las Vegas- 
Clark County District. As a father of 
four children who attended Nevada’s 
public schools and the husband of a 
lifelong teacher, I understand the im-
portant role that libraries play in edu-
cating Nevada’s students. Ensuring 
that America’s youth are prepared to 
compete in the 21st century is critical 
for the future of our country. The 
State of Nevada is fortunate to be 
home to a library district that offers a 
large variety of assistance to the mem-
bers of the community. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in 
congratulating the Las Vegas-Clark 
County Library District and know that 
they serve as an example for the rest of 
the Silver State.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 
Messages from the President of the 

United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Mr. Pate, one of his sec-
retaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 
As in executive session the Presiding 

Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the appropriate 
committees. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

At 12:38 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 bill, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 4031. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide for the removal of 
Senior Executive Service employees of the 
Department of Veterans Affairs for perform-
ance, and for other purposes. 

f 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

The following petitions and memo-
rials were laid before the Senate and 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 05:18 May 23, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00046 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G22MY6.062 S22MYPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

7S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S3291 May 22, 2014 
were referred or ordered to lie on the 
table as indicated: 

POM–235. A resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives of the State of Ha-
waii expressing support for the Troop Talent 
Act of 2013; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 18 
Whereas, members of the United States 

Armed Forces are dedicated to protecting 
the many freedoms that we enjoy through 
discipline, hard work, and self-sacrifice; and 

Whereas, for many veterans the transition 
from military to civilian life is often a dif-
ficult one, which is evident in the higher un-
employment rates experienced by post Sep-
tember 11th veterans; a rate that is cur-
rently 9.4 percent, which is greater than the 
national average which is 6.7 percent; and 

Whereas, even though many veterans leave 
the military with valuable skills and train-
ing, several obstacles such as injuries, lack 
of civilian work experience, and license and 
certification issues hamper a smooth transi-
tion from military to civilian life; and 

Whereas, H.R. 1796, or the Troop Talent 
Act of 2013, was created to ensure that vet-
erans and members of the Armed Forces are 
provided with the proper education and 
training to better assist them in obtaining 
civilian certifications and licenses, as well as 
for other purposes to assist veterans in ad-
justing to civilian life; and 

Whereas, the Troop Talent Act of 2013 di-
rects the Secretaries of the military depart-
ments, to the maximum extent practicable, 
to make information on civilian 
credentialing opportunities available to 
members of the Armed Forces beginning 
with, and at every stage of, their training for 
military occupational specialties in order to 
permit such members to: 

(1) Evaluate the extent to which such 
training correlates with skills and training 
required for various civilian certifications 
and licenses; and 

(2) Assess the suitability of such training 
for obtaining or pursuing such civilian cer-
tifications and licenses; and 

Whereas, the Troop Talent Act of 2013 also 
requires the information be made available 
to members of the Armed Services to be con-
sistent with the Transition Goals Plans Suc-
cess Program; and 

Whereas, the Troop Talent Act of 2013 also 
requires the inclusion of information on: 

(1) The civilian occupational equivalents of 
military occupational specialties; 

(2) Civilian license or certification require-
ments, including examination requirements; 
and 

(3) The availability and opportunities for 
use of educational benefits available to 
members of the Armed Forces, as appro-
priate, corresponding training, or continuing 
education that leads to a certification exam 
in order to provide a pathway to 
credentialing opportunities; and 

Whereas, the Troop Talent Act of 2013 re-
quires the Secretaries of the military depart-
ments to make available to civilian 
credentialing agencies, specified information 
on the content of military training provided 
to members of the Armed Services; and 

Whereas, the Troop Talent Act of 2013 al-
lows members of the Armed Services or vet-
erans in pursuit of a civilian certification or 
license to use educational assistance pro-
vided through the Department of Defense or 
the Department of Veterans Affairs only if 
the successful completion of a curriculum 
fully qualifies the student to take the appro-
priate examinations and be certified or li-
censed to meet any other academic condi-
tions required for entry into that occupation 
or profession; and 

Whereas, the Troop Talent Act of 2013 re-
quires the military occupational specialties 

designated for a military skills to civilian 
credentialing pilot program under the Na-
tional Defense. Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2012 to include those specialties relat-
ing to the military information technology 
workforce; and 

Whereas, the Troop Talent Act of 2013 di-
rects the Secretary of Veterans Affairs to re-
establish the Professional Certification and 
Licensure Advisory Committee which was 
terminated on December 31, 2006, and pro-
vides the Committee with additional duties, 
including the development of: 

(1) Guidance for audits of licensure and 
certification programs in order to ensure 
high-quality education to members of the 
Armed Services and veterans; and 

(2) A plan to improve outreach to members 
of the Armed Services and veterans on the 
importance of licensing and certification and 
the availability of educational benefits: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of 
the Twenty-seventh Legislature of the State of 
Hawaii, Regular Session of 2014, that this 
body supports the Troop Talent Act of 2013 
along with its passage; and be it further 

Resolved, That certified copies of this Reso-
lution be transmitted to the Speaker of the 
United States House of Representatives, 
President Pro Tempore of the United States 
Senate, and Hawaii’s Congressional delega-
tion. 

POM–236. A concurrent resolution adopted 
by the Legislature of the State of Hawaii 
urging the United States Congress to adopt 
legislation to ease a transition to a new type 
of identity theft-resistant credit card; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 32 
Whereas, credit card data theft is one of 

the fastest-growing crimes in the nation, in-
creasing 50 percent from 2005 to 2010, accord-
ing to a recent report from the United States 
Department of Justice; and 

Whereas, credit card data theft is often in-
cluded in the general definition of identity 
theft, a crime that occurs when a thief steals 
an individual’s personal information and 
uses it without the individual’s permission; 
and 

Whereas, identity theft is a serious crime 
that can devastate an individual’s finances, 
credit history, and reputation, and can take 
time, money, and patience to resolve; and 

Whereas, the number of malicious pro-
grams written to steal an individual’s per-
sonal information has grown exponentially 
from about 1,000,000 in 2007 to an estimated 
130,000,000 in 2013; and 

Whereas, identity theft is expected to sur-
pass traditional theft as the leading form of 
property crime, and security analysts have 
reported that everyone should prepare to be-
come an identity theft victim at some point; 
and 

Whereas, most Americans have a greater 
chance of having their personal identity in-
formation stolen than being actually held up 
at gunpoint; and 

Whereas, a company has recently intro-
duced a new type of identity theft-resistant 
credit card that is designed to reduce the 
chances of consumers being hit with fraudu-
lent credit card debt; and 

Whereas, in designing this new type of 
credit card, the company has developed 
small, digital, internal components that will 
allow a consumer to enter a personal 
unlocking code that will generate a unique 
credit card number for every transaction, 
making the card more difficult to use by 
thieves if it is lost or stolen; and 

Whereas, at least one major bank is testing 
this new type of credit card in a number of 

small pilot programs, and more lenders may 
adopt the technology in the near future: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of 
the Twenty-seventh Legislature of the State of 
Hawaii, Regular Session of 2014, the Senate 
concurring, that the Congress of the United 
States, Hawaii financial institutions, and 
Hawaii businesses are urged to adopt legisla-
tion, policies, and procedures to use identity 
theft-resistant credit cards; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Congress of the United 
States is urged to adopt legislation that 
would ease a transition to a new type of 
identity theft-resistant credit card; and be it 
further 

Resolved, That Hawaii financial institu-
tions and Hawaii businesses that offer credit 
cards are urged to use the new identity 
theft-resistant credit card technology to re-
duce the chances of consumers being victim-
ized by identity thieves; and be it further 

Resolved, That certified copies of this Con-
current Resolution be transmitted to the 
President Pro Tempore of the United States 
Senate, the Speaker of the United States 
House of Representatives, the members of 
Hawaii’s congressional delegation, the Presi-
dent of the Hawaii Bankers Association, the 
President and Chief Executive Officer of the 
Chamber of Commerce of Hawaii, and the 
Chairperson of the Board of Directors of the 
Retail Merchants of Hawaii. 

POM–237. A resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives of the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania urging the Congress 
of the United States to pass and the Presi-
dent of the United States to sign the Blue 
Water Navy Vietnam Veterans Act of 2013; to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 663 
Whereas, During the Vietnam Conflict, the 

United States military sprayed more than 19 
million gallons of Agent Orange and other 
herbicides over Vietnam to reduce forest 
cover and crops used by the enemy; these 
herbicides contained dioxin, which has since 
been identified as carcinogenic and has been 
linked with a number of serious and dis-
abling illnesses now affecting thousands of 
veterans; and 

Whereas, The Congress of the United 
States passed the Agent Orange Act of 1991 
to address the plight of veterans exposed to 
herbicides while serving in Vietnam; and 

Whereas, The act amended Title 38 of the 
United States Code to presumptively recog-
nize as service-connected, certain diseases 
among military personnel who served in the 
Vietnam Conflict between 1962 and 1975; and 

Whereas, This presumption has provided 
access to appropriate disability compensa-
tion and medical care for Vietnam veterans 
diagnosed with such illnesses as Type II dia-
betes, Hodgkin’s disease, non-Hodgkin’s 
lymphoma, chronic lymphocytic leukemia, 
multiple myeloma, prostate cancer, res-
piratory cancers and soft-tissue sarcomas; 
and 

Whereas, Pursuant to a 2001 directive, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs policy has 
denied the presumption of a service connec-
tion for herbicide-related illnesses to Viet-
nam veterans who could not furnish written 
documentation that they had ‘‘boots on the 
ground’’ in-country, making it virtually im-
possible for countless United States Navy 
and Air Force veterans to pursue their 
claims for benefits; and 

Whereas, Many who had landed on Viet-
namese soil could not produce proof due to 
incomplete or missing military records, 
moreover, personnel who had served on ships 
in the ‘‘Blue Water Navy’’ in Vietnamese ter-
ritorial waters were, in fact, exposed to dan-
gerous airborne toxins, which not only drift-
ed offshore but also washed into streams and 
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rivers draining into the South China Sea; 
and 

Whereas, Warships positioned off the Viet-
namese shore routinely distilled seawater to 
obtain potable water; and 

Whereas, A 2002 Australian study found 
that the distillation process, rather than re-
moving toxins, in fact, concentrated dioxin 
in water used for drinking, cooking and 
washing; and 

Whereas, This study was conducted by the 
Australian Department of Veteran Affairs 
after it found that Vietnam veterans of the 
Royal Australian Navy had a higher rate of 
mortality from Agent Orange-associated dis-
eases than did Vietnam veterans from other 
branches of the military; and 

Whereas, When the Centers for Disease 
Control and Prevention studied specific can-
cers among Vietnam veterans, it found a 
higher risk of cancer among Navy veterans; 
and 

Whereas, Agent Orange did not discrimi-
nate between soldiers on the ground and sail-
ors on ships offshore, and legislation to rec-
ognize this tragic fact and restore eligibility 
for compensation and medical care to Navy 
and Air Force veterans who sacrificed their 
health for their country is critical; and 

Whereas, When the Agent Orange Act 
passed in 1991 with no dissenting votes, Con-
gressional leaders stressed the importance of 
responding to the health concerns of Viet-
nam veterans and ending the bitterness and 
anxiety that had surrounded the issue of her-
bicide exposure; and 

Whereas, Congress should reaffirm the na-
tion’s commitment to the well-being of all of 
its veterans and direct the Department of 
Veterans Affairs to administer the Agent Or-
ange Act under the presumption that herbi-
cide exposure in Vietnam includes the coun-
try’s inland waterways, offshore waters and 
airspace: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives respectfully urge the Congress and 
President of the United States to restore the 
presumption of a service connection for 
Agent Orange exposure for United States 
Navy and Air Force veterans who served on 
the inland waterways, territorial waters and 
in the airspace of Vietnam, Thailand, Laos 
and Cambodia; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State of 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania forward 
official copies of this resolution to the Presi-
dent of the United States, to the President of 
the Senate and the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the United States, and to 
all the members of the Pennsylvania delega-
tion to the 113th Congress urging the mem-
bers of the delegation to support and fund 
the Blue Water Navy Vietnam Veterans Act 
of 2013 and with the request that this resolu-
tion be officially entered in the Congres-
sional Record as a memorial to the Congress 
of the United States of America. 

POM–238. A concurrent resolution adopted 
by the Legislature of the State of Hawaii 
urging the President of the United States 
and the United States Congress to support 
the authorization of the issuance of general 
obligation bonds for the construction of a 
long-term care facility for veterans contin-
gent upon the receipt of federal funds; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 68 
Whereas, Hawaii’s acute shortage of long- 

term care beds has the potential to directly 
impact the growing number of our veterans 
who are reaching a point in their lives where 
long-term care may become necessary; and 

Whereas, the shortage of long-term care fa-
cilities will be felt in communities across 
Hawaii; and 

Whereas, veterans have stood up for Amer-
ica in times of need, thereby earning the 

highest degree of respect and support the na-
tion is able to give; and 

Whereas, the men and women who have 
served our country are owed a special duty; 
and 

Whereas, veterans of the armed services 
deserve safety, comfort, and dignified care in 
their later years; and 

Whereas, providing safe and reliable care 
falls squarely within our commitment as a 
state and a nation; Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of 
the Twenty-seventh Legislature of the State of 
Hawaii, Regular Session of 2014, the Senate 
concurring, that the President of the United 
States and the United States Congress are 
urged to support House Bill No. 2074, Regular 
Session of 2014, which authorizes the 
issuance of general obligation bonds for the 
construction of a long-term care facility for 
veterans contingent upon the receipt of fed-
eral funds; and be it further 

Resolved, That certified copies of this Con-
current Resolution be transmitted to the 
President of the United States, President 
Pro Tempore of the United States Senate, 
and Speaker of the House of the United 
States House of Representatives. 

POM–239. A resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives of the State of Ha-
waii urging the President of the United 
States and the United States Congress to 
grant veterans benefits to Filipino veterans 
who fought in World War II; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 22 
Whereas, during World War II, the Phil-

ippines was a United States commonwealth; 
and 

Whereas, Filipino soldiers volunteered 
their services after being promised full vet-
erans benefits to volunteer to fight for the 
United States against the potential threat of 
Japan; and 

Whereas, thousands of Filipino men and 
women risked their lives against the invad-
ing Japanese forces and assisted our nation 
in its efforts to liberate the Philippines; and 

Whereas, Filipino soldiers fought bravely 
beside American troops to restore liberty 
and democracy to their homeland; and 

Whereas, exhibiting great courage at the 
battles of Corregidor and Bataan, Filipino 
soldiers contributed to the Allied victory 
that ended Word War II; and 

Whereas, in 1941, by executive order, Fili-
pinos who Volunteered for the Philippine 
Commonwealth Army and Philippine Scouts 
were made eligible for full United States vet-
erans benefits for their active service during 
the war; and 

Whereas, in 1946, by congressional act and 
upon the independence of the Philippines, 
these same Filipino veterans were denied eli-
gibility for United States veterans benefits, 
such as health care, disability pensions, and 
burial expenses; and 

Whereas, over the years, Congress has con-
sidered legislation to restore the benefits de-
nied to Filipino veterans; and 

Whereas, the American Recovery and Rein-
vestment Act of 2009 included a provision 
that called for the release of funding for 
lump sum payments to Filipino veterans in 
lieu of pensions; and 

Whereas, restoring benefits denied to Fili-
pino veterans and fulfilling and expediting 
any claims that are still pending honors 
those Filipino veterans who served our na-
tion so courageously; Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of 
the Twenty-seventh Legislature of the State of 
Hawaii, Regular Session of 2014, that the 
President of the United States and the 
United States Congress are urged to grant 
veterans benefits to Filipino veterans who 

fought in World War II but were subse-
quently denied the benefits to which they 
were entitled; and be it further 

Resolved, That providing these benefits 
does not correct the injustice and discrimi-
nation done over 60 years ago, but is a small 
step in making reparations; and be it further 

Resolved, That certified copies of this Reso-
lution be transmitted to the President of the 
United States, President Pro Tempore of the 
United States Senate, Speaker of the United 
States House of Representatives, Hawaii’s 
Congressional delegation, Secretary of the 
United States Department of Veterans Af-
fairs, Director of the Hawaii Office of Vet-
erans Services, President of the Republic of 
the Philippines, and Philippine Consul Gen-
eral in Hawaii. 

POM–240. A resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives of the State of Ha-
waii urging the United States Congress to re-
store the presumption of a service connec-
tion for Agent Orange exposure to the United 
States veterans who served in the waters de-
fined by the Combat Zone and in the airspace 
over the Combat Zone in Vietnam; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 19 
Whereas, during the Vietnam War, the 

United States military sprayed 22,000,000 gal-
lons of Agent Orange and other herbicides 
over Vietnam to reduce forest cover and 
crops used by the enemy; and 

Whereas, these herbicides contained 
dioxin, which has since been identified as 
carcinogenic and has been linked with a 
number of serious and disabling illnesses af-
fecting thousands of veterans; and 

Whereas, the United States Congress 
passed the Agent Orange Act of 1991 to ad-
dress the plight of veterans exposed to herbi-
cides while serving the Republic of Vietnam; 
and 

Whereas, the Agent Orange Act of 1991 
amended Title 38 of the United States Code 
to presumptively recognize as service-con-
nected certain diseases among military per-
sonnel who served in Vietnam between 1962 
and 1975; and 

Whereas, this presumption has provided ac-
cess to appropriate disability compensation 
and medical care for Vietnam veterans diag-
nosed with illnesses, such as Type II diabe-
tes, Hodgkin’s disease, non-Hodgkin’s 
lymphoma, prostate cancer, Parkinson’s dis-
ease, multiple myeloma, peripheral neurop-
athy, AL Amyloidosis respiratory cancers, 
soft-tissue sarcomas, and other illnesses yet 
to be identified; and 

Whereas, pursuant to a directive in 2001, it 
has been the policy of the United States De-
partment of Veterans Affairs to deny the 
presumption of a service connection for her-
bicide-related illnesses to Vietnam veterans 
who cannot furnish written documentation 
that they had ‘‘boots on the ground’’ in- 
country, making it virtually impossible for 
countless United States Navy, Marine Corps, 
and Air Force veterans to pursue their 
claims for benefits; and 

Whereas, personnel who served on ships in 
the ‘‘Blue Water Navy’’ in Vietnamese terri-
torial waters were, in fact, exposed to dan-
gerous airborne toxins, which not only drift-
ed offshore but also washed into streams and 
rivers draining into the South China Sea; 
and 

Whereas, Agent Orange has been verified, 
through various studies and reports, as a 
wide-spreading chemical that was able to 
reach United States Navy ships through the 
air and waterborne distribution routes; and 

Whereas, warships positioned off the Viet-
namese shore routinely distilled seawater to 
obtain potable water; and 

Whereas, an Australian study in 2002 found 
that the distillation process, instead of re-
moving toxins, actually concentrated dioxin 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 05:18 May 23, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00048 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A22MY6.017 S22MYPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

7S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S3293 May 22, 2014 
in water used for drinking, cooking, and 
washing; and 

Whereas, this study was conducted by the 
Australian Department of Veterans Affairs 
after it found that Vietnam veterans of the 
Royal Australian Navy suffered from a high-
er rate of mortality from Agent Orange-asso-
ciated diseases than did Vietnam veterans 
from other branches of the military; and 

Whereas, when the United States Centers 
for Disease Control and Prevention studied 
specific cancers among Vietnam veterans, it 
found a higher risk of cancer among United 
States Navy veterans; and 

Whereas, herbicides containing 
tetrachlorodibenzodioxin (TCDD), a contami-
nant in Agent Orange, did not discriminate 
between soldiers on the ground and sailors 
on ships offshore; and 

Whereas, more than 30 veterans’ service or-
ganizations support the Blue Water Navy 
Vietnam Veterans Act of 2013 (H.R. 543); and 

Whereas, by not passing H.R. 543, a prece-
dent could be set to selectively provide cer-
tain categories of veterans with injury-re-
lated medical care while denying such care 
to other categories of veterans, without any 
financial, scientific, or consistent reasoning; 
and 

Whereas, when the Agent Orange Act 
passed in 1991 with no dissenting votes, con-
gressional leaders stressed the importance of 
responding to the health concerns of Viet-
nam veterans and ending the bitterness and 
anxiety that had surrounded the issue of her-
bicide exposure; and 

Whereas, the federal government has also 
demonstrated its awareness of the hazards of 
Agent Orange exposure through its involve-
ment in the identification, containment, and 
mitigation of dioxin ‘‘hot spots’’ in Vietnam; 
and 

Whereas, the United States Congress 
should reaffirm the nation’s commitment to 
the well-being of all of its veterans and di-
rect the United States Department of Vet-
erans Affairs to administer the Agent Orange 
Act under the presumption that herbicide ex-
posure in the Republic of Vietnam includes 
the country’s inland waterways, offshore 
waters, and airspace, encompassing the en-
tire Combat Zone: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of 
the Twenty-seventh Legislature of the State of 
Hawaii, Regular Session of 2014, that the 
United States Congress is respectfully urged 
to restore the presumption of a service con-
nection for Agent Orange exposure to United 
States veterans who served in the waters de-
fined by the Combat Zone and in the airspace 
over the Combat Zone in Vietnam; and be it 
further 

Resolved, That the United States Congress 
is respectfully urged to enter this Resolution 
into the Congressional Record as an official 
memorial to the Congress; and be it further 

Resolved, That certified copies of this Reso-
lution be transmitted to the President of the 
United States, President Pro Tempore of the 
United States Senate, Speaker of the United 
States House of Representatives, and the 
members of Hawaii’s Congressional delega-
tion. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Ms. MIKULSKI, from the Committee on 
Appropriations: 

Special Report entitled ‘‘Allocation to 
Subcommittees of Budget Totals for Fiscal 
Year 2015’’ (Rept. No. 113–163). 

By Mr. PRYOR, from the Committee on 
Appropriations, without amendment: 

S. 2389. An original bill making appropria-
tions for Agriculture, Rural Development, 

Food and Drug Administration, and Related 
Agencies programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2015, and for other purposes 
(Rept. No. 113–164). 

By Ms. LANDRIEU, from the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute: 

S. 37. A bill to sustain the economic devel-
opment and recreational use of National For-
est System land and other public land in the 
State of Montana, to add certain land to the 
National Wilderness Preservation System, to 
release certain wilderness study areas, to 
designate new areas for recreation, and for 
other purposes (Rept. No. 113–165). 

S. 258. A bill to amend the Federal Land 
Policy and Management Act of 1976 to im-
prove the management of grazing leases and 
permits, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 
113–166). 

S. 715. A bill to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to use designated funding to pay 
for construction of authorized rural water 
projects, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 
113–167). 

By Ms. LANDRIEU, from the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources, with an 
amendment: 

S. 782. A bill to amend Public Law 101–377 
to revise the boundaries of the Gettysburg 
National Military Park to include the Get-
tysburg Train Station, and for other pur-
poses (Rept. No. 113–168). 

By Ms. LANDRIEU, from the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources, without 
amendment: 

S. 995. A bill to authorize the National 
Desert Storm Memorial Association to es-
tablish the National Desert Storm and 
Desert Shield Memorial as a commemorative 
work in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes (Rept. No. 113–169). 

S. 1252. A bill to amend the Wild and Sce-
nic Rivers Act to designate segments of the 
Missisquoi River and the Trout River in the 
State of Vermont, as components of the Na-
tional Wild and Scenic Rivers System (Rept. 
No. 113–170). 

By Ms. LANDRIEU, from the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources, with an 
amendment and an amendment to the title: 

S. 1341. A bill to modify the Forest Service 
Recreation Residence Program as the pro-
gram applies to units of the National Forest 
System derived from the public domain by 
implementing a simple, equitable, and pre-
dictable procedure for determining cabin 
user fees, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 
113–171). 

By Ms. LANDRIEU, from the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources, with an 
amendment: 

H.R. 1033. A bill to authorize the acquisi-
tion and protection of nationally significant 
battlefields and associated sites of the Revo-
lutionary War and the War of 1812 under the 
American Battlefield Protection Program 
(Rept. No. 113–172). 

By Ms. LANDRIEU, from the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources, without 
amendment: 

H.R. 2337. A bill to provide for the convey-
ance of the Forest Service Lake Hill Admin-
istrative Site in Summit County, Colorado 
(Rept. No. 113–173). 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota, from 
the Committee on Appropriations, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute: 

H.R. 4486. A bill making appropriations for 
military construction, the Department of 
Veterans Affairs, and related agencies for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2015, and 
for other purposes (Rept. No. 113–174). 

By Mr. MENENDEZ, from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, with amendments: 

S. 2142. A bill to impose targeted sanctions 
on persons responsible for violations of 
human rights of antigovernment protesters 

in Venezuela, to strengthen civil society in 
Venezuela, and for other purposes (Rept. No. 
113–175). 

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. HELLER (for himself and Mr. 
TESTER): 

S. 2381. A bill to clarify that any private 
flood insurance policy accepted by a State 
shall satisfy the mandatory purchase re-
quirement under the Flood Disaster Protec-
tion Act of 1973; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. MERKLEY: 
S. 2382. A bill to establish the Consumer 

Price Index for Elderly Consumers for pur-
poses of determining cost-of-living increases 
under the Social Security Act, and to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to apply 
payroll taxes to remuneration and earnings 
from self-employment up to the contribution 
and benefit base and to remuneration in ex-
cess of $250,000, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: 
S. 2383. A bill to direct the Office of the Ac-

tuary of the Centers for Medicare & Medicaid 
Services and the Comptroller General of the 
United States to study the impact of the Pa-
tient Protection and Affordable Care Act on 
small businesses; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

By Mr. LEVIN (for himself, Mr. 
MCCAIN, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, and Mr. 
COBURN): 

S. 2384. A bill to require the President to 
develop a watch list and a priority watch list 
of foreign countries that engage in economic 
or industrial espionage in cyberspace with 
respect to United States trade secrets or pro-
prietary information, to provide for the im-
position of sanctions with respect to foreign 
persons that knowingly benefit from such es-
pionage, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. HARKIN (for himself, Mr. DUR-
BIN, and Ms. WARREN): 

S. 2385. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 and the Truth in Lending 
Act to provide for disclosure and codes of 
conduct with respect to consumer financial 
products or services and institutions of high-
er education; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. SCHUMER (for himself and Mr. 
DONNELLY): 

S. 2386. A bill to establish a grant program 
to help State and local law enforcement 
agencies reduce the risk of injury and death 
relating to the wandering characteristics of 
some children with autism and other disabil-
ities; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WALSH: 
S. 2387. A bill to amend the Claims Resolu-

tion Act of 2010 to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to contract with eligible Indian 
tribes to manage land buy-back programs, to 
require that certain amounts be deposited 
into interest bearing accounts, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Mr. 
CRAPO, and Mr. HELLER): 

S. 2388. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to modify the depreciation 
recovery period for energy-efficient cool roof 
systems, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. PRYOR: 
S. 2389. An original bill making appropria-

tions for Agriculture, Rural Development, 
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Food and Drug Administration, and Related 
Agencies programs for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2015, and for other purposes; 
from the Committee on Appropriations; 
placed on the calendar. 

By Ms. HEITKAMP (for herself and Mr. 
KAINE): 

S. 2390. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to create a tax credit for 
foster families; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

By Mr. MURPHY: 
S. 2391. A bill to amend chapter 83 of title 

41, United States Code (popularly referred to 
as the Buy American Act) and certain other 
laws with respect to certain waivers under 
those laws, to provide greater transparency 
regarding exceptions to domestic sourcing 
requirements, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

By Mr. WALSH: 
S. 2392. A bill to amend the Wild and Sce-

nic Rivers Act to designate certain segments 
of East Rosebud Creek in Carbon County, 
Montana, as components of the Wild and 
Scenic Rivers System; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. PRYOR (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI): 

S. 2393. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to improve the protection and 
enforcement of employment and reemploy-
ment rights of members of the uniformed 
services, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. ENZI (for himself, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. HATCH, Mr. RISCH, Mr. 
LEE, Ms. MURKOWSKI, and Mr. 
CRAPO): 

S. 2394. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Interior and the Secretary of Agriculture 
to provide certain Western States assistance 
in the development of statewide conserva-
tion and management plans for the protec-
tion and recovery of sage grouse species, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mrs. 
BOXER, Mr. KAINE, and Mr. CARDIN): 

S. 2395. A bill to repeal the Authorization 
for Use of Military Force Against Iraq Reso-
lution of 2002; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

By Mr. PRYOR (for himself, Ms. LAN-
DRIEU, Mr. JOHANNS, and Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI): 

S. 2396. A bill to establish the veterans’ 
business outreach center program, to im-
prove the programs for veterans of the Small 
Business Administration, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Small Business 
and Entrepreneurship. 

By Mr. SCHATZ (for himself and Mr. 
CARDIN): 

S. 2397. A bill to increase the rates of pay 
under the General Schedule and other statu-
tory pay systems and for prevailing rate em-
ployees by 3.3 percent, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself, 
Mr. MARKEY, and Mr. NELSON): 

S. 2398. A bill to amend a provision of title 
49, United States Code, relating to motor ve-
hicle safety civil penalties; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

By Mr. BEGICH (for himself, Ms. 
HIRONO, Mr. TESTER, Mr. WALSH, Mr. 
JOHNSON of South Dakota, and Ms. 
HEITKAMP): 

S. 2399. A bill to safeguard the voting 
rights of Native American and Alaska Native 
voters and to provide the resources and over-
sight necessary to ensure equal access to the 
electoral process; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BENNET (for himself, Mr. 
CRAPO, and Mr. JOHNSON of South Da-
kota): 

S. 2400. A bill to provide for improvement 
of field emergency medical services, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. TESTER (for himself, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. BEGICH, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. WALSH, Mrs. GILLI-
BRAND, and Mrs. MCCASKILL): 

S. 2401. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to establish the Office of the 
Medical Inspector within the Office of the 
Under Secretary for Health of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs; to the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. WARNER (for himself, Mr. 
PRYOR, and Mr. BEGICH): 

S. 2402. A bill to amend the Workforce In-
vestment Act of 1998 to address the need to 
increase on-the-job training and apprentice-
ship opportunities, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER (for himself, Mr. 
PRYOR, and Mr. BEGICH): 

S. 2403. A bill to ensure that programs of 
training services under the Workforce In-
vestment Act of 1998 make better use of par-
ticipants’ prior learning so as to better as-
sist the participants in obtaining degrees 
and other recognized postsecondary creden-
tials, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITEHOUSE: 
S. 2404. A bill to make permanent the ex-

tended period of protections for members of 
uniformed services relating to mortgages, 
mortgage foreclosure, and eviction, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr. KIRK, 
Mrs. MURRAY, and Mr. ISAKSON): 

S. 2405. A bill to amend title XII of the 
Public Health Service Act to reauthorize 
certain trauma care programs, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. REED: 
S. 2406. A bill to amend title XII of the 

Public Health Service Act to expand the def-
inition of trauma to include thermal, elec-
trical, chemical, radioactive, and other ex-
trinsic agents; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mrs. MURRAY: 
S. 2407. A bill to amend the Foreign Assist-

ance Act of 1961 by authorizing the United 
States Agency for International Develop-
ment to continue supporting the develop-
ment of technologies for global health under 
the Health Technologies Program, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI: 
S. 2408. A bill to authorize the exploration, 

leasing, development, and production of oil 
and gas in and from the western portion of 
the Coastal Plain of the State of Alaska 
without surface occupancy, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI: 
S. 2409. A bill to authorize the exploration, 

leasing, development, production, and eco-
nomically feasible and prudent transpor-
tation of oil and gas in and from the Coastal 
Plain in Alaska; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ: 
S.J. Res. 36. A joint resolution relating to 

the approval and implementation of the pro-
posed agreement for nuclear cooperation be-
tween the United States and the Socialist 
Republic of Vietnam; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. NELSON (for himself, Ms. COL-
LINS, Mr. SANDERS, and Mr. CARDIN): 

S. Res. 455. A resolution designating May 
2014 as ‘‘Older Americans Month’’; considered 
and agreed to. 

By Ms. LANDRIEU (for herself, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. CASEY, 
Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. CRAPO, Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN, Mrs. HAGAN, Ms. HEITKAMP, 
Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. 
JOHANNS, Mr. KAINE, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, 
Mr. LEVIN, Mr. WYDEN, Mrs. GILLI-
BRAND, and Mrs. BOXER): 

S. Res. 456. A resolution recognizing Na-
tional Foster Care Month as an opportunity 
to raise awareness about the challenges of 
children in the foster care system, and en-
couraging Congress to implement policy to 
improve the lives of children in the foster 
care system; considered and agreed to. 

By Mrs. BOXER (for herself, Mr. VIT-
TER, Mr. CARPER, and Mr. BARRASSO): 

S. Res. 457. A resolution designating the 
week of May 18 through May 24, 2014, as ‘‘Na-
tional Public Works Week’’; considered and 
agreed to. 

By Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Mr. KIRK, 
Mr. DURBIN, Mr. BROWN, Mr. BOOKER, 
Mr. MENENDEZ, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. 
NELSON, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, and Mr. 
PORTMAN): 

S. Res. 458. A resolution recognizing May 
as Jewish American Heritage Month and 
honoring Holocaust survivors and their con-
tributions to the United States of America; 
considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself and 
Mr. CHAMBLISS): 

S. Res. 459. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the Senate with respect to childhood 
stroke and recognizing May 2014 as ‘‘Na-
tional Pediatric Stroke Awareness Month’’; 
considered and agreed to. 

By Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Mr. REID, 
Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. 
SCHATZ, Mr. BROWN, Mr. KAINE, Mr. 
BEGICH, Mr. HELLER, Mr. KIRK, Ms. 
CANTWELL, and Mr. WARNER): 

S. Res. 460. A resolution recognizing the 
significance of May 2014 as Asian/Pacific 
American Heritage Month as an important 
time to celebrate the significant contribu-
tions of Asian Americans and Pacific Island-
ers to the history of the United States; con-
sidered and agreed to. 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself, Mr. 
FRANKEN, Mr. HARKIN, and Mr. 
BEGICH): 

S. Res. 461. A resolution honoring James L. 
Oberstar as a remarkable public servant who 
served in Congress with extraordinary dedi-
cation and purpose; considered and agreed 
to. 

By Mr. RUBIO: 

S. Res. 462. A resolution recognizing the 
Khmer and Lao/Hmong Freedom Fighters of 
Cambodia and Laos for supporting and de-
fending the United States Armed Forces dur-
ing the conflict in Southeast Asia and for 
their continued support and defense of the 
United States; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

By Mrs. MURRAY (for herself and Ms. 
CANTWELL): 

S. Res. 463. A resolution honoring the life, 
accomplishments, and legacy of Billy Frank, 
Jr, and expressing condolences on his pass-
ing; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mrs. GILLIBRAND: 

S. Con. Res. 36. A concurrent resolution 
permitting the use of the rotunda of the Cap-
itol for a ceremony to award the Congres-
sional Gold Medal to the next of kin or per-
sonal representative of Raoul Wallenberg; 
considered and agreed to. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 
S. 9 

At the request of Mr. REID, the name 
of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
9, a bill to strengthen our Nation’s 
electoral system by ensuring clean and 
fair elections. 

S. 163 
At the request of Mr. JOHANNS, his 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
163, a bill to prohibit any regulation re-
garding carbon dioxide or other green-
house gas emissions reduction in the 
United States until China, India, and 
Russia implement similar reductions. 

S. 313 
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. 313, a bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for 
the tax treatment of ABLE accounts 
established under State programs for 
the care of family members with dis-
abilities, and for other purposes. 

S. 323 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 

name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 323, a bill to amend title XVIII 
of the Social Security Act to provide 
for extended months of Medicare cov-
erage of immunosuppressive drugs for 
kidney transplant patients and other 
renal dialysis provisions. 

S. 462 
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 

name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
KAINE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
462, a bill to enhance the strategic 
partnership between the United States 
and Israel. 

S. 482 
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 

name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 482, a bill to amend the 
Public Health Service Act to provide 
protections for consumers against ex-
cessive, unjustified, or unfairly dis-
criminatory increases in premium 
rates. 

S. 484 
At the request of Mr. INHOFE, the 

name of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CORNYN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
484, a bill to amend the Toxic Sub-
stances Control Act relating to lead- 
based paint renovation and remodeling 
activities. 

S. 526 
At the request of Mr. BROWN, his 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
526, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to make permanent 
the special rule for contributions of 
qualified conservation contributions, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 553 
At the request of Mr. JOHNSON of 

South Dakota, the name of the Senator 
from Wyoming (Mr. ENZI) was added as 
a cosponsor of S. 553, a bill to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to 
provide for an exclusion for assistance 
provided to participants in certain vet-
erinary student loan repayment or for-
giveness programs. 

S. 635 
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 

name of the Senator from Washington 
(Ms. CANTWELL) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 635, a bill to amend the 
Gramm-Leach-Bliley Act to provide an 
exception to the annual written pri-
vacy notice requirement. 

S. 654 
At the request of Mr. ENZI, the name 

of the Senator from Mississippi (Mr. 
COCHRAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 654, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for col-
legiate housing and infrastructure 
grants. 

S. 714 
At the request of Mr. JOHANNS, his 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
714, a bill to impose certain limitations 
on consent decrees and settlement 
agreements by agencies that require 
the agencies to take regulatory action 
in accordance with the terms thereof, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 769 
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 

name of the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 769, a bill to designate as wil-
derness certain Federal portions of the 
red rock canyons of the Colorado Pla-
teau and the Great Basin Deserts in the 
State of Utah for the benefit of present 
and future generations of people in the 
United States. 

S. 865 
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 

name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
865, a bill to provide for the establish-
ment of a Commission to Accelerate 
the End of Breast Cancer. 

At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
the name of the Senator from Illinois 
(Mr. DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 865, supra. 

S. 961 
At the request of Mr. BLUNT, the 

name of the Senator from Nevada (Mr. 
HELLER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
961, a bill to improve access to emer-
gency medical services, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1040 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 

name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. BLUNT) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1040, a bill to provide for the 
award of a gold medal on behalf of Con-
gress to Jack Nicklaus, in recognition 
of his service to the Nation in pro-
moting excellence, good sportsman-
ship, and philanthropy. 

S. 1174 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 

the names of the Senator from Idaho 

(Mr. CRAPO), the Senator from Georgia 
(Mr. ISAKSON) and the Senator from 
South Dakota (Mr. JOHNSON) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1174, a bill to 
award a Congressional Gold Medal to 
the 65th Infantry Regiment, known as 
the Borinqueneers. 

S. 1324 
At the request of Mr. JOHANNS, his 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1324, a bill to prohibit any regulations 
promulgated pursuant to a presidential 
memorandum relating to power sector 
carbon pollution standards from taking 
effect. 

S. 1363 
At the request of Mr. JOHANNS, his 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1363, a bill to protect consumers by 
prohibiting the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency 
from promulgating as final certain en-
ergy-related rules that are estimated 
to cost more than $1,000,000,000 and will 
cause significant adverse effects to the 
economy. 

S. 1622 
At the request of Ms. HEITKAMP, the 

name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mrs. HAGAN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1622, a bill to establish 
the Alyce Spotted Bear and Walter 
Soboleff Commission on Native Chil-
dren, and for other purposes. 

S. 1690 
At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 

name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
RUBIO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1690, a bill to reauthorize the Second 
Chance Act of 2007. 

S. 1716 
At the request of Mr. WARNER, the 

names of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. MANCHIN), the Senator from 
New Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) and the 
Senator from Connecticut (Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 1716, a bill to facilitate efficient 
investments and financing of infra-
structure projects and new long-term 
job creation through the establishment 
of an Infrastructure Financing Author-
ity, and for other purposes. 

S. 1743 
At the request of Mr. JOHANNS, his 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1743, a bill to amend the Mineral Leas-
ing Act to recognize the authority of 
States to regulate oil and gas oper-
ations and promote American energy 
security, development, and job cre-
ation, and for other purposes. 

S. 1744 
At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 

name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Ms. AYOTTE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1744, a bill to strengthen 
the accountability of individuals in-
volved in misconduct affecting the in-
tegrity of background investigations, 
to update guidelines for security clear-
ances, and for other purposes. 

S. 1820 
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 

names of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Ms. AYOTTE) and the Senator 
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from Kansas (Mr. ROBERTS) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 1820, a bill to pro-
hibit the use of Federal funds for the 
costs of official portraits of Members of 
Congress, heads of executive agencies, 
and heads of agencies and offices of the 
legislative branch. 

S. 1909 

At the request of Mr. SCOTT, the 
names of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. WICKER) and the Senator from 
Texas (Mr. CRUZ) were added as cospon-
sors of S. 1909, a bill to expand oppor-
tunity through greater choice in edu-
cation, and for other purposes. 

S. 1948 

At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 
name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. HEINRICH) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1948, a bill to promote the aca-
demic achievement of American In-
dian, Alaska Native, and Native Hawai-
ian children with the establishment of 
a Native American language grant pro-
gram. 

S. 1960 

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1960, a bill to require rule-
making by the Administrator of the 
Federal Emergency Management Agen-
cy to address considerations in evalu-
ating the need for public and individual 
disaster assistance, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1988 

At the request of Mr. JOHANNS, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1988, a bill to allow States to waive reg-
ulations promulgated under the Clean 
Air Act relating to electric generating 
units under certain circumstances. 

S. 2013 

At the request of Mr. NELSON, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2013, a bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide for the removal 
of Senior Executive Service employees 
of the Department of Veterans Affairs 
for performance, and for other pur-
poses. 

At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 
names of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. TOOMEY), the Senator from 
Ohio (Mr. PORTMAN) and the Senator 
from South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 2013, 
supra. 

S. 2060 

At the request of Ms. WARREN, the 
names of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. BENNET) and the Senator from 
New Hampshire (Ms. AYOTTE) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 2060, a bill to 
direct the Architectural and Transpor-
tation Barriers Compliance Board to 
develop accessibility guidelines for 
electronic instructional materials and 
related information technologies in in-
stitutions of higher education, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2132 

At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 
name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor 

of S. 2132, a bill to amend the Indian 
Tribal Energy Development and Self- 
Determination Act of 2005, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2156 
At the request of Mr. VITTER, the 

name of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. ENZI) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 2156, a bill to amend the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act to con-
firm the scope of the authority of the 
Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency to deny or restrict 
the use of defined areas as disposal 
sites. 

S. 2176 
At the request of Mr. WARNER, the 

name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
DONNELLY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 2176, a bill to revise reporting re-
quirements under the Patient Protec-
tion and Affordable Care Act to pre-
serve the privacy of individuals, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 2182 
At the request of Mr. WALSH, the 

name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. COONS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2182, a bill to expand and improve 
care provided to veterans and members 
of the Armed Forces with mental 
health disorders or at risk of suicide, 
to review the terms or characterization 
of the discharge or separation of cer-
tain individuals from the Armed 
Forces, to require a pilot program on 
loan repayment for psychiatrists who 
agree to serve in the Veterans Health 
Administration of the Department of 
Veterans Affairs, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 2198 
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 

name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2198, a bill to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior, the Secretary of Com-
merce, the Secretary of Agriculture, 
and the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency to take ac-
tions to provide additional water sup-
plies to the State of California due to 
drought, and for other purposes. 

S. 2231 
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 

name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2231, a bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to provide an individual 
with a mental health assessment before 
the individual enlists in the Armed 
Forces or is commissioned as an officer 
in the Armed Forces, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 2243 
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 

name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. COONS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2243, a bill to expand eligibility 
for the program of comprehensive as-
sistance for family caregivers of the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, to ex-
pand benefits available to participants 
under such program, to enhance special 
compensation for members of the uni-
formed services who require assistance 
in everyday life, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 2244 

At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 
names of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR), the Senator from 
Maryland (Mr. CARDIN) and the Senator 
from Illinois (Mr. DURBIN) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 2244, a bill to extend 
the termination date of the Terrorism 
Insurance Program established under 
the Terrorism Insurance Act of 2002, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 2270 

At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 
names of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mrs. MCCASKILL), the Senator from 
Iowa (Mr. HARKIN) and the Senator 
from Connecticut (Mr. BLUMENTHAL) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 2270, a 
bill to clarify the application of certain 
leverage and risk-based requirements 
under the Dodd-Frank Wall Street Re-
form and Consumer Protection Act. 

At the request of Mr. JOHANNS, the 
name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mrs. FISCHER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2270, supra. 

S. 2276 

At the request of Mr. BLUNT, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Ms. AYOTTE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2276, a bill to amend title 
10, United States Code, to improve ac-
cess to mental health services under 
the TRICARE program. 

S. 2295 

At the request of Mr. LEAHY, the 
names of the Senator from New York 
(Mr. SCHUMER) and the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 2295, a bill to establish 
the National Commission on the Fu-
ture of the Army, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 2297 

At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 
name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2297, a bill to make dem-
onstration grants to eligible local edu-
cational agencies or consortia of eligi-
ble local educational agencies for the 
purpose of reducing the student-to- 
school nurse ratio in public elementary 
schools and secondary schools. 

S. 2302 

At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
names of the Senator from New York 
(Mr. SCHUMER), the Senator from South 
Dakota (Mr. THUNE), the Senator from 
Oklahoma (Mr. INHOFE) and the Sen-
ator from Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON) were 
withdrawn as cosponsors of S. 2302, a 
bill to provide for a 1-year extension of 
the Afghan Special Immigrant Visa 
Program, and for other purposes. 

S. 2307 

At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the 
name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. CARDIN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2307, a bill to prevent inter-
national violence against women, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 2329 

At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the 
names of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
KIRK), the Senator from Missouri (Mr. 
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BLUNT), the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. THUNE), the Senator from 
Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON), the Senator 
from Oklahoma (Mr. INHOFE), the Sen-
ator from North Dakota (Mr. HOEVEN), 
the Senator from California (Mrs. 
BOXER), the Senator from New York 
(Mr. SCHUMER) and the Senator from 
Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 2329, a bill to prevent 
Hezbollah from gaining access to inter-
national financial and other institu-
tions, and for other purposes. 

At the request of Mr. JOHANNS, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2329, supra. 

S. 2355 

At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2355, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to ex-
clude certain compensation received by 
public safety officers and their depend-
ents from gross income. 

S. 2362 

At the request of Mr. JOHANNS, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2362, a bill to prohibit the payment of 
performance awards in fiscal year 2015 
to employees in the Veterans Health 
Administration, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 2363 

At the request of Mr. JOHANNS, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2363, a bill to protect and enhance op-
portunities for recreational hunting, 
fishing, and shooting, and for other 
purposes. 

At the request of Mrs. HAGAN, the 
names of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Ms. HEITKAMP) and the Senator 
from Idaho (Mr. CRAPO) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 2363, supra. 

S. 2373 

At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2373, a bill to authorize the appro-
priation of funds to the Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention for con-
ducting or supporting research on fire-
arms safety or gun violence prevention. 

S. 2377 

At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 
name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2377, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to ex-
clude certain compensation received by 
public safety officers and their depend-
ents from gross income. 

S. RES. 218 

At the request of Mr. NELSON, the 
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
RUBIO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 218, a resolution honoring the leg-
acy of A. Philip Randolph and saluting 
his efforts on behalf of the people of 
the United States to form ‘‘a more per-
fect union’’. 

S. RES. 453 

At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 
names of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MARKEY), the Senator from 

Illinois (Mr. KIRK), the Senator from 
Utah (Mr. HATCH), the Senator from 
Maryland (Mr. CARDIN) and the Senator 
from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT) were added 
as cosponsors of S. Res. 453, a resolu-
tion condemning the death sentence 
against Meriam Yahia Ibrahim Ishag, a 
Sudanese Christian woman accused of 
apostasy. 

At the request of Mr. JOHANNS, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 453, supra. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. LEVIN (for himself, Mr. 
MCCAIN, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, and 
Mr. COBURN): 

S. 2384. A bill to require the Presi-
dent to develop a watch list and a pri-
ority watch list of foreign countries 
that engage in economic or industrial 
espionage in cyberspace with respect to 
United States trade secrets or propri-
etary information, to provide for the 
imposition of sanctions with respect to 
foreign persons that knowingly benefit 
from such espionage, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I am 
joined today by Senators MCCAIN, 
ROCKEFELLER and COBURN in intro-
ducing a bill to respond to over-
whelming and indisputable evidence of 
large scale cyber intrusions by the 
Government of China into the com-
puter networks of private U.S. compa-
nies for the purpose of stealing valu-
able intellectual property and propri-
etary information. Such illegal and 
damaging behavior demands strong and 
immediate action. 

American companies invest hundreds 
of billions of dollars every year in re-
search and development. The innova-
tion that results from those invest-
ments drives the growth of American 
companies and the U.S. economy. Un-
fortunately, our companies are having 
their intellectual property stolen right 
out from underneath them through 
cyberspace. According to a 2013 Center 
for Strategic and International Studies 
study, cyber theft costs American com-
panies $100 billion annually—a stag-
gering amount that threatens to under-
mine America’s global competitive-
ness. 

General Keith B. Alexander, former 
head of the National Security Agency 
and U.S. Cyber Command, has called 
the cyber theft of U.S. intellectual 
property ‘‘the greatest transfer of 
wealth in history.’’ 

Monday’s Department of Justice in-
dictment of 5 Chinese military officials 
for computer hacking, economic espio-
nage and other offenses directed at 6 
American companies confirms what 
earlier U.S. Government reports have 
documented: the culprits of cyber theft 
are frequently foreign governments and 
China is the worst offender. The indict-
ment alleges that the defendants, 
members of China’s People’s Libera-
tion Army, conspired to hack into the 

computers of U.S. companies to steal 
information useful to those American 
companies’ Chinese competitors, in-
cluding state-owned enterprises. 

The indictments demonstrate the ad-
ministration’s willingness to take on 
cybercrime through the aggressive use 
of the criminal justice system. The leg-
islation we are introducing today, a re-
vised version of a bill we introduced 
last year, gives our Government an-
other tool to impose costs on those 
who steal and profit from the cyber 
theft of American technology, trade se-
crets and proprietary information. 

Our bill would authorize the Presi-
dent to direct the Treasury Depart-
ment to freeze the assets of any foreign 
person or company, including a state 
owned enterprise, determined to have 
benefitted from the theft of U.S. tech-
nology or proprietary information sto-
len in cyberspace. 

The Deter Cyber Theft Act would 
also require the Director of National 
Intelligence to compile an annual re-
port on foreign economic and indus-
trial espionage that includes: a list of 
foreign countries that engage in eco-
nomic or industrial espionage in cyber-
space against U.S. firms or individuals, 
including a priority watch list of the 
worst offenders; a list of U.S. tech-
nologies or proprietary information 
targeted by such espionage, and, to the 
extent possible, a list of such informa-
tion that has been stolen; a list of 
items manufactured or produced or 
services or services provided using such 
stolen technologies or proprietary in-
formation; a list of foreign companies, 
including state-owned firms, that ben-
efit from such theft; details of the espi-
onage activities of foreign countries; 
and actions taken by the DNI and other 
Federal agencies to combat industrial 
or economic espionage in cyberspace. 

As Dennis C. Blair, former director of 
national intelligence and co-chair of 
the IP Commission report has said, 
‘‘Jawboning alone won’t work. Some-
thing has to change China’s calculus.’’ 
We need to call out those who are re-
sponsible for cyber theft and empower 
the President to hit the thieves where 
it hurts most—in their wallets. 

If foreign governments, like the Chi-
nese government, want to continue to 
deny their involvement in cyber theft 
despite the proof, that is one thing. We 
can’t stop the denials. But we aren’t 
without remedies. We can make sure 
that the companies that benefit from 
cyber theft, including state-owned 
companies, pay the price. Blocking 
these companies from doing business in 
the United States will send the mes-
sage that we have had enough. 

We worked closely with the adminis-
tration in developing this bill. I believe 
it is an important complement to their 
recent aggressive efforts to respond to 
economic espionage by members of the 
Chinese military. 

In light of the Snowden leaks, some 
have charged that it is inconsistent of 
the U.S. to criticize China’s campaign 
to steal our intellectual property 
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through cyberspace. Let’s be clear. At-
tempts to equate China’s actions and 
our own are false. The United States 
economy is built on the hard work and 
innovation of American entrepreneurs 
who are free to think for themselves, 
develop new products and deliver them 
to the world. China’s actions, on the 
other hand, reveal a country that is 
satisfied with theft as a means of eco-
nomic growth while ironically, sup-
pressing the freedoms that encourage 
new ideas and innovation. The 
Snowden revelations are about espio-
nage; the United States does not steal 
intellectual property for economic 
gain. 

I urge the speedy enactment of the 
Deter Cyber Theft Act. 

By Ms. HEITKAMP (for herself 
and Mr. KAINE): 

S. 2390. A bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to create a tax 
credit for foster families; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

Ms. HEITKAMP. Mr. President, I rise 
today to discuss the important issue of 
foster care and the need to recruit, re-
tain and support foster families. What 
better time than during National Fos-
ter Care Month. Foster parents make a 
significant and meaningful difference 
in the lives of so many vulnerable chil-
dren by opening their hearts and 
homes. But we continue to struggle to 
recruit and retain enough foster fami-
lies to ensure each child is placed in a 
family-like setting. This is particu-
larly true for Native American kids 
who are in foster care at rates dramati-
cally higher than others. 

Caring for a child in foster care can 
be more expensive than caring for one’s 
own biological children. Children 
placed into foster care often have expe-
rienced significant emotional and 
physical trauma and have higher 
incidences of medical and behavioral 
health issues, resulting in additional 
costs to parents. Unfortunately, too 
many caring foster parents struggle fi-
nancially because Federal and State 
programs that reimburse parents for a 
child’s daily living costs do not provide 
for the real cost of caring for the child. 
A 2007 study of State foster care pro-
grams, conducted by the University of 
Maryland School of Social Work, Chil-
dren’s Rights, and the National Foster 
Parent Association, found that current 
foster care rates would have to in-
crease on average 36 percent nation-
wide to provide for basic care. 

A 2002 report by the Department of 
Health and Human Services’ Inspector 
General found that foster parents’ ex-
penses often exceed foster care reim-
bursement rates, leading foster parents 
to pay out-of-pocket to meet foster 
children’s basic needs. Some benefits 
already exist in the current tax code to 
support these families, but few are 
aware of their existence or utilize 
them. 

Today I am introducing the Foster 
Care Tax Credit Act to provide addi-
tional tax relief for foster families to 

help cover the actual costs of caring 
for a foster child. This legislation also 
requests additional outreach and edu-
cation by the Department of Health 
and Human Services to better equip 
State and Tribal foster agencies and 
foster families to take advantage of all 
tax benefits available. I thank my col-
league, Senator KAINE, for joining me 
in this effort. 

As we continue working towards the 
goals of improving child welfare, I hope 
more of my colleagues will join me in 
seeking to provide additional support 
for families caring for foster children. 

By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr. 
KIRK, Mrs. MURRAY, and Mr. 
ISAKSON): 

S. 2405. A bill to amend title XII of 
the Public Health Service Act to reau-
thorize certain trauma care programs, 
and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, today I am 
pleased to introduce the Trauma Sys-
tems and Regionalization of Emer-
gency Care Reauthorization Act along 
with Senators KIRK, MURRAY, and ISAK-
SON, and also the Improving Trauma 
Care Act, which includes burn injuries 
in the definition of trauma. 

These two bills, S. 2405 and S. 2406, 
build on my previous efforts to improve 
trauma care, which is an essential 
component of our care system. Timely 
and effective trauma care is critical to 
ensuring lifesaving interventions for 
those who have serious unintentional 
injuries. Such injuries are the leading 
cause of death for children and adults 
under 44, according to the Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention, CDC. 

I look forward to working with my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to-
ward expeditious passage of these bills. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI: 
S. 2408. A bill to authorize the explo-

ration, leasing, development, and pro-
duction of oil and gas in and from the 
western portion of the Coastal Plain of 
the State of Alaska without surface oc-
cupancy, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I 
rise today to introduce two separate 
bills to open a small portion of the Arc-
tic coastal plain, in my home State of 
Alaska, to oil and gas development. I 
am introducing these bills because new 
production in northern Alaska is vital 
to my State’s future and global energy 
security. 

The 1.5 million acres of the Arctic 
coastal plain that lie within the non- 
wilderness portion of the 19 million 
acre Arctic National Wildlife Refuge 
are North America’s greatest prospect 
for conventional onshore production. 
The U.S. Geological Survey continues 
to estimate that this part of the coast-
al plain has a mean likelihood of con-
taining 10.4 billion barrels of oil and 8.6 
trillion cubic feet of natural gas, as 
well as a reasonable chance of eco-

nomically producing 16 billion barrels 
of oil. If produced at a rate of 1 million 
barrels per day, that supply could last 
for more than 40 years—bringing us 
jobs, revenues, and security in every 
one of them. 

Today, Alaska supplies about 7 per-
cent of U.S. crude oil. This is a 4 per-
cent decline since I last introduced 
similar bills in 2011. It is an even more 
substantial loss compared to what we 
have provided in past decades, and 
what we could be providing today. Im-
portantly, despite the Federal Govern-
ment owning almost 70 percent of the 
lands in Alaska, almost all of our oil 
production is from State lands. The 
only production on Federal lands is 
from the Northstar project, a small 
man-made island that straddles state 
and federal waters in the Beaufort Sea. 

For more than 30 years, my State has 
successfully balanced resource develop-
ment with environmental protection. 
Alaskans have proven, over and over 
again, that these endeavors are not 
mutually exclusive, and with advances 
in technology, the footprint of develop-
ment projects is only getting smaller. 
Yet at the Federal level, there is an as-
tonishing refusal to acknowledge that 
record. 

As a result, production on the North 
Slope continues to decline by about 6 
percent annually. With new explo-
ration and development projects on 
Federal lands blocked or delayed at 
every turn, Alaska faces a tipping 
point. Declining production is now 
threatening the continued operation of 
the Trans-Alaska Pipeline System. A 
closure of TAPS would shut down all 
northern Alaska oil production, dev-
astating Alaska’s economy, causing 
global oil prices to rise, and deepening 
our dependence on unstable petrostates 
throughout the world. Exploration and 
development in the Arctic offshore and 
National Petroleum Reserve-Alaska 
are moving forward, but these re-
sources will not be developed without a 
viable way to transport them to mar-
ket. 

The bills I introduce today, S. 2408 
and S. 2409, would disturb no more than 
2,000 acres of the vast coastal plain, 
and one bill would not allow surface oc-
cupancy of the coastal plain, only di-
rectional drilling from outside the ref-
uge to access the oil and gas resources. 
To put this in perspective, 2,000 acres is 
less than the size of the local Dulles 
Airport, or about 1⁄10 of 1 percent of the 
refuge. Since these areas are less than 
60 miles from TAPS, development in 
the coastal plain is the quickest, most 
environmentally-sound way to increase 
oil production in Alaska and ensure the 
pipeline will operate well into the fu-
ture, providing jobs and supporting the 
economies of both Alaska and the 
United States. 

The terms of both bills include 
strong protections for fish and wildlife, 
fish and wildlife habitat, subsistence 
resources, and the environment. Devel-
opment could not move forward if it 
would cause significant adverse im-
pacts to the coastal plain. Both bills 
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also return 50 percent of all revenues to 
the Federal Government, rather than 
the 10 percent allowed under current 
law. At approximately $100 per barrel, 
and given the Coastal Plain’s estimate 
of over 10 billion barrels, there is a tril-
lion dollars’ worth of oil locked up be-
neath this small area in northern Alas-
ka. 

As we continue to struggle with high 
long-term unemployment and 
unsustainable national debt, we need 
to pursue development opportunities 
more than ever. The shale oil and gas 
boom on state and private lands in the 
Lower 48 has been the one shining light 
as our economy struggles to recover 
from the recession. My bills offer us a 
chance to produce more of our own en-
ergy, for the good of the American peo-
ple, in an environmentally-friendly 
way. With oil hovering near $100 a bar-
rel, with so many of our fellow citizens 
out of work, and with the U.S. nation 
still about 40 percent dependent on for-
eign oil—it would be foolish to once 
again ignore our most promising pros-
pect for new development. 

For decades, Alaskans, whom polls 
show overwhelmingly support develop-
ment of the coastal plain, have been 
asking permission to explore and de-
velop the resources located there. 
Technology has advanced so that it is 
possible to develop oil and gas from the 
refuge with little or no impact on the 
area and its wildlife. 

I hope this Congress will have the 
common sense to allow America to 
help itself by developing the coastal 
plain’s substantial resources. This is 
critical to my State and the nation as 
a whole. With this in mind, I will work 
to educate the members of this cham-
ber about the opportunity we have and 
the tremendous benefits it would pro-
vide. I will show why such development 
should occur—why it must occur—and 
how it can benefit all of us at a time 
when we so desperately need good eco-
nomic news. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 455—DESIG-
NATING MAY 2014 AS ‘‘OLDER 
AMERICANS MONTH’’ 
Mr. NELSON (for himself, Ms. COL-

LINS, Mr. SANDERS, and Mr. CARDIN) 
submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 455 

Whereas President John F. Kennedy first 
designated May as ‘‘Senior Citizens Month’’ 
in 1963; 

Whereas in 1963, only 17,000,000 individuals 
living in the United States were age 65 or 
older, approximately 1/3 of such individuals 
lived in poverty, and few programs existed to 
meet the needs of older individuals in the 
United States; 

Whereas in 2014, there are more than 
43,000,000 individuals age 65 or older in the 
United States, and such individuals account 
for 13.7 percent of the total population of the 
United States; 

Whereas in 2014, more than 9,600,000 vet-
erans of the Armed Forces are age 65 or 
older; 

Whereas older individuals in the United 
States rely on Federal programs, such as So-
cial Security, the Medicare program, the 
Medicaid program, for financial security and 
high-quality affordable health care; 

Whereas the Older Americans Act of 1965 
(42 U.S.C. 3001 et seq.) provides supportive 
services to help individuals of the United 
States who are age 60 or older maintain max-
imum independence in their homes and com-
munities; 

Whereas the Older Americans Act of 1965 
provides funding for programs, including nu-
trition services, transportation, and care 
management, to assist more than 11,000,000 
older individuals in the United States each 
year; 

Whereas compared to older individuals in 
the United States in past generations, older 
individuals in the United States in 2014 are 
working longer, living longer, and enjoying 
healthier, more active, and more inde-
pendent lifestyles; 

Whereas more than 4,300,000 individuals in 
the United States age 65 or older continue to 
work as full-time, year-round employees; 

Whereas older individuals in the United 
States play an important role in society by 
continuing to contribute their experience, 
knowledge, wisdom, and accomplishments; 

Whereas older individuals in the United 
States play vital roles in their communities 
and remain involved in volunteer work, men-
toring activities, the arts, cultural activi-
ties, and civic engagement; and 

Whereas a society that recognizes the suc-
cess of older individuals and continues to en-
hance their access to quality and affordable 
health care will encourage the ongoing par-
ticipation and heightened independence of 
such individuals and will ensure the contin-
ued safety and well-being of such individuals: 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates May 2014 as ‘‘Older Ameri-

cans Month’’; and 
(2) encourages the people of the United 

States to provide opportunities for older in-
dividuals to continue to flourish by— 

(A) emphasizing the importance and lead-
ership of older individuals through public 
recognition of their ongoing achievements; 

(B) presenting opportunities for older indi-
viduals to share their wisdom, experience, 
and skills with younger generations; and 

(C) recognizing older individuals as valu-
able assets in strengthening communities 
across the United States. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 456—RECOG-
NIZING NATIONAL FOSTER CARE 
MONTH AS AN OPPORTUNITY TO 
RAISE AWARENESS ABOUT THE 
CHALLENGES OF CHILDREN IN 
THE FOSTER CARE SYSTEM, AND 
ENCOURAGING CONGRESS TO IM-
PLEMENT POLICY TO IMPROVE 
THE LIVES OF CHILDREN IN THE 
FOSTER CARE SYSTEM 
Ms. LANDRIEU (for herself, Mr. 

GRASSLEY, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. CASEY, Mr. 
COCHRAN, Mr. CRAPO, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, 
Mrs. HAGAN, Ms. HEITKAMP, Mr. 
HOEVEN, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. JOHANNS, Mr. 
KAINE, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. 
WYDEN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, and Mrs. 
BOXER) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was considered and agreed 
to: 

S. RES. 456 

Whereas National Foster Care Month was 
established more than 20 years ago to— 

(1) bring foster care issues to the forefront; 
(2) highlight the importance of perma-

nency for every child; and 

(3) recognize the essential role that foster 
parents, social workers, and advocates have 
in the lives of children in foster care 
throughout the United States; 

Whereas all children deserve a safe, loving, 
and permanent home; 

Whereas the primary goal of the foster 
care system is to ensure the safety and well- 
being of children while working to provide a 
safe, loving, and permanent home for each 
child; 

Whereas there are approximately 400,000 
children living in foster care; 

Whereas there were approximately 252,000 
youth that entered the foster care system in 
2012, while nearly 102,000 youth were eligible 
and awaiting adoption at the end of 2012; 

Whereas foster care is intended to be a 
temporary placement, but children remain 
in the foster care system for an average of 2 
years; 

Whereas ethnic minority children are more 
likely to stay in the foster care system for 
longer periods of time and are less likely to 
be reunited with their biological families; 

Whereas foster parents are the front-line 
caregivers for children who cannot safely re-
main with their biological parents and pro-
vide physical care, emotional support, edu-
cation advocacy, and are the largest single 
source of families providing permanent 
homes for children leaving foster care to 
adoption; 

Whereas children in foster care who are 
placed with relatives, compared to children 
placed with nonrelatives, have more sta-
bility, including fewer changes in place-
ments, have more positive perceptions of 
their placements, are more likely to be 
placed with their siblings, and demonstrate 
fewer behavioral problems; 

Whereas some relative caregivers receive 
less financial assistance and support services 
than do foster caregivers; 

Whereas recent studies show children in 
foster care are prescribed psychotropic medi-
cation at rates up to 11 times higher than 
other children on Medicaid and in amounts 
that exceed the Food and Drug Administra-
tion’s guidelines; 

Whereas youth in foster care are much 
more likely to face educational instability 
with 34 percent of foster youth ages 17 to 18 
experiencing at least 5 changes while in care; 

Whereas youth in foster care are often cut 
off from other youth and face hurdles in par-
ticipating in activities common to their 
peers, such as sports or extracurricular ac-
tivities; 

Whereas youth in foster care are more sus-
ceptible to being trafficked, and more needs 
to be done to prevent, identify, and intervene 
when a child becomes a victim of the crime; 

Whereas an increased emphasis on preven-
tion and reunification services is necessary 
to reduce the number of children that are 
forced to remain in the foster care system; 

Whereas more than 23,400 youth ‘‘age out’’ 
of foster care annually without a legal per-
manent connection to an adult or family; 

Whereas children who age out of foster 
care lack the security or support of a bio-
logical or adoptive family and frequently 
struggle to secure affordable housing, obtain 
health insurance, pursue higher education, 
and acquire adequate employment; 

Whereas nearly half of children in foster 
care for five or more years experience 7 or 
more different foster care placements, which 
often leads to disruption of routines and the 
need to change schools and move away from 
siblings, extended families, and familiar sur-
roundings; 

Whereas children entering foster care often 
confront the widespread misperception that 
children in foster care are disruptive, unruly, 
and dangerous, even though placement in 
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foster care is based on the actions of a par-
ent or guardian, not the child; 

Whereas States, localities, and commu-
nities should be encouraged to invest re-
sources in preventative and reunification 
services and post-permanency programs to 
ensure that more children in foster care are 
provided with safe, loving, and permanent 
placements; 

Whereas Federal legislation over the past 
three decades, including the Adoption Assist-
ance and Child Welfare Act of 1980 (Public 
Law 96–272), the Adoption and Safe Families 
Act of 1997 (Public Law 105–89), the Fostering 
Connections to Success and Increasing Adop-
tions Act of 2008 (Public Law 110–351), the 
Child and Family Services Improvement and 
Innovation Act (Public Law 112–34), and the 
Uninterrupted Scholars Act (Public Law 112– 
278) provided new investments and services 
to improve the outcomes of children in the 
foster care system; 

Whereas the Children’s Bureau of the De-
partment of Health and Human Services has 
designated May as National Foster Care 
Month under the theme ‘‘to help build blocks 
toward permanent families for foster youth’’; 

Whereas May would be an appropriate 
month to designate as National Foster Care 
Month to provide an opportunity to ac-
knowledge the accomplishments of the child- 
welfare workforce, foster parents, advocacy 
community, and mentors for their dedica-
tion, accomplishments, and positive impact 
they have on the lives of children; and 

Whereas much remains to be done to en-
sure that all children have a safe, loving, 
nurturing, and permanent family, regardless 
of age or special needs: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) recognizes National Foster Care Month 

as an opportunity to raise awareness about 
the challenges that children face in the fos-
ter-care system; 

(2) encourages Congress to implement pol-
icy to improve the lives of children in the 
foster care system and maximize the number 
children exiting foster care to the protection 
of safe, loving, and permanent families; 

(3) supports the designation of National 
Foster Care Month; 

(4) acknowledges the unique needs of chil-
dren in the foster-care system; 

(5) recognizes foster youth throughout the 
United States for their ongoing tenacity, 
courage, and resilience while facing life chal-
lenges; 

(6) acknowledges the exceptional alumni of 
the foster-care system who serve as advo-
cates and role models for youth who remain 
in care; 

(7) honors the commitment and dedication 
of the individuals who work tirelessly to pro-
vide assistance and services to children in 
the foster-care system; and 

(8) reaffirms the need to continue working 
to improve the outcomes of all children in 
the foster-care system through parts B and E 
of title IV of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.) and other programs de-
signed to— 

(A) support vulnerable families; 
(B) invest in prevention and reunification 

services; 
(C) promote guardianship, adoption, and 

other permanent placement opportunities in 
cases where reunification is not in the best 
interests of the child; 

(D) adequately serve those children 
brought into the foster-care system; and 

(E) facilitate the successful transition into 
adulthood for children that ‘‘age out’’ of the 
foster-care system. 

SENATE RESOLUTION 457—DESIG-
NATING THE WEEK OF MAY 18 
THROUGH MAY 24, 2014, AS ‘‘NA-
TIONAL PUBLIC WORKS WEEK’’ 
Mrs. BOXER (for herself, Mr. VITTER, 

Mr. CARPER, and Mr. BARRASSO) sub-
mitted the following resolution; which 
was considered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 457 
Whereas public works infrastructure, fa-

cilities, and services are of vital importance 
to the health, safety, and well-being of the 
people of the United States; 

Whereas the public works infrastructure, 
facilities, and services could not be provided 
without the dedicated efforts of public works 
professionals, including engineers and ad-
ministrators, who represent State and local 
governments throughout the United States; 

Whereas public works professionals design, 
build, operate, and maintain the transpor-
tation systems, water infrastructure, sewage 
and refuse disposal systems, public buildings, 
and other structures and facilities that are 
vital to the people and communities of the 
United States; and 

Whereas understanding the role that public 
infrastructure plays in protecting the envi-
ronment, improving public health and safe-
ty, contributing to economic vitality, and 
enhancing the quality of life of every com-
munity of the United States is in the inter-
est of the people of the United States: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates the week of May 18 through 

May 24, 2014, as ‘‘National Public Works 
Week’’; 

(2) recognizes and celebrates the important 
contributions that public works profes-
sionals make every day to improve— 

(A) the public infrastructure of the United 
States; and 

(B) the communities that public works pro-
fessionals serve; and 

(3) urges individuals and communities 
throughout the United States to join with 
representatives of the Federal Government 
and the American Public Works Association 
in activities and ceremonies that are de-
signed— 

(A) to pay tribute to the public works pro-
fessionals of the United States; and 

(B) to recognize the substantial contribu-
tions that public works professionals make 
to the United States. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 458—RECOG-
NIZING MAY AS JEWISH AMER-
ICAN HERITAGE MONTH AND 
HONORING HOLOCAUST SUR-
VIVORS AND THEIR CONTRIBU-
TIONS TO THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA 
Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Mr. KIRK, 

Mr. DURBIN, Mr. BROWN, Mr. BOOKER, 
Mr. MENENDEZ, Ms. MIKULSKI, Mr. NEL-
SON, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, and Mr. 
PORTMAN) submitted the following res-
olution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 458 

Whereas in May of each year, people across 
the United States recognize and celebrate 
over 350 years of Jewish contributions to the 
United States through Jewish American Her-
itage Month; 

Whereas during the Holocaust, the Nazi re-
gime murdered approximately 6,000,000 Jews, 
in addition to millions of non-Jews, between 
1933 and 1945; 

Whereas the Nazi regime also imprisoned, 
persecuted, and tortured hundreds of thou-

sands of Jewish victims who nonetheless sur-
vived; 

Whereas the United States Holocaust Me-
morial Museum Holocaust Encyclopedia esti-
mates that more than 200,000 persecuted 
Jews found refuge in the United States be-
tween 1933 and 1945, and that approximately 
137,000 Jewish refugees settled in the United 
States after World War II in the years be-
tween 1945 and 1952; 

Whereas in subsequent decades, Jewish ref-
ugees continued to immigrate to the United 
States from Europe, the Middle East, and the 
former Soviet Union; 

Whereas many survivors of the Holocaust 
have dedicated their lives to educating fu-
ture generations about the dangers of big-
otry and anti-Semitism and the resiliency of 
the human spirit; and 

Whereas countless survivors of the Holo-
caust living in the United States have made 
numerous and substantial contributions to 
society in the areas of the humanities, 
science, government, law, history, medicine, 
military service, philosophy, social justice, 
technology, and more, including— 

(1) a Marylander who bravely led the dec-
ades-long fight for reparations from the 
French rail companies that transported vic-
tims to Nazi concentration camps and kill-
ing centers; 

(2) a former judge on the International 
Court of Justice and the Inter-American 
Court of Human Rights, who was a member 
of the United Nations Human Rights Com-
mittee, and who is currently a professor spe-
cializing in international justice at The 
George Washington University Law School; 

(3) a native of France who survived a series 
of Nazi concentration camps and became a 
well-known author, lecturer, and actor who 
appeared as Corporal Louis LeBeau on the 
1960s television series Hogan’s Heroes; 

(4) a native of Poland who spent his child-
hood in a Nazi labor camp, was educated in 
the United States, and became a renowned 
chemist, author, professor, and poet, winning 
the 1981 Nobel Prize in Chemistry; 

(5) a former Member of the House of Rep-
resentatives and Chairman of the House 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and founder 
of the Congressional Human Rights Caucus, 
who, along with his wife and fellow survivor, 
devoted his life to championing human 
rights and freedom around the world; 

(6) a Polish-born author, historian, educa-
tor, member of the United States Holocaust 
Commission, and recipient of the 2010 Presi-
dential Medal of Freedom; 

(7) an Austrian native, literary scholar, 
and professor who authored a 1992 autobiog-
raphy, Still Alive: A Holocaust Girlhood Re-
membered, and numerous scholarly publica-
tions on the Holocaust and anti-Semitism; 

(8) a Croatian-born survivor who helped 
produce the movie Schindler’s List and be-
came an advisor to the USC Shoah Founda-
tion, an archive of testimonies of genocide 
survivors chaired by Steven Spielberg; 

(9) an Illinoisan who created the Inter-
national Monetary Market, served as chair-
man of the Chicago Mercantile Exchange, 
and revolutionized markets by creating fi-
nancial futures after fleeing Holocaust-era 
Poland as a child; 

(10) a Hungarian survivor who served in the 
United States Army in the Korean War and 
who was awarded the Medal of Honor in 2005 
for his heroic actions while being held in a 
Chinese POW camp that saved the lives of at 
least 40 fellow soldiers; 

(11) a native of Germany who escaped Nazi 
Germany as a teenager, served as a corporal 
in the United States Army, was an inter-
preter and analyst during the Nuremberg 
Trials, served in the Foreign Service of the 
Department of State, and authored a book 
about a Jewish resistor who assassinated a 
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Nazi official and another about Allied intel-
ligence near the end of World War II; 

(12) a world-renowned psychosexual thera-
pist, radio and television personality, pro-
fessor, and author who escaped Nazi Ger-
many as a child and fought in the Israeli War 
of Independence; and 

(13) the winner of the 1986 Nobel Peace 
Prize, an author, professor, and activist, 
whose memoir Night is an internationally 
acclaimed account of the terrors of the Holo-
caust: 

Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) recognizes May 2014 as Jewish American 

Heritage Month; 
(2) expresses appreciation for the substan-

tial and varied contributions made to the 
United States by the survivors of the Holo-
caust; 

(3) encourages the people of the United 
States to learn about the efforts and 
achievements of Holocaust survivors who im-
migrated to the United States in the years 
following World War II; 

(4) expresses admiration for the more than 
100,000 Holocaust survivors living in the 
United States who continue to bear witness 
to their personal stories and educate the 
world; and 

(5) understands the hardships Holocaust 
survivors have endured, and supports their 
desire to age with dignity and comfort in 
their homes and communities. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 459—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE 
SENATE WITH RESPECT TO 
CHILDHOOD STROKE AND RECOG-
NIZING MAY 2014 AS ‘‘NATIONAL 
PEDIATRIC STROKE AWARENESS 
MONTH’’ 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself and 

Mr. CHAMBLISS) submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was consid-
ered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 459 

Whereas a stroke, also known as cerebro-
vascular disease, is an acute neurologic in-
jury that occurs when the blood supply to a 
part of the brain is interrupted by a clot in 
the artery or a burst of the artery; 

Whereas a stroke is a medical emergency 
that can cause permanent neurologic damage 
or even death if not promptly diagnosed and 
treated; 

Whereas a stroke occurs in approximately 
1 out of every 3,500 live births, and 4.6 out of 
100,000 children ages 19 and under experience 
a stroke each year; 

Whereas a stroke can occur before birth; 
Whereas stroke is among the top 12 causes 

of death for children between the ages of 1 
and 14 in the United States; 

Whereas 20 to 40 percent of children who 
have suffered a stroke die as a result; 

Whereas a stroke recurs within 5 years in 
10 percent of children who have had an 
ischemic or hemorrhagic stroke; 

Whereas the death rate for children who 
experience a stroke before the age of 1 is the 
highest out of all child age groups; 

Whereas there are no approved therapies 
for the treatment of acute stroke in infants 
and children; 

Whereas approximately 60 percent of in-
fants and children who have a pediatric 
stroke will have serious, permanent neuro-
logical disabilities, including paralysis, sei-
zures, speech and vision problems, and atten-
tion, learning, and behavioral difficulties; 

Whereas such disabilities may require on-
going physical therapy and surgeries; 

Whereas the permanent health concerns of 
and treatments for strokes that occur during 

childhood and young adulthood have consid-
erable impacts on children, families, and so-
ciety; 

Whereas more information is necessary re-
garding the cause, treatment, and prevention 
of pediatric strokes; 

Whereas medical research is the only 
means by which the people of the United 
States can identify and develop effective 
treatment and prevention strategies for pedi-
atric strokes; and 

Whereas early diagnosis and treatment of 
pediatric strokes greatly improves the 
chances that an affected child will recover 
and not experience a recurrence of a stroke: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) recognizes May 2014 as ‘‘National Pedi-

atric Stroke Awareness Month’’; 
(2) urges the people of the United States to 

support the efforts, programs, services, and 
organizations that enhance public awareness 
of pediatric stroke; 

(3) supports the work of the National Insti-
tutes of Health in pursuit of medical 
progress on pediatric stroke; and 

(4) urges continued coordination and co-
operation between the Federal Government, 
State and local governments, researchers, 
families, and the public to improve treat-
ments and prognoses for children who suffer 
from strokes. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 460—RECOG-
NIZING THE SIGNIFICANCE OF 
MAY 2014 AS ASIAN/PACIFIC 
AMERICAN HERITAGE MONTH AS 
AN IMPORTANT TIME TO CELE-
BRATE THE SIGNIFICANT CON-
TRIBUTIONS OF ASIAN AMERI-
CANS AND PACIFIC ISLANDERS 
TO THE HISTORY OF THE 
UNITED STATES 
Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Mr. REID, 

Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. SCHATZ, 
Mr. BROWN, Mr. KAINE, Mr. BEGICH, Mr. 
HELLER, Mr. KIRK, Ms. CANTWELL, and 
Mr. WARNER) submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 460 

Whereas the United States joins together 
each May to pay tribute to the contributions 
of generations of Asian Americans and Pa-
cific Islanders who have enriched the history 
of the United States; 

Whereas the history of Asian Americans 
and Pacific Islanders in the United States is 
inextricably tied to the story of the United 
States; 

Whereas the Asian American and Pacific 
Islander community is an inherently diverse 
population comprised of more than 45 dis-
tinct ethnicities and more than 100 language 
dialects; 

Whereas, according to the Bureau of the 
Census, the Asian American population grew 
faster than any other racial or ethnic group 
in the United States during the last decade, 
surging nearly 46 percent between 2000 and 
2010, which is a growth rate 4 times faster 
than that of the total population of the 
United States; 

Whereas the 2010 decennial census esti-
mated that there are approximately 
17,300,000 residents of the United States who 
identify as Asian and approximately 1,200,000 
residents of the United States who identify 
themselves as Native Hawaiian or other Pa-
cific Islander, making up approximately 5.5 
percent and 0.4 percent, respectively, of the 
total population of the United States; 

Whereas the month of May was selected for 
Asian/Pacific American Heritage Month be-

cause the first immigrants from Japan ar-
rived in the United States on May 7, 1843, 
and the first transcontinental railroad was 
completed on May 10, 1869, with substantial 
contributions from immigrants from China; 

Whereas section 102 of title 36, United 
States Code, officially designates May as 
Asian/Pacific American Heritage Month and 
requests the President to issue an annual 
proclamation calling on the people of the 
United States to observe the month with ap-
propriate programs, ceremonies, and activi-
ties; 

Whereas Asian Americans and Pacific Is-
landers, such as Daniel K. Inouye, a Medal of 
Honor and Presidential Medal of Freedom re-
cipient who, as President Pro Tempore of the 
Senate, was the highest-ranking Asian 
American government official in United 
States history, Dalip Singh Saund, the first 
Asian American Congressman, Patsy T. 
Mink, the first woman of color and Asian 
American woman to be elected to Congress, 
Hiram L. Fong, the first Asian American 
Senator, and others have made significant 
contributions in both our government and 
our military including the first Asian Amer-
ican cabinet member in 2000 and the first fe-
male Asian American cabinet member in 
2001; 

Whereas the year 2014 marks several im-
portant milestones for the Asian American 
and Pacific Islander community, including— 

(1) the 15th anniversary of the establishment 
of the White House Initiative on Asian 
Americans and Pacific Islanders under Exec-
utive Order 13125 by President William J. 
Clinton; 

(2) the 20th anniversary of the founding of 
the Congressional Asian Pacific American 
Caucus, a bicameral caucus of Members of 
Congress advocating on behalf of Asian 
Americans and Pacific Islanders; and 

(3) the 20th anniversary of the creation of 
the Asian Pacific American Institute for 
Congressional Studies; 

Whereas in 2014, the Congressional Asian 
Pacific American Caucus, a bicameral cau-
cus of Members of Congress advocating on 
behalf of Asian Americans and Pacific Is-
landers, is composed of 41 Members, includ-
ing 13 Members of Asian or Pacific Islander 
descent; 

Whereas in 2014, Asian Americans and Pa-
cific Islanders are serving in State legisla-
tures across the United States in record 
numbers, including in the States of Alaska, 
Arizona, California, Connecticut, Colorado, 
Georgia, Hawaii, Idaho, Maryland, Massa-
chusetts, Michigan, New Jersey, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Texas, Utah, Vermont, Vir-
ginia, and Washington; 

Whereas the number of Federal judges who 
are Asian Americans or Pacific Islanders 
doubled between 2001 and 2008 and more than 
tripled between 2009 and 2014, reflecting a 
commitment to diversity in the Federal judi-
ciary that has resulted in the confirmations 
of high caliber Asian American and Pacific 
Islander judicial nominees; 

Whereas there remains much to be done to 
ensure that Asian Americans and Pacific Is-
landers have access to resources and a voice 
in the Government of the United States and 
continue to advance in the political land-
scape of the United States; and 

Whereas celebrating Asian/Pacific Amer-
ican Heritage Month provides the people of 
the United States with an opportunity to 
recognize the achievements, contributions, 
and history of Asian Americans and Pacific 
Islanders, and to appreciate the challenges 
faced by Asian Americans and Pacific Island-
ers: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) recognizes the significance of May 2014 

as Asian/Pacific American Heritage Month 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 04:17 May 23, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00057 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A22MY6.036 S22MYPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

7S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES3302 May 22, 2014 
as an important time to celebrate the sig-
nificant contributions of Asian Americans 
and Pacific Islanders to the history of the 
United States; and 

(2) recognizes that the Asian American and 
Pacific Islander community enhances the 
rich diversity of and strengthens the United 
States. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 461—HON-
ORING JAMES L. OBERSTAR AS 
A REMARKABLE PUBLIC SERV-
ANT WHO SERVED IN CONGRESS 
WITH EXTRAORDINARY DEDICA-
TION AND PURPOSE 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself, Mr. 
FRANKEN, Mr. HARKIN, and Mr. BEGICH) 
submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 461 

Whereas James L. Oberstar was born on 
September 10, 1934, in Chisholm, Minnesota; 

Whereas James L. Oberstar was a distin-
guished legislator who served 36 years in 
Congress, from 1975 to 2011, as a member of 
the House of Representatives from northern 
Minnesota, making him the longest serving 
Congressman for the State of Minnesota; 

Whereas James L. Oberstar was an expert 
on public works and transportation issues 
and devoted his public career to improving 
transportation and infrastructure, including 
through his work as a staff member for John 
Blatnik, member of the House of Representa-
tives from Minnesota, from 1963 to 1974; 

Whereas James L. Oberstar was a staunch 
supporter of the iron ore industry in Min-
nesota and fought tirelessly to keep the 
mines open, protect the rights of workers, 
and improve safety conditions; 

Whereas, throughout his career, James L. 
Oberstar secured Federal funding for local 
communities for the development of bike 
lanes, sidewalks, biking trails, and hiking 
trails across Minnesota and the United 
States; 

Whereas James L. Oberstar was the Chair 
of the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure of the House of Representatives 
during the 110th and 111th Congress; 

Whereas James L. Oberstar was a sup-
porter of the Federal Safe Routes to School 
Program which improves safety on walking 
and bicycling routes to school and encour-
ages children and families to travel between 
home and school by walking or biking; 

Whereas James L. Oberstar introduced 
H.R. 3311 during the 110th Congress to pro-
vide emergency funding to replace the I-35W 
bridge in Minneapolis, Minnesota, after its 
tragic collapse in 2007; 

Whereas James L. Oberstar was a strong 
advocate for improving aviation safety and 
served as Chair of the Subcommittee on 
Aviation of the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives from 1989 to 1994; and 

Whereas James L. Oberstar was a tireless 
champion of maritime issues, particularly 
those on the Great Lakes, and on May 24, 
2011, the shipping vessel the Honorable 
James L. Oberstar was christened in Duluth, 
Minnesota: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) honors James L. Oberstar as a remark-

able public servant who served in Congress 
with extraordinary dedication and purpose; 

(2) remembers the work James L. Oberstar 
accomplished to improve transportation, in-
frastructure, and mine safety; and 

(3) recognizes the indelible legacy James L. 
Oberstar has left on the State of Minnesota 
and the United States. 

SENATE RESOLUTION 462—RECOG-
NIZING THE KHMER AND LAO/ 
HMONG FREEDOM FIGHTERS OF 
CAMBODIA AND LAOS FOR SUP-
PORTING AND DEFENDING THE 
UNITED STATES ARMED FORCES 
DURING THE CONFLICT IN 
SOUTHEAST ASIA AND FOR 
THEIR CONTINUED SUPPORT 
AND DEFENSE OF THE UNITED 
STATES 

Mr. RUBIO submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations: 

S. RES. 462 

Whereas the Khmer and Lao/Hmong Free-
dom Fighters (also known as the ‘‘Khmer 
and Lao/Hmong veterans’’) fought and died 
with United States Armed Forces during the 
conflict in Southeast Asia; 

Whereas the Khmer and Lao/Hmong Free-
dom Fighters rescued United States pilots 
shot down in enemy-controlled territory and 
returned the pilots to safety; 

Whereas the Khmer and Lao/Hmong Free-
dom Fighters retrieved and prevented from 
falling into enemy hands secret and sensitive 
information, technology, and equipment; 

Whereas the Khmer and Lao/Hmong Free-
dom Fighters captured and destroyed enemy 
supplies and prevented enemy forces from 
using the supplies to kill members of the 
United States Armed Forces; 

Whereas the Khmer and Lao/Hmong Free-
dom Fighters gathered and provided to the 
United States Armed Forces intelligence 
about enemy troop positions, movement, and 
strength; 

Whereas the Khmer and Lao/Hmong Free-
dom Fighters provided food, shelter, and sup-
port to the United States Armed Forces; 

Whereas the Khmer and Lao/Hmong Free-
dom Fighters facilitated the evacuation of 
the United States Embassy in Phnom Penh 
on April 12, 1975, by continuing to fight 
Khmer Rouge forces as the forces advanced 
upon the capital; 

Whereas, in 2014, the Khmer and Lao/ 
Hmong Freedom Fighters are still subject to 
intimidation, ridicule, discrimination, and 
death if identified in Cambodia or Laos; 

Whereas veterans of the Khmer Mobile 
Guerrilla Forces, the Lao/Hmong Special 
Guerrilla Units, and the Khmer Republic 
Armed Forces defended human rights, free-
dom of speech, freedom of religion, and free-
dom of representation and association; and 

Whereas the Khmer and Lao/Hmong Free-
dom Fighters have not yet received official 
recognition from the United States Govern-
ment for their heroic efforts and support: 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate affirms and rec-
ognizes the Khmer and Lao/Hmong Freedom 
Fighters and the people of Cambodia and 
Laos for their support and defense of the 
United States Armed Forces and freedom of 
democracy in Southeast Asia. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 463—HON-
ORING THE LIFE, ACCOMPLISH-
MENTS, AND LEGACY OF BILLY 
FRANK, JR., AND EXPRESSING 
CONDOLENCES ON HIS PASSING 

Mrs. MURRAY (for herself and Ms. 
CANTWELL) submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 463 

Whereas in the 1850s, the United States 
Government signed a series of treaties with 
Washington State tribes under which the 

tribes granted millions of acres of land to 
the United States in exchange for the estab-
lishment of reservations and the recognition 
of traditional hunting and fishing rights; 

Whereas Billy Frank, Jr. was born to 
Willie Frank, Sr. and Angeline Frank on 
March 9, 1931, at Frank’s Landing on the 
banks of the Nisqually River in Washington 
State; 

Whereas the tireless efforts and dedication 
of Billy Frank, Jr. led to a historic legal vic-
tory that ensured that the United States 
would honor promises made in treaties with 
the Washington tribes; 

Whereas Billy Frank, Jr. was first arrested 
in December of 1945, at the age of 14, for fish-
ing for salmon in the Nisqually River; 

Whereas Billy Frank, Jr. was subsequently 
arrested more than 50 times for exercising 
his treaty-protected right to fish for salmon; 

Whereas over the years, Billy Frank, Jr. 
and other tribal members staged ‘‘fish-ins’’ 
that often placed the protestors in danger of 
being arrested or attacked; 

Whereas during these fish-ins, Billy Frank, 
Jr. and others demanded that they be al-
lowed to fish in historically tribal waters, a 
right the Nisqually had reserved in the Trea-
ty of Medicine Creek; 

Whereas declining salmon runs in Wash-
ington waters resulted in increased arrests of 
tribal members exercising their fishing 
rights under the Treaty; 

Whereas on February 12, 1974, in the case of 
United States v. Washington, Judge George 
Hugo Boldt of the United States District 
Court for the Western District of Washington 
issued a decision that affirmed the right of 
Washington treaty tribes to take up to half 
of the harvestable fish in tribal fishing 
waters and reaffirmed that the United States 
must honor treaties made with Native Amer-
ican tribes; 

Whereas the Ninth Circuit Court of Ap-
peals and the Supreme Court of the United 
States upheld the Boldt decision, and the 
treaty tribes became co-managers of the 
salmon resource in the State of Washington; 

Whereas after the Boldt decision, Billy 
Frank, Jr. continued his fight to protect nat-
ural resources, salmon, and a healthy envi-
ronment; 

Whereas the Northwest Indian Fisheries 
Commission, where Billy Frank, Jr. served 
as chairman, works to establish working re-
lationships with State agencies and non-In-
dian groups to manage fisheries, restore and 
protect habitats, and protect tribal treaty 
rights; 

Whereas Billy Frank, Jr. refused to be bit-
ter in the face of jail, racism, and abuse, and 
his influence was felt not just in Washington 
State but around the world; 

Whereas Billy Frank, Jr. was awarded the 
Albert Schweitzer Prize for Humani-
tarianism, the Common Cause Award for 
Human Rights Efforts, the American Indian 
Distinguished Service Award, the Wash-
ington State Environmental Excellence 
Award, and the Wallace Stegner Award for 
his years of service and dedication to his bat-
tle; 

Whereas the legacy of Billy Frank, Jr. will 
live on in stories, in memories, and every 
time a tribal member exercises his or her 
right to harvest salmon in Washington 
State; and 

Whereas the legacy of Billy Frank, Jr. 
transcends his 83 years and will provide in-
spiration to those still around today and 
those still to come: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) honors the life, legacy, and many ac-

complishments of Billy Frank, Jr.; and 
(2) extends its heartfelt sympathies and 

condolences to the family of Billy Frank, 
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Jr., the Nisqually Tribe, all Native Ameri-
cans, and all people around the world who 
were inspired by his example. 

f 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 36—PERMITTING THE USE 
OF THE ROTUNDA OF THE CAP-
ITOL FOR A CEREMONY TO 
AWARD THE CONGRESSIONAL 
GOLD MEDAL TO THE NEXT OF 
KIN OR PERSONAL REPRESENTA-
TIVE OF RAOUL WALLENBERG 

Mrs. GILLIBRAND submitted the fol-
lowing concurrent resolution; which 
was considered and agreed to: 

S. CON. RES. 36 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), 
SECTION 1. USE OF ROTUNDA FOR CEREMONY 

TO AWARD CONGRESSIONAL GOLD 
MEDAL TO THE NEXT OF KIN OR 
PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE OF 
RAOUL WALLENBERG. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The rotunda of the Cap-
itol is authorized to be used on July 9, 2014, 
for a ceremony to award the Congressional 
Gold Medal to the next of kin or personal 
representative of Raoul Wallenberg in rec-
ognition of his achievements and heroic ac-
tions during the Holocaust. 

(b) PREPARATIONS.—Physical preparations 
for the ceremony described in subsection (a) 
shall be carried out in accordance with such 
conditions as the Architect of the Capitol 
may prescribe. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 3227. Mr. REID (for Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for 
herself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) proposed an 
amendment to the bill S. 2198, to direct the 
Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary of 
Commerce, the Secretary of Agriculture, and 
the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency to take actions to provide 
additional water supplies to the State of 
California due to drought, and for other pur-
poses. 

SA 3228. Mr. REID (for Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for 
herself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) proposed an 
amendment to the bill S. 2198, supra. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 3227. Mr. REID (for Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN (for herself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) 
proposed an amendment to the bill S. 
2198, to direct the Secretary of the In-
terior, the Secretary of Commerce, the 
Secretary of Agriculture, and the Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency to take actions to pro-
vide additional water supplies to the 
State of California due to drought, and 
for other purposes; as follows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Emergency Drought Relief Act of 2014’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Findings. 
Sec. 3. Definitions. 
Sec. 4. Emergency projects. 
Sec. 5. Emergency environmental reviews. 
Sec. 6. State revolving funds. 
Sec. 7. Effect on State laws. 
Sec. 8. Termination of authorities. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 
Congress finds that— 
(1) as established in the Proclamation of a 

State of Emergency issued by the Governor 
of the State on January 17, 2014, the State is 
experiencing record dry conditions; 

(2) extremely dry conditions have persisted 
in the State since 2012, and the drought con-
ditions are likely to persist into the future; 

(3) the water supplies of the State are at 
record-low levels, as indicated by a statewide 
average snowpack of 12 percent of the nor-
mal average for winter as of February 1, 2014, 
and the fact that all major Central Valley 
Project reservoir levels are at or below 50 
percent of the capacity of the reservoirs as of 
April 1, 2014; 

(4) the 2013-2014 drought constitutes a seri-
ous emergency posing immediate and severe 
risks to human life and safety and to the en-
vironment throughout the State; 

(5) the emergency requires— 
(A) immediate and credible action that re-

spects the complexity of the water system of 
the State and the importance of the water 
system to the entire State; and 

(B) policies that do not pit stakeholders 
against one another, which history has 
shown only leads to costly litigation that 
benefits no one and prevents any real solu-
tions; 

(6) Federal law (including regulations) di-
rectly authorizes expedited decisionmaking 
procedures and environmental and public re-
view procedures to enable timely and appro-
priate implementation of actions to respond 
to such a type and severity of emergency; 
and 

(7) the serious emergency posed by the 
2013-2014 drought in the State fully satisfies 
the conditions necessary for the exercise of 
emergency decisionmaking, analytical, and 
public review requirements under— 

(A) the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.); 

(B) the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.); 

(C) water control management procedures 
of the Corps of Engineers described in sec-
tion 222.5 of title 33, Code of Federal Regula-
tions (including successor regulations); and 

(D) the Reclamation States Emergency 
Drought Relief Act of 1991 (Public Law 102– 
250; 106 Stat. 53). 
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECT.—The term 

‘‘Central Valley Project’’ has the meaning 
given the term in section 3403 of the Central 
Valley Project Improvement Act (106 Stat. 
4707). 

(2) KLAMATH PROJECT.—The term ‘‘Klamath 
Project’’ means the Bureau of Reclamation 
project in the States of California and Or-
egon, as authorized under the Act of June 17, 
1902 (32 Stat. 388, chapter 1093). 

(3) RECLAMATION PROJECT.—The term ‘‘Rec-
lamation Project’’ means a project con-
structed pursuant to the authorities of the 
reclamation laws and whose facilities are 
wholly or partially located in the State. 

(4) SECRETARIES.—The term ‘‘Secretaries’’ 
means— 

(A) the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency; 

(B) the Secretary of Agriculture; 
(C) the Secretary of Commerce; and 
(D) the Secretary of the Interior. 
(5) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means the 

State of California. 
(6) STATE WATER PROJECT.—The term 

‘‘State Water Project’’ means the water 
project described by California Water Code 
section 11550 et seq., and operated by the 
California Department of Water Resources. 
SEC. 4. EMERGENCY PROJECTS. 

(a) WATER SUPPLIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—In response to the declara-
tion of a state of drought emergency by the 
Governor of the State, the Secretaries shall 
provide the maximum quantity of water sup-
plies possible to Central Valley Project agri-
cultural, municipal and industrial, and ref-
uge service and repayment contractors, 
State Water Project contractors, and any 
other locality or municipality in the State, 
by approving, consistent with applicable 
laws (including regulations), projects and op-
erations to provide additional water supplies 
as quickly as possible based on available in-
formation to address the emergency condi-
tions. 

(2) APPLICATION.—Paragraph (1) applies to 
projects or operations involving the Klamath 
Project if the projects or operations would 
benefit Federal water contractors in the 
State. 

(b) LIMITATION.—Nothing in this section al-
lows agencies to approve projects— 

(1) that would otherwise require congres-
sional authorization; or 

(2) without following procedures required 
by applicable law. 

(c) ADMINISTRATION.—In carrying out sub-
section (a), the Secretaries shall, consistent 
with applicable laws (including regula-
tions)— 

(1) authorize and implement actions to en-
sure that the Delta Cross Channel Gates 
shall remain open to the greatest extent pos-
sible, timed to maximize the peak flood tide 
period and provide water supply and water 
quality benefits for the duration of the 
drought emergency declaration of the State, 
consistent with operational criteria and 
monitoring criteria developed pursuant to 
the California State Water Resources Con-
trol Board’s Order Approving a Temporary 
Urgency Change in License and Permit 
Terms in Response to Drought Conditions, 
effective January 31, 2014, or a successor 
order; 

(2)(A) collect data associated with the op-
eration of the Delta Cross Channel Gates de-
scribed in paragraph (1) and the impact of 
the operation on species listed as threatened 
or endangered under the Endangered Species 
Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.), water 
quality, and water supply; and 

(B) after assessing the data described in 
subparagraph (A), require the Director of the 
National Marine Fisheries Service to rec-
ommend revisions to operations of the Cen-
tral Valley Project and the California State 
Water Project, including, if appropriate, the 
reasonable and prudent alternatives con-
tained in the biological opinion issued by the 
National Marine Fisheries Service on June 4, 
2009, that are likely to produce fishery, 
water quality, and water supply benefits; 

(3)(A) implement turbidity control strate-
gies that allow for increased water deliveries 
while avoiding jeopardy to adult delta smelt 
(Hypomesus transpacificus) due to entrain-
ment at Central Valley Project and State 
Water Project pumping plants; and 

(B) manage reverse flow in the Old and 
Middle Rivers as prescribed by the biological 
opinions issued by the United States Fish 
and Wildlife Service on December 15, 2008, for 
Delta smelt and by the National Marine 
Fisheries Service on June 4, 2009, for 
salmonids, to minimize water supply reduc-
tions for the Central Valley Project and the 
State Water Project; 

(4) adopt a 1:1 inflow to export ratio for the 
increased flow of the San Joaquin River, as 
measured as a 3-day running average at 
Vernalis during the period from April 1 
through May 31, resulting from voluntary 
transfers and exchanges of water supplies, 
among other purposes; 
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(5) issue all necessary permit decisions 

under the authority of the Secretaries with-
in 30 days of receiving a completed applica-
tion by the State to place and use temporary 
barriers or operable gates in Delta channels 
to improve water quantity and quality for 
State Water Project and Central Valley 
Project South of Delta water contractors 
and other water users, which barriers or 
gates should provide benefits for species pro-
tection and in-Delta water user water qual-
ity and shall be designed such that formal 
consultations under section 7 of the Endan-
gered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1536) 
would not be necessary; 

(6)(A) require the Director of the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service and the 
Commissioner of the Bureau of Reclamation 
to complete all requirements under the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) and the Endangered Spe-
cies Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) nec-
essary to make final permit decisions on 
water transfer requests associated with vol-
untarily fallowing nonpermanent crops in 
the State, within 30 days of receiving such a 
request; and 

(B) require the Director of the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service to allow any 
water transfer request associated with 
fallowing to maximize the quantity of water 
supplies available for nonhabitat uses as 
long as the fallowing and associated water 
transfer are in compliance with applicable 
Federal laws (including regulations); 

(7) participate in, issue grants, or other-
wise provide funding for, as soon as prac-
ticable after the date of enactment of this 
Act, under existing authority available to 
the Secretary of the Interior, pilot projects 
to increase water in reservoirs in regional 
river basins experiencing extreme, excep-
tional, or sustained drought that have a di-
rect impact on the water supply of the State, 
including the Colorado River Basin, provided 
that any participation, grant, or funding by 
the Secretary with respect to the Upper Di-
vision shall be with or to the respective 
State; 

(8) maintain all rescheduled water supplies 
held in the San Luis Reservoir and Millerton 
Reservoir for all water users for delivery in 
the immediately following contract water 
year unless precluded by reservoir storage 
capacity limitations; 

(9) to the maximum extent possible based 
on the availability of water and without 
causing land subsidence or violating water 
quality standards— 

(A) meet the contract water supply needs 
of Central Valley Project refuges through 
the improvement or installation of water 
conservation measures, water conveyance fa-
cilities, and wells to use groundwater re-
sources, which activities may be accom-
plished by using funding made available 
under the Water Assistance Program or the 
WaterSMART program of the Department of 
the Interior; and 

(B) make a quantity of Central Valley 
Project surface water obtained from the 
measures implemented under subparagraph 
(A) available to Central Valley Project con-
tractors; 

(10) in coordination with the Secretary of 
Agriculture, enter into an agreement with 
the National Academy of Sciences to con-
duct a comprehensive study, to be completed 
not later than 1 year after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, on the effectiveness and en-
vironmental impacts of saltcedar biological 
control efforts on increasing water supplies 
and improving riparian habitats of the Colo-
rado River and its principal tributaries, in 
the State and elsewhere; 

(11) make any WaterSMART grant funding 
allocated to the State available on a priority 

and expedited basis for projects in the State 
that— 

(A) provide emergency drinking and mu-
nicipal water supplies to localities in a quan-
tity necessary to meet minimum public 
health and safety needs; 

(B) prevent the loss of permanent crops; 
(C) minimize economic losses resulting 

from drought conditions; or 
(D) provide innovative water conservation 

tools and technology for agriculture and 
urban water use that can have immediate 
water supply benefits; 

(12) implement offsite upstream projects in 
the Delta and upstream Sacramento River 
and San Joaquin basins, in coordination with 
the California Department of Water Re-
sources and the California Department of 
Fish and Wildlife, that offset the effects on 
species listed as threatened or endangered 
under the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) due to actions taken 
under this Act; and 

(13) use all available scientific tools to 
identify any changes to real-time operations 
of Bureau of Reclamation, State and local 
water projects that could result in the avail-
ability of additional water supplies. 

(d) OTHER AGENCIES.—To the extent that a 
Federal agency other than agencies headed 
by the Secretaries has a role in approving 
projects described in subsections (a) and (c), 
this section shall apply to those Federal 
agencies. 

(e) ACCELERATED PROJECT DECISION AND 
ELEVATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Upon the request of the 
State, the heads of Federal agencies shall 
use the expedited procedures under this sub-
section to make final decisions relating to a 
Federal project or operation to provide addi-
tional water supplies or address emergency 
drought conditions pursuant to subsections 
(a) and (c). 

(2) REQUEST FOR RESOLUTION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Upon the request of the 

State, the head of an agency referred to in 
subsection (a), or the head of another Fed-
eral agency responsible for carrying out a re-
view of a project, as applicable, the Sec-
retary of the Interior shall convene a final 
project decision meeting with the heads of 
all relevant Federal agencies to decide 
whether to approve a project to provide 
emergency water supplies. 

(B) MEETING.—The Secretary of the Inte-
rior shall convene a meeting requested under 
subparagraph (A) not later than 7 days after 
receiving the meeting request. 

(3) NOTIFICATION.—Upon receipt of a re-
quest for a meeting under this subsection, 
the Secretary of the Interior shall notify the 
heads of all relevant Federal agencies of the 
request, including the project to be reviewed 
and the date for the meeting. 

(4) DECISION.—Not later than 10 days after 
the date on which a meeting is requested 
under paragraph (2), the head of the relevant 
Federal agency shall issue a final decision on 
the project. 

(5) MEETING CONVENED BY SECRETARY.—The 
Secretary of the Interior may convene a 
final project decision meeting under this 
subsection at any time, at the discretion of 
the Secretary, regardless of whether a meet-
ing is requested under paragraph (2). 
SEC. 5. EMERGENCY ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEWS. 

To minimize the time spent carrying out 
environmental reviews and to deliver water 
quickly that is needed to address emergency 
drought conditions in the State, the head of 
each applicable Federal agency shall, in car-
rying out this Act, consult with the Council 
on Environmental Quality in accordance 
with section 1506.11 of title 40, Code of Fed-
eral Regulations (including successor regula-
tions) to develop alternative arrangements 

to comply with the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) dur-
ing the emergency. 
SEC. 6. STATE REVOLVING FUNDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency, in allo-
cating amounts for each of the fiscal years 
during which the emergency drought dec-
laration of the State is in force to State 
water pollution control revolving funds es-
tablished under title VI of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1381 et seq.) 
and the State drinking water treatment re-
volving loan funds established under section 
1452 of the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 
U.S.C. 300j–12), shall, for those projects that 
are eligible to receive assistance under sec-
tion 603 of the Federal Water Pollution Con-
trol Act (33 U.S.C. 1383) or section 1452(a)(2) 
of the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 
300j–12(a)(2)), respectively, that the State de-
termines will provide additional water sup-
plies most expeditiously to areas that are at 
risk of having an inadequate supply of water 
for public health and safety purposes or to 
improve resiliency to drought— 

(1) require the State to review and 
prioritize funding for such projects; 

(2) issue a determination of waivers within 
30 days of the conclusion of the informal 
public comment period pursuant to section 
436(c) of title IV of division G of Public Law 
113–76; and 

(3) authorize, at the request of the State, 
40-year financing for assistance under sec-
tion 603(d)(2) of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1383(d)(2)) or section 
1452(f)(2) of the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 
U.S.C. 300j–12(f)(2)). 

(b) EFFECT OF SECTION.—Nothing in this 
section authorizes the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency to modify 
any funding allocation, funding criteria, or 
other requirement relating to State water 
pollution control revolving funds established 
under title VI of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1381 et seq.) and the 
State drinking water treatment revolving 
loan funds established under section 1452 of 
the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300j– 
12) for any other State. 
SEC. 7. EFFECT ON STATE LAWS. 

Nothing in this Act preempts any State 
law in effect on the date of enactment of this 
Act, including area of origin and other water 
rights protections. 
SEC. 8. TERMINATION OF AUTHORITIES. 

The authorities under section 4(a), para-
graphs (1) through (6) of section 4(c), para-
graphs (8) and (9) of section 4(c), paragraphs 
(11) through (13) of section 4(c), section 5, and 
section 6 permanently expire on the date on 
which the Governor of the State suspends 
the state of drought emergency declaration. 

SA 3228. Mr. REID (for Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN (for herself and Ms. MURKOWSKI)) 
proposed an amendment to the bill S. 
2198, to direct the Secretary of the In-
terior, the Secretary of Commerce, the 
Secretary of Agriculture, and the Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency to take actions to pro-
vide additional water supplies to the 
State of California due to drought, and 
for other purposes; as follows: 

Amend the title to read as follows: ‘‘To di-
rect the Secretary of the Interior, the Sec-
retary of Commerce, the Secretary of Agri-
culture, and the Administrator of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency to take ac-
tions to provide additional water supplies to 
the State of California due to drought, and 
for other purposes.’’. 
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NOTICE OF HEARING 

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 
AND PENSIONS 

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I wish to 
announce that the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions will meet on May 22, 2014, at 10 
a.m. in room SD–430 of the Dirksen 
Senate Office Building, to conduct a 
hearing entitled ‘‘Examining Access 
and Supports for Servicemembers and 
Veterans in Higher Education.’’ 

For further information regarding 
this meeting, please contact Aissa 
Canchola of the committee staff on 
(202) 224–2009. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 
Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Armed Services be author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on May 22, 2014, at 9:30 a.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON HEALTH EDUCATION, LABOR, AND 

PENSIONS 
Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions be authorized to meet, 
during the session of the Senate, on 
May 22, 2014, at 10 a.m. in room SD–430 
of the Dirksen Senate Office Building 
to conduct a hearing entitled ‘‘Exam-
ining Access and Supports for 
Servicemembers and Veterans in High-
er Education.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON HOUSING, TRANSPORTATION, 

AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs Subcommittee on Hous-
ing, Transportation, and Community 
Development be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
May 22, 2014, at 9:30 a.m., to conduct a 
hearing entitled ‘‘Bringing Our Transit 
Infrastructure to a State of Good Re-
pair.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, on be-
half of Senator MENENDEZ, I ask unani-
mous consent that Chris Landberg, a 
detailee from the State Department to 
the Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee, be granted floor privileges 
through June 12, 2014. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed 

to executive session to consider the fol-
lowing nominations: Calendar Nos. 803, 
804, 805, 806, 807, 808, 809, 810, 811, 812, 
813, 814, 815, 816, 817, 818, 819, 820, 821, 
822, 823, 824, 826, 827, 828, 829, 830, 831, 
832, 833, and all nominations placed on 
the Secretary’s desk in the Air Force, 
Army, Marine Corps, and Navy; that 
the nominations be confirmed, en bloc; 
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 any 
of the nominations; and that the Presi-
dent be immediately notified of the 
Senate’s action, and the Senate then 
resume legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The nominations considered and con-
firmed are as follows: 

IN THE AIR FORCE 
The following Air National Guard of the 

United States officer for appointment in the 
Reserve of the Air Force to the grade indi-
cated under title 10, U.S.C., sections 12203 
and 12212: 

To be brigadier general 

Col. William P. Robertson 
IN THE ARMY 

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Army to the grade 
indicated while assigned to a position of im-
portance and responsibility under title 10, 
U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

Maj. Gen. Anthony G. Crutchfield 
The following named officer for appoint-

ment in the United States Army to the grade 
indicated while assigned to a position of im-
portance and responsibility under title 10, 
U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

Maj. Gen. James C. McConville 
IN THE AIR FORCE 

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Air Force to the 
grade indicated while assigned to a position 
of importance and responsibility under title 
10, U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

Lt. Gen. Gregory A. Biscone 
The following named officer for appoint-

ment in the United States Air Force to the 
grade indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 
624: 

To be brigadier general 

Col. Kathleen A. Cook 
The following named officer for appoint-

ment as the Deputy Judge Advocate General 
of the Air Force and appointment in the 
United States Air Force to the grade indi-
cated under title 10, U.S.C., section 8037: 

To be major general 

Col. Jeffrey A. Rockwell 
IN THE NAVY 

The following named officers for appoint-
ment in the United States Navy to the grade 
indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 624: 

To be rear admiral (lower half) 

Captain Brian J. Brakke 
Captain Richard A. Brown 
Captain James S. Bynum 
Captain Peter J. Clarke 
Captain Scott D. Conn 
Captain Brian K. Corey 
Captain Richard A. Correll 
Captain Marc H. Dalton 
Captain Collin P. Green 

Captain Dale E. Horan 
Captain Mary M. Jackson 
Captain James W Kilby 
Captain Roy I. Kitchener 
Captain James J. Malloy 
Captain Ross A. Myers 
Captain Jeffrey S. Ruth 
Captain Lorin C. Selby 
Captain John W. Tammen, Jr. 
Captain Kent D. Whalen 
Captain Kenneth R. Whitesell 
Captain Charles F Williams 
Captain Jesse A. Wilson, Jr. 

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Navy to the grade 
indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 624: 

To be rear admiral (lower half) 

Capt. Timothy C. Gallaudet 
The following named officer for appoint-

ment in the United States Navy to the grade 
indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 624: 

To be rear admiral (lower half) 

Capt. Steven L. Parode 
The following named officer for appoint-

ment in the United States Navy to the grade 
indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 624: 

To be rear admiral (lower half) 

Capt. Johnny R. Wolfe, Jr. 

IN THE AIR FORCE 
The following named officer for appoint-

ment in the United States Air Force to the 
grade indicated while assigned to a position 
of importance and responsibility under title 
10, U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

Maj. Gen. Samuel A. Greaves 
The following named officer for appoint-

ment in the United States Air Force to the 
grade indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 
624: 

To be major general 

Brig. Gen. Warren D. Berry 
The following named officer for appoint-

ment in the United States Air Force to the 
grade indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 
624: 

To be major general 

Brig. Gen. Jon A. Norman 
The following named officer for appoint-

ment in the United States Air Force to the 
grade indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 
8081: 

To be major general 

Col. Roosevelt Allen, Jr. 
The following Air National Guard of the 

United States officer for appointment in the 
Reserve of the Air Force to the grade indi-
cated under title 10, U.S.C., sections 12203 
and 12212: 

To be brigadier general 

Col. Richard W. Kelly 
The following named officer for appoint-

ment in the United States Air Force to the 
grade indicated while assigned to a position 
of importance and responsibility under title 
10, U.S.C., section 601: 

to be lieutenant general 

Maj. Gen. Carlton D. Everhart, II 
The following named officer for appoint-

ment in the United States Air Force to the 
grade indicated while assigned to a position 
of importance and responsibility under title 
10, U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

Maj. Gen. Darryl L. Roberson 
The following named officer for appoint-

ment in the United States Air Force to the 
grade indicated while assigned to a position 
of importance and responsibility under title 
10, U.S.C., section 601: 
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To be lieutenant general 

Lt. Gen. Ellen M. Pawlikowski 

IN THE ARMY 

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Army to the grade 
indicated while assigned to a position of im-
portance and responsibility under title 10, 
U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

Maj. Gen. Karen E. Dyson 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

The following named officer for appoint-
ment as the Judge Advocate General of the 
Air Force and for appointment in the United 
States Air Force to the grade indicated while 
serving as the Judge Advocate General under 
title 10, U.S.C., section 8037: 

To be lieutenant general 

Brig. Gen. Christopher F. Burne 

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Air Force to the 
grade indicated while assigned to a position 
of importance and responsibility under title 
10, U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

Maj. Gen. Marshall B. Webb 

IN THE ARMY 

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Army to the grade 
indicated while assigned to a position of im-
portance and responsibility under title 10, 
U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

Lt. Gen. Raymond A. Thomas, III 

IN THE NAVY 

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Navy to the grade 
indicated while assigned to a position of im-
portance and responsibility under title 10, 
U.S.C., section 601: 

To be vice admiral 

Rear Adm. Thomas S. Rowden 

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Navy to the grade 
indicated under title 10, U.S.C., section 624: 

To be rear admiral 

Rear Adm. (lh) John F. Kirby 

IN THE MARINE CORPS 

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Marine Corps to 
the grade indicated while assigned to a posi-
tion of importance and responsibility under 
title 10, U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

Lt. Gen. Jon M. Davis 

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Marine Corps to 
the grade indicated while assigned to a posi-
tion of importance and responsibility under 
title 10, U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

Maj. Gen. Kenneth F. McKenzie, Jr. 

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Marine Corps to 
the grade indicated while assigned to a posi-
tion of importance and responsibility under 
title 10, U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

Lt. Gen. Robert B. Neller 

The following named officer for appoint-
ment in the United States Marine Corps to 
the grade indicated while assigned to a posi-
tion of importance and responsibility under 
title 10, U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

Lt. Gen. John A. Toolan, Jr. 

The following named officers for appoint-
ment in the United States Marine Corps Re-

serve to the grade indicated under title 10, 
U.S.C., section 12203: 

To be brigadier general 

Col. Patrick J. Hermesmann 
Col. Helen G. Pratt 

IN THE AIR FORCE 
The following named officer for appoint-

ment in the United States Air Force to the 
grade indicated while assigned to a position 
of importance and responsibility under title 
10, U.S.C., section 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

Lt. Gen. James M. Holmes 
NOMINATIONS PLACED ON THE SECRETARY’S 

DESK 
IN THE AIR FORCE 

PN1593 AIR FORCE nomination of Scott A. 
Raber, which was received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record of 
April 10, 2014. 

PN1594 AIR FORCE nomination of Mark D. 
Levin, which was received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record of 
April 10, 2014. 

PN1595 AIR FORCE nominations (2) begin-
ning JEREMY P. GARLICK, and ending 
DERICK A. SAGER, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of April 10, 2014. 

PN1596 AIR FORCE nomination of Tonya 
Y. White, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
April 10, 2014. 

PN1597 AIR FORCE nomination of Daniel 
L. Rosera, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
April 10, 2014. 

PN1598 AIR FORCE nominations (2) begin-
ning JASON E. OBRIEN, and ending ERIK D. 
RUDIGER, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record of April 10, 2014. 

PN1627 AIR FORCE nomination of Robert 
J. Trainer, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
May 1, 2014. 

PN1667 AIR FORCE nominations (6) begin-
ning KENNETH G. CROOKS, and ending 
JAMES D. TIMS, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of May 7, 2014. 

PN1669 AIR FORCE nominations (16) begin-
ning KIM L. BOWEN, and ending DANIEL K. 
WATERMAN, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of May 7, 2014. 

PN1671 AIR FORCE nominations (107) be-
ginning VICTORIA M. AGLEWILSON, and 
ending DEBORAH L. WILLIS, which nomina-
tions were received by the Senate and ap-
peared in the Congressional Record of May 7, 
2014. 

PN1672 AIR FORCE nominations (24) begin-
ning HEATHER A. BODWELL, and ending 
CHRISTIAN L. WILLIAMS, which nomina-
tions were received by the Senate and ap-
peared in the Congressional Record of May 7, 
2014. 

PN1710 AIR FORCE nominations (8) begin-
ning ERICH M. GAUGER, and ending TIM-
OTHY J. ZIELICKE, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of May 15, 2014. 

PN1711 AIR FORCE nominations (2) begin-
ning ANTHONY F. FONTENOS, and ending 
VU T. NGUYEN, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of May 15, 2014. 

PN1712–1 AIR FORCE nominations (105) be-
ginning PETER G BAILEY, and ending 
KEVIN R. WINDSOR, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of May 15, 2014. 

IN THE ARMY 
PN1530 ARMY nomination of Randolph S. 

Wardle, which was received by the Senate 

and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
March 13, 2014. 

PN1599 ARMY nomination of Stanley F. 
Zezotarski, which was received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of April 10, 2014. 

PN1600 ARMY nomination of Eric S. 
Comette, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
April 10, 2014. 

PN1601 ARMY nomination of William D. 
Swenson, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
April 10, 2014. 

PN1602 ARMY nomination of Gregory R. 
Shepard, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
April 10, 2014. 

PN1603 ARMY nominations (8) beginning 
DAVID F. CAPORICCI, and ending ERIC G. 
WISHART, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record of April 10, 2014. 

PN1628 ARMY nomination of Philander 
Pinckney, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
May 1, 2014. 

PN1629 ARMY nomination of Elizabeth 
Joyce, which was received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record of May 
1, 2014. 

PN1630 ARMY nomination of Jasmine T. 
Daniels, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
May 1, 2014. 

PN1631 ARMY nominations (3) beginning 
JAN S. SUNDE, and ending HIMANSHU 
PATHAK, which nominations were received 
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record of May 1, 2014. 

PN1632 ARMY nomination of Joseph L. 
Craver, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
May 1, 2014. 

PN1673 ARMY nominations (286) beginning 
MARIBETH A. AFFELDT, and ending 
R10045, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record of May 7, 2014. 

PN1674–1 ARMY nominations (244) begin-
ning MIGUEL AGUILAR, and ending MARK 
A. ZINSER, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of May 7, 2014. 

PN1675 ARMY nominations (50) beginning 
JEFFREY M. ABEL, and ending DEBORAH 
A. WILSON, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of May 7, 2014. 

PN1676 ARMY nominations (4) beginning 
BOBBY L. CHRISTINE, and ending JAMES 
K. MASSENGILL, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of May 7, 2014. 

PN1713 ARMY nominations (9) beginning 
RONALD W. BURKETT, II, and ending 
BRIAN J. MELTON, which nominations were 
received by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of May 15, 2014. 

IN THE MARINE CORPS 
PN1341 MARINE CORPS nominations (261) 

beginning WILLIAM B. ALLEN, IV, and end-
ing JAMES L. ZEPKO, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of January 9, 2014. 

PN1437 MARINE CORPS nomination of 
Richard P. Owens, which was received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of February 10, 2014. 

PN1440 MARINE CORPS nomination of 
Robert M. Manning, which was received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record of February 10, 2014. 

PN1607 MARINE CORPS nominations (8) 
beginning JAMES P. EDMUNDS, III, and 
ending PAUL B. WEBB, which nominations 
were received by the Senate and appeared in 
the Congressional Record of April 10, 2014. 
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PN1608 MARINE CORPS nominations (39) 

beginning LEONARD F. ANDERSON, IV, and 
ending KONSTANTIN E. ZOGANAS, which 
nominations were received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record of 
April 10, 2014. 

IN THE NAVY 
PN1609 NAVY nomination of William A. 

Garren, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
April 10, 2014. 

PN1610 NAVY nomination of Leander J. 
Sackey, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
April 10, 2014. 

PN1611 NAVY nomination of Christopher 
M. Davis, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
April 10, 2014. 

PN1633 NAVY nomination of Charles E. 
Varsogea, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
May 1, 2014. 

PN1634 NAVY nomination of Louis J. 
Lazzara, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
May 1, 2014. 

PN1635 NAVY nomination of Tara M. 
McArthur-Milton, which was received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of May 1, 2014. 

PN1636 NAVY nomination of Todd W. 
Boehm, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
May 1, 2014. 

PN1651 NAVY nominations (33) beginning 
JOHN I. ACTKINSON, and ending JUSTIN R. 
WOLFE, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record of May 5, 2014. 

PN1652 NAVY nomination of Robert J. 
Polvino, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
May 5, 2014. 

PN1677 NAVY nomination of Victor 
Sorrentino, which was received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of May 7, 2014. 

PN1678 NAVY nomination of Jeffrey P. 
Martin, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
May 7, 2014. 

PN1679 NAVY nomination of Richard D. 
McCormick, which was received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record of May 7, 2014. 

PN1680 NAVY nominations (12) beginning 
DAVID W. ATWOOD, and ending ANNA H. 
WOODARD, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record of May 7, 2014. 

PN1681 NAVY nomination of William S. 
Switzer, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
May 7, 2014. 

PN1714 NAVY nomination of Joshua L. 
Keever, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
May 15, 2014. 

PN1715 NAVY nomination of Rustin J. 
Dozeman, which was received by the Senate 
and appeared in the Congressional Record of 
May 15, 2014. 

PN1716 NAVY nomination of Lori L. Cody, 
which was received by the Senate and ap-
peared in the Congressional Record of May 
15, 2014. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ate will resume legislative session. 
f 

AMENDING THE CLEAN AIR ACT 
Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent the Senate proceed 
to Calendar No. 342. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 724) to amend the Clean Air 
Act to remove the requirement for dealer 
certification of new light-duty motor vehi-
cles. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Ms. STABENOW. Madam President, I 
am pleased the Senate is considering 
H.R. 724, a bill to remove a redundant 
paperwork requirement whenever a 
customer buys a new car. 

Every new vehicle must comply with 
the Clean Air Act when it is manufac-
tured and H.R. 724 will not change this. 
H.R. 724 simply eliminates an out-of- 
date requirement that auto dealers 
provide a piece of paper to each cus-
tomer to certify that a new car or 
truck complies with the Clean Air 
Act’s emissions requirements. Informa-
tion confirming that the vehicle com-
plies with all applicable emission re-
quirements is already available under 
the hood of the vehicle and on the 
EPA’s website, so providing the certifi-
cation on a piece of paper is redundant. 
In addition to removing an unneces-
sary requirement, H.R. 724 eliminates 
15 million pieces of paper that would 
otherwise be handed out each year with 
every new vehicle sold. 

The bill was authored by Representa-
tive GARY PETERS and Representative 
BOB LATTA and was passed by the 
House of Representatives on January 8 
by a vote of 405–0. I was glad to lead the 
effort to pass this bill in the Senate. I 
thank Senator BOXER, who helped en-
sure timely consideration and unani-
mous passage of the bill by the Senate 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. I urge my fellow Senators to 
pass H.R. 724 so we can send this com-
monsense bill to the President to be-
come law. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
that H.R. 724 be read a third time and 
passed, the motions to reconsider be 
considered made and laid upon the 
table, with no intervening action or de-
bate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (H.R. 724) was ordered to a 
third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed. 

f 

COLLINSVILLE RENEWABLE 
ENERGY PRODUCTION ACT 

COCONINO NATIONAL FOREST 
LAND CONVEYANCE 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the fol-
lowing items en bloc: Calendar No. 360, 
H.R. 862; and Calendar No. 123, H.R. 316. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bills en bloc. 

Mr. FLAKE. Madam President, I 
thank my colleagues for their prompt 
consideration and passage of H.R. 862, a 

bill that would authorize the convey-
ance of 2.67 acres within the Coconino 
National Forest to landowners who 
built on those parcels in reliance on an 
erroneous survey. 

On Tuesday, a relatively small 4-acre 
wildfire started just north of Sedona, 
AZ, near the Slide Rock State Park. It 
took less than 24 hours for the Slide 
Fire, as it is being called, to explode 
through the overgrown and dry vegeta-
tion and make its way up Oak Creek 
Canyon. In less than 2 days, estimates 
put the fire at 4,800 acres. Unfortu-
nately, it appears poised to grow larg-
er. 

Some areas have already been evacu-
ated and an estimated 3,200 people in 
the Kachina Village and Forest High-
land communities were put on pre- 
evacuation notice last night. Nearby, 
the Mountainaire community sits ap-
proximately five miles from the fire 
line. As they watch smoke fill the sky 
near their homes, residents are pre-
paring for the possibility of having to 
evacuate. For some of those residents, 
the imminent fire threat brings added 
uncertainly due to a longstanding 
boundary dispute. 

The problem stems from an incorrect 
survey that was completed in 1960. Un-
beknownst to the landowners, homes 
and other improvements were built 
based on that errant work. In 2007, a 
subsequent survey revealed the error 
and a number of landowners were alert-
ed to the fact that portions of their 
property are within the Coconino Na-
tional Forest boundary. As a result, 
these parcels have a cloud on their 
title that needs to be resolved through 
a land conveyance. 

The Slide Fire has brought the im-
pact of this survey error into further 
focus. Some of those homeowners have 
apparently been told by their insurance 
companies that if the Slide Fire de-
stroys their homes, they will be com-
pensated. However, it is unlikely they 
will be able to rebuild on the property 
because of the boundary dispute. 

In my view, the least we can do dur-
ing this difficult time is remove the 
boundary issue from the litany of con-
cerns these families in the 
Mountainaire community are dealing 
with right now. That is why Senator 
MCCAIN and I sought expedited consid-
eration of H.R. 862 today through the 
unanimous consent process. This bill, 
which was introduced by Representa-
tives KIRKPATRICK and GOSAR in the 
House, would enable the conveyance of 
the 2.67 acres that are tied up in this 
longstanding boundary issue to the pri-
vate landowners. 

The House passed this measure in 
June of last year by a vote of 395–1, and 
it was favorably reported out of the 
Senate Energy and Natural Resources 
Committee by voice vote late last year. 
The Forest Service has also issued a 
statement signaling its support for this 
measure. 

I am grateful to my colleagues in the 
Senate, in particular Senators MCCAIN, 
LANDRIEU, and MURKOWSKI, for their 
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support in moving this bill through the 
Senate today. It provides a much need-
ed sliver of good news for families that 
are dealing with a significant threat. 
Likewise, I look forward to working 
my colleagues to find a path forward to 
proactively address the catastrophic 
wildfire situation that continues to 
plague the West. 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that the committee-reported substitute 
amendment to H.R. 316 be agreed to; 
that the bills, as amended, where 
amended, be read a third time and 
passed en bloc; and the motions to re-
consider be laid upon the table with no 
intervening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute to H.R. 316 was 
agreed to, as follows: 

H.R. 316 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Collinsville Re-
newable Energy Production Act’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) COMMISSION.—The term ‘‘Commission’’ 

means the Federal Energy Regulatory Commis-
sion. 

(2) LICENSE.—The term ‘‘license’’ means— 
(A) the license for Commission project number 

10822; 
(B) the license for Commission project number 

10823; or 
(C) both. 
(3) TOWN.—The term ‘‘Town’’ means the town 

of Canton, Connecticut. 
SEC. 3. REINSTATEMENT, EXTENSION, AND 

TRANSFER OF EXPIRED LICENSES. 
Notwithstanding the termination of the li-

cense, the Commission may, at the request of the 
Town, in accordance with section 4(a), and 
after reasonable notice— 

(1) reinstate the licence; 
(2) extend for 2 years after the date on which 

the license is reinstated the time period during 
which the licensee is required to commence the 
construction of the project subject to the license; 
and 

(3) subject to section 4, transfer the license to 
the Town. 
SEC. 4. CONDITIONS OF TRANSFER. 

(a) APPLICATION FOR TRANSFER.—The Town 
may request the reinstatement, extension, and 
transfer of the license by filing an application 
for approval of the transfer. 

(b) CONTENTS OF APPLICATION.—The applica-
tion for approval of the transfer shall set forth 
in appropriate detail the qualifications of the 
Town to hold the license and to operate the 
property under license, which qualifications 
shall be the same as those required of applicants 
for the license. 

(c) COMMISSION APPROVAL.—The Commission 
may approve the transfer on a showing that the 
transfer is in the public interest. 

(d) TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF LICENSES.—The 
Town shall be subject to— 

(1) all the conditions of the license and all the 
provisions and conditions of the Federal Power 
Act (16 U.S.C. 791a et seq.), as though the Town 
were the original licensee; and 

(2) any additional terms and conditions the 
Commission determines to be necessary, includ-
ing conditions for the protection, mitigation, 
and enhancement of fish and wildlife and re-
lated habitat under sections 10(j) and 18 of the 
Federal Power Act (16 U.S.C. 803(j), 811). 
SEC. 5. ADMINISTRATION. 

The Commission shall supplement the environ-
mental impact statement or similar analysis re-
quired under the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) prepared in 

connection with the issuance of the original li-
cense to examine all new circumstances and in-
formation relevant to environmental concerns 
and bearing on the reinstatement of the license 
or the impact of the license. 

The amendment was ordered to be 
engrossed and the bill to be read a 
third time. 

The bill (H.R. 316), as amended, was 
read the third time and passed. 

The bill (H.R. 862) was ordered to a 
third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed. 

f 

EMERGENCY DROUGHT RELIEF 
ACT OF 2014 

NORTH TEXAS INVASIVE SPECIES 
BARRIER ACT OF 2014 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Environ-
ment and Public Works Committee be 
discharged from further consideration 
of H.R. 4032 and the Senate proceed to 
its consideration and to the consider-
ation of Calendar No. 344, S. 2198 en 
bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bills en bloc. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, it is my 
understanding that my request was at 
this point granted; is that right? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
correct. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Feinstein- 
Murkowski substitute amendment to 
S. 2198, which is at the desk, be agreed 
to, the bills, as amended where applica-
ble, be read a third time and passed en 
bloc; that a Feinstein-Murkowski 
amendment to the title of S. 2198, 
which is at the desk, be agreed to; and 
the motions to reconsider be consid-
ered made and laid upon the table, with 
no intervening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment (No. 3227) in the na-
ture of a substitute was agreed to. 

(The amendment is printed in today’s 
RECORD under ‘‘Text of Amendments.’’) 

The bill (S. 2198), as amended, was or-
dered to be engrossed for a third read-
ing, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

The amendment (No. 3228) was agreed 
to, as follows: 

(Purpose: To modify the title) 
Amend the title to read as follows: ‘‘To di-

rect the Secretary of the Interior, the Sec-
retary of Commerce, the Secretary of Agri-
culture, and the Administrator of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency to take ac-
tions to provide additional water supplies to 
the State of California due to drought, and 
for other purposes.’’. 

The bill (H.R. 4032) was ordered to a 
third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed. 

f 

AWARDING OF A CONGRESSIONAL 
GOLD MEDAL 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 

proceed to the consideration of H.R. 
1726. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 1726) to award a Congressional 
Gold Medal to the 65th Infantry Regiment, 
known as the Borinqueneers. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be 
read three times and passed, and the 
motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table, with no intervening action or de-
bate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (H.R. 1726) was ordered to a 
third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed. 

f 

GOLD MEDAL TECHNICAL 
CORRECTIONS ACT OF 2014 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of H.R. 
4488. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The assistant legislative clerk read 
as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 4488) to make technical correc-
tions to two bills enabling the presentation 
of congressional gold medals, and for other 
purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be 
read three times and passed, and the 
motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table, with no intervening action or de-
bate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (H.R. 4488) was ordered to a 
third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed. 

f 

RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED TODAY 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Madam 

President, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate proceed to the imme-
diate consideration en bloc of the fol-
lowing resolutions, which were sub-
mitted earlier today: S. Res. 455, S. 
Res. 456, S. Res. 457, S. Res. 458, S. Res. 
459, S. Res. 460, and S. Res. 461. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolutions 
en bloc. 

S. RES. 455 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, May is 

Older Americans Month, and I am 
pleased to submit a resolution recog-
nizing the importance of our seniors 
with my colleagues, Senators COLLINS 
and SANDERS. As of 2012, there were 
more than 43 million Americans aged 
65 and older. By 2060, Americans in this 
age group are projected to be as many 
as 92 million, or over 1 in 5 U.S. resi-
dents. 
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In 1963, President John F. Kennedy 

recognized the first Older Americans 
Month. By continuing to observe the 
month of May as Older Americans 
Month, we remind ourselves not only of 
our duty to provide for the needs of 
this population, but also of their ongo-
ing contributions to our communities 
and to our country. 

As chairman of the Senate Aging 
Committee and the senior Senator 
from Florida, the State with the larg-
est 65-and-older population in the Na-
tion, I have heard many stories of the 
enduring contributions made by the 
aging population. For example, during 
an Aging Committee hearing earlier 
this year, we learned that the fastest 
growth of new entrepreneurs is among 
Americans ages 55 to 64. For example, 
Conchy Bretos, from my home State of 
Florida, leveraged a lifetime of work 
experience to begin a second career by 
starting a new business. Not only does 
her business contribute to the economy 
and provide a valuable service to sen-
iors in public housing, but it also pro-
vides a cost-savings to taxpayers. 

As one witness during this hearing 
noted, we should think about the baby 
boom generation not as a ‘‘silver tsu-
nami’’ but our society’s ‘‘silver lining 
that will be yielding golden dividends.’’ 
Our obligation to them is to ensure 
their ability to live independently and 
continue to make these significant im-
pressions on and contributions to our 
Nation. Our aging Americans can teach 
younger generations valuable lessons. 

In honor of Ms. Bretos and all older 
Americans, I am pleased to recognize 
May as Older Americans Month and 
celebrate the influences and achieve-
ments of seniors nationwide. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the resolu-
tions be agreed to; the preambles, 
where applicable, be agreed to; and the 
motions to reconsider be laid upon the 
table en bloc, with no intervening ac-
tion or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(The resolutions, with their pre-
ambles, are printed in today’s RECORD 
under ‘‘Submitted Resolutions.’’) 

f 

PERMITTING USE OF THE 
ROTUNDA 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of S. Con. 
Res. 36 submitted earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the concurrent resolu-
tion by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 36) 

permitting the use of the rotunda of the Cap-
itol for a ceremony to award the Congres-
sional Gold Medal to the next of kin or per-
sonal representative of Raoul Wallenberg. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the concurrent 
resolution. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the concur-

rent resolution be agreed to and the 
motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table with no intervening action or de-
bate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(The concurrent resolution is printed 
in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Submitted 
Resolutions.’’) 

f 

SIGNING AUTHORITY 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that during the ad-
journment or recess of the Senate from 
Friday, May 23, through Tuesday, June 
3, Senators ROCKEFELLER and REED of 
Rhode Island be authorized to sign duly 
enrolled bills or joint resolutions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

f 

APPOINTMENT AUTHORITY 

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent 
that notwithstanding the upcoming re-
cess or adjournment of the Senate, the 
President of the Senate, the President 
pro tempore, and the majority and mi-
nority leaders be authorized to make 
appointments to commissions, commit-
tees, boards, conferences or inter-
parliamentary conferences authorized 
by law, by concurrent action of the two 
Houses or by order of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ORDERS FOR FRIDAY, MAY 23 
THROUGH MONDAY, JUNE 2, 2014 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it ad-
journ and convene for pro forma ses-
sions only, with no business conducted 
on the following dates and times, and 
that following each pro forma session 
the Senate adjourn until the next pro 
forma session: Friday, May 25 at 10 
a.m., Tuesday, May 27 at 12 noon, and 
Friday, May 30 at 2 p.m.; and that the 
Senate adjourn Friday, May 30 until 2 
p.m. on Monday, June 2, 2014; that fol-
lowing the prayer and pledge, the 
morning hour be deemed expired, the 
Journal of proceedings be approved to 
date, and the time for the two leaders 
be reserved for their use later in the 
day; and that following any leader re-
marks, the Senate be in a period of 
morning business until 5:30 p.m. with 
Senators permitted to speak therein 
for up to 10 minutes each; and that at 
5:30 p.m., the Senate proceed to execu-
tive session to consider Executive Cal-
endar No. 633 and there be 2 minutes of 
debate equally divided and controlled 
in the usual form prior to the cloture 
vote on the Harper nomination. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

PROGRAM 

Mr. REID. So the next rollcall vote 
will be at 5:30 p.m. on Monday, June 2. 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. REID. Madam President, if there 
is no further business to come before 
the Senate, I ask unanimous consent 
that it stand adjourned under the pre-
vious order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:54 p.m., adjourned until Friday, 
May 23, 2014, at 10 a.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

BRUCE H. ANDREWS, OF NEW YORK, TO BE DEPUTY 
SECRETARY OF COMMERCE, VICE REBECCA M. BLANK, 
RESIGNED. 

MARCUS DWAYNE JADOTTE, OF FLORIDA, TO BE AN AS-
SISTANT SECRETARY OF COMMERCE, VICE NICOLE 
YVETTE LAMB–HALE, RESIGNED. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

MARCIA STEPHENS BLOOM BERNICAT, OF NEW JERSEY, 
A CAREER MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, 
CLASS OF MINISTER–COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR 
EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE PEOPLE’S REPUB-
LIC OF BANGLADESH. 

JAMES D. PETTIT, OF VIRGINIA, A CAREER MEMBER OF 
THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MINISTER– 
COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND 
PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
TO THE REPUBLIC OF MOLDOVA. 

FEDERAL HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY 

LAURA S. WERTHEIMER, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUM-
BIA, TO BE INSPECTOR GENERAL OF THE FEDERAL 
HOUSING FINANCE AGENCY, VICE STEVE A. LINICK, RE-
SIGNED. 

f 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate May 22, 2014: 

THE JUDICIARY 

DAVID JEREMIAH BARRON, OF MASSACHUSETTS, TO BE 
UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE FIRST CIR-
CUIT. 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 

RICHARD G. FRANK, OF MASSACHUSETTS, TO BE AN AS-
SISTANT SECRETARY OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERV-
ICES. 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

THE FOLLOWING AIR NATIONAL GUARD OF THE UNITED 
STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RESERVE 
OF THE AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12212: 

To be brigadier general 

COL. WILLIAM P. ROBERTSON 

IN THE ARMY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

MAJ. GEN. ANTHONY G. CRUTCHFIELD 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

MAJ. GEN. JAMES C. MCCONVILLE 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 

To be lieutenant general 

LT. GEN. GREGORY A. BISCONE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be brigadier general 

COL. KATHLEEN A. COOK 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
AS THE DEPUTY JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL OF THE AIR 
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FORCE AND APPOINTMENT IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, 
U.S.C., SECTION 8037: 

To be major general 

COL. JEFFREY A. ROCKWELL 

IN THE NAVY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be rear admiral (lower half) 

CAPTAIN BRIAN J. BRAKKE 
CAPTAIN RICHARD A. BROWN 
CAPTAIN JAMES S. BYNUM 
CAPTAIN PETER J. CLARKE 
CAPTAIN SCOTT D. CONN 
CAPTAIN BRIAN K. COREY 
CAPTAIN RICHARD A. CORRELL 
CAPTAIN MARC H. DALTON 
CAPTAIN COLLIN P. GREEN 
CAPTAIN DALE E. HORAN 
CAPTAIN MARY M. JACKSON 
CAPTAIN JAMES W. KILBY 
CAPTAIN ROY I. KITCHENER 
CAPTAIN JAMES J. MALLOY 
CAPTAIN ROSS A. MYERS 
CAPTAIN JEFFREY S. RUTH 
CAPTAIN LORIN C. SELBY 
CAPTAIN JOHN W. TAMMEN, JR. 
CAPTAIN KENT D. WHALEN 
CAPTAIN KENNETH R. WHITESELL 
CAPTAIN CHARLES F. WILLIAMS 
CAPTAIN JESSE A. WILSON, JR. 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be rear admiral (lower half) 

CAPT. TIMOTHY C. GALLAUDET 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be rear admiral (lower half) 

CAPT. STEVEN L. PARODE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be rear admiral (lower half) 

CAPT. JOHNNY R. WOLFE, JR. 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 

To be lieutenant general 

MAJ. GEN. SAMUEL A. GREAVES 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major general 

BRIG. GEN. WARREN D. BERRY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be major general 

BRIG. GEN. JON A. NORMAN 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 8081: 

To be major general 

COL. ROOSEVELT ALLEN, JR. 

THE FOLLOWING AIR NATIONAL GUARD OF THE UNITED 
STATES OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE RESERVE 
OF THE AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDICATED UNDER 
TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTIONS 12203 AND 12212: 

To be brigadier general 

COL. RICHARD W. KELLY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 

To be lieutenant general 

MAJ. GEN. CARLTON D. EVERHART II 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 

To be lieutenant general 

MAJ. GEN. DARRYL L. ROBERSON 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 

To be lieutenant general 

LT. GEN. ELLEN M. PAWLIKOWSKI 

IN THE ARMY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

MAJ. GEN. KAREN E. DYSON 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
AS THE JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL OF THE AIR FORCE 
AND FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE UNITED STATES AIR 
FORCE TO THE GRADE INDICATED WHILE SERVING AS 
THE JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 8037: 

To be lieutenant general 

BRIG. GEN. CHRISTOPHER F. BURNE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 

To be lieutenant general 

MAJ. GEN. MARSHALL B. WEBB 

IN THE ARMY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

LT. GEN. RAYMOND A. THOMAS III 

IN THE NAVY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE AND 
RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 601: 

To be vice admiral 

REAR ADM. THOMAS S. ROWDEN 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY TO THE GRADE INDICATED 
UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be rear admiral 

REAR ADM. (LH) JOHN F. KIRBY 

IN THE MARINE CORPS 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS TO THE GRADE 
INDICATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPOR-
TANCE AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

LT. GEN. JON M. DAVIS 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS TO THE GRADE 
INDICATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPOR-
TANCE AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

MAJ. GEN. KENNETH F. MCKENZIE, JR. 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS TO THE GRADE 
INDICATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPOR-
TANCE AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

LT. GEN. ROBERT B. NELLER 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS TO THE GRADE 
INDICATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPOR-
TANCE AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 601: 

To be lieutenant general 

LT. GEN. JOHN A. TOOLAN, JR. 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICERS FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS RESERVE TO THE 
GRADE INDICATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 

To be brigadier general 

COL. PATRICK J. HERMESMANN 
COL. HELEN G. PRATT 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 

To be lieutenant general 

LT. GEN. JAMES M. HOLMES 

AIR FORCE NOMINATION OF SCOTT A. RABER, TO BE 
LIEUTENANT COLONEL. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATION OF MARK D. LEVIN, TO BE 
MAJOR. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH JEREMY P. 
GARLICK AND ENDING WITH DERICK A. SAGER, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP-
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON APRIL 10, 
2014. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATION OF TONYA Y. WHITE, TO BE 
MAJOR. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATION OF DANIEL L. ROSERA, TO BE 
MAJOR. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH JASON E. 
OBRIEN AND ENDING WITH ERIK D. RUDIGER, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP-
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON APRIL 10, 
2014. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATION OF ROBERT J. TRAINER, TO BE 
MAJOR. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH KENNETH 
G. CROOKS AND ENDING WITH JAMES D. TIMS, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP-
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON MAY 7, 2014. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH KIM L. 
BOWEN AND ENDING WITH DANIEL K. WATERMAN, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP-
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON MAY 7, 2014. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH VICTORIA 
M. AGLEWILSON AND ENDING WITH DEBORAH L. WILLIS, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
MAY 7, 2014. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH HEATHER 
A. BODWELL AND ENDING WITH CHRISTIAN L. WILLIAMS, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
MAY 7, 2014. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH ERICH M. 
GAUGER AND ENDING WITH TIMOTHY J. ZIELICKE, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP-
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON MAY 15, 
2014. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH ANTHONY 
F. FONTENOS AND ENDING WITH VU T. NGUYEN, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP-
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON MAY 15, 
2014. 

AIR FORCE NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH PETER G. 
BAILEY AND ENDING WITH KEVIN R. WINDSOR, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP-
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON MAY 15, 
2014. 

IN THE ARMY 
ARMY NOMINATION OF RANDOLPH S. WARDLE, TO BE 

COLONEL. 
ARMY NOMINATION OF STANLEY F. ZEZOTARSKI, TO BE 

COLONEL. 
ARMY NOMINATION OF ERIC S. COMETTE, TO BE 

MAJOR. 
ARMY NOMINATION OF WILLIAM D. SWENSON, TO BE 

MAJOR. 
ARMY NOMINATION OF GREGORY R. SHEPARD, TO BE 

MAJOR. 
ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH DAVID F. 

CAPORICCI AND ENDING WITH ERIC G. WISHART, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP-
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON APRIL 10, 
2014. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF PHILANDER PINCKNEY, TO BE 
MAJOR. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF ELIZABETH JOYCE, TO BE 
MAJOR. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF JASMINE T. DANIELS, TO BE 
COLONEL. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH JAN S. SUNDE 
AND ENDING WITH HIMANSHU PATHAK, WHICH NOMINA-
TIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND APPEARED 
IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON MAY 1, 2014. 

ARMY NOMINATION OF JOSEPH L. CRAVER, TO BE 
COLONEL. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH MARIBETH A. 
AFFELDT AND ENDING WITH R10045, WHICH NOMINATIONS 
WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND APPEARED IN THE 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON MAY 7, 2014. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH MIGUEL 
AGUILAR AND ENDING WITH MARK A. ZINSER, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP-
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON MAY 7, 2014. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH JEFFREY M. 
ABEL AND ENDING WITH DEBORAH A. WILSON, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP-
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON MAY 7, 2014. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH BOBBY L. CHRIS-
TINE AND ENDING WITH JAMES K. MASSENGILL, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP-
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON MAY 7, 2014. 

ARMY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH RONALD W. 
BURKETT II AND ENDING WITH BRIAN J. MELTON, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP-
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON MAY 15, 
2014. 

IN THE MARINE CORPS 

MARINE CORPS NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH WIL-
LIAM B. ALLEN IV AND ENDING WITH JAMES L. ZEPKO, 
WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE 
AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON 
JANUARY 9, 2014. 

MARINE CORPS NOMINATION OF RICHARD P. OWENS, TO 
BE LIEUTENANT COLONEL. 

MARINE CORPS NOMINATION OF ROBERT M. MANNING, 
TO BE LIEUTENANT COLONEL. 

MARINE CORPS NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH JAMES 
P. EDMUNDS III AND ENDING WITH PAUL B. WEBB, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP-
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON APRIL 10, 
2014. 
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MARINE CORPS NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH LEON-

ARD F. ANDERSON IV AND ENDING WITH KONSTANTIN E. 
ZOGANAS, WHICH NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE 
SENATE AND APPEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD ON APRIL 10, 2014. 

IN THE NAVY 

NAVY NOMINATION OF WILLIAM A. GARREN, TO BE 
CAPTAIN. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF LEANDER J. SACKEY, TO BE 
COMMANDER. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF CHRISTOPHER M. DAVIS, TO BE 
LIEUTENANT COMMANDER. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF CHARLES E. VARSOGEA, TO BE 
COMMANDER. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF LOUIS J. LAZZARA, TO BE LIEU-
TENANT COMMANDER. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF TARA M. MCARTHUR–MILTON, 
TO BE CAPTAIN. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF TODD W. BOEHM, TO BE CAP-
TAIN. 

NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH JOHN I. 
ACTKINSON AND ENDING WITH JUSTIN R. WOLFE, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP-
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON MAY 5, 2014. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF ROBERT J. POLVINO, TO BE CAP-
TAIN. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF VICTOR SORRENTINO, TO BE 
COMMANDER. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF JEFFREY P. MARTIN, TO BE 
COMMANDER. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF RICHARD D. MCCORMICK, TO BE 
COMMANDER. 

NAVY NOMINATIONS BEGINNING WITH DAVID W. AT-
WOOD AND ENDING WITH ANNA H. WOODARD, WHICH 
NOMINATIONS WERE RECEIVED BY THE SENATE AND AP-
PEARED IN THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ON MAY 7, 2014. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF WILLIAM S. SWITZER, TO BE 
CAPTAIN. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF JOSHUA L. KEEVER, TO BE COM-
MANDER. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF RUSTIN J. DOZEMAN, TO BE 
LIEUTENANT COMMANDER. 

NAVY NOMINATION OF LORI L. CODY, TO BE LIEUTEN-
ANT COMMANDER. 
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∑ This ‘‘bullet’’ symbol identifies statements or insertions which are not spoken by a Member of the Senate on the floor.

Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor.
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HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015 

SPEECH OF 

HON. NICK J. RAHALL II 
OF WEST VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 21, 2014 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 4435) to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2015 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense 
and for military construction, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes: 

Mr. RAHALL. Madam Chair, I strongly sup-
port the passage of the Graves amendment, 
of which I am a cosponsor, to establish a Na-
tional Commission on the Future of the Army. 

Last December, I joined with 142 of my col-
leagues in expressing to Defense Secretary 
Hagel my deep concerns about Army cost- 
saving proposals that would impose draconian 
cuts on the Army National Guard. Congress 
rightly rejected similar proposals that would 
have reduced end strength and force structure 
for the Air National Guard, and I am pleased 
that the Armed Services Committee chose to 
reject such proposals for the Army National 
Guard too. 

I question the wisdom of making such cuts, 
considering the cost-effectiveness of the Army 
National Guard as a dual use force, and cost- 
savings that could be achieved in the Total 
Army by better leveraging the Operational Re-
serve. Blending Active and Reserve Compo-
nent Army units, as the Air Force is doing, 
could ensure long-term budgetary savings to 
maintain a robust Total Army. As the Reserve 
Forces Policy Board (RFPB) has noted, a 
blended Total Army composition means more 
combat capability at about one-third the cost. 

I believe we need to take a harder look at 
the future force structure of the Army, which is 
why a Commission is absolutely necessary. 
The House should fully consider and be fully 
informed about how the Army’s proposed cuts 
fit into a long-term national security strategy. 

With the operational reserve being rebuilt 
since September 11, 2001, this generation of 
Army National Guardsmen and Reservists has 
proven every bit as effective, committed, and 
capable as their active counterparts. These 
men and women have served with distinction 
and honor overseas, and our Nation cannot 
afford to lose their service. We must not go 
blindly down a path that would inhibit our 
Army’s ability to respond to world events and 
domestic emergencies. 

HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015 

SPEECH OF 

HON. BILL PASCRELL, JR. 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 21, 2014 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 4435) to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2015 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense 
and for military construction, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes: 

Mr. PASCRELL. Madam Chair, I rise today 
to discuss an important issue facing our 
troops—primary blast injury and its connection 
to traumatic brain injury. 

TBI has become the ‘‘signature wound’’ of 
the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan, with 20% 
soldiers deployed are estimated to have expe-
rienced a brain injury. I would like to thank 
Chairman MCKEON and Ranking Member 
SMITH for their commitment to this issue in re-
cent authorizations. 

As Co-Chair and Co-Founder of the Con-
gressional Brain Injury Task Force, I have 
spent the last thirteen years fighting for pa-
tients with brain injuries, both on and off the 
battlefield. We all know that traumatic brain in-
jury (TBI) is the signature wound of the con-
flicts in Iraq and Afghanistan, and while we 
made great progress on ensuring our soldiers 
have the best care, there is still more work to 
be done. 

The high rate of TBI and blast-related con-
cussion events resulting from current combat 
operations directly impacts the health and 
safety of individual service members, and sub-
sequently the level of unit readiness and troop 
retention. The Department of Defense (DoD) 
is actively seeking strategies to prevent, miti-
gate, and treat blast-related injuries, including 
TBI. 

Since I began working on this issue, our 
knowledge of the brain has expanded at an in-
credible pace. In recent years, we have made 
strong investments in TBI research. The 
DoD’s Peer-Reviewed Psychological Health 
and TBI Research Program conducts exten-
sive research on TBI; however, little is known 
about primary blast injury and its connection to 
TBI. Primary blast injury occurs when an ex-
plosion generates a blast wave traveling faster 
than sound and creating a surge of high pres-
sure immediately followed by a vacuum. Stud-
ies show that the blast wave shoots through 
armor and soldiers’ skulls and brains, even if 
it doesn’t draw blood. Researchers still do not 
know the exact mechanisms by which primary 
blast injuries damages the brain’s cells and 
circuits. However, the blast wave’s pressure 
has been show to compress the torso, impact-
ing blood vessels, which then send damaging 
energy pulses into the brain. The pressure can 
also be transferred partially through the skull, 
interacting with the brain. 

My amendment would direct the Department 
of Defense to conduct a study on blast injury 
mechanics covering a wide range of primary 
blast injury conditions, including TBI. Under-
standing how a primary blast injury affects the 
brain is imperative to developing appropriate 
prevention measures, including ensuring prop-
er equipment. I was glad to see this amend-
ment pass the House last night, and I hope 
that it will be adopted in the final bill after ne-
gotiations with the Senate. 

f 

CONGRATULATING UNIVERSITY OF 
CENTRAL FLORIDA STUDENTS 

HON. DANIEL WEBSTER 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, it is 
my privilege to congratulate the University of 
Central Florida for winning the 2014 Raytheon 
National Collegiate Cyber Defense Competi-
tion (NCCDC). The competition, held April 25– 
27 in San Antonio, Texas, brought together 
the top ten college and university teams from 
across the country. 

More than 180 colleges and universities and 
2,000 undergraduate and graduate students 
participated in competitions leading up to the 
national championship. The Raytheon com-
petition models real-world scenarios in which 
teams are required to maintain operational 
needs of their businesses and user demands 
amidst cyber attacks. Preparing the next gen-
eration of cyber security leaders is critical to 
defending our nation against ever-increasing 
threats. 

Again, congratulations to the University of 
Central Florida team for bringing home the 
Raytheon NCCDC Alamo Cup and estab-
lishing the University as a national leader in 
cyber security. 

f 

HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015 

SPEECH OF 

HON. HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ McKEON 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, May 20, 2014 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 4435) to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2015 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense 
and for military construction, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes: 

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Chair, I ask that the fol-
lowing exchange of letters be included as part 
of the RECORD during consideration of H.R. 
4435: 
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PERMANENT SELECT COMMITTEE 

ON INTELLIGENCE, 
Washington, DC, May 9, 2014. 

Hon. HOWARD ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, House 

of Representatives, Washington, DC. 
DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: In recognition of the 

importance of expediting the passage of H.R. 
4435, the ‘‘Fiscal Year 2015 National Defense 
Authorization Bill,’’ the Permanent Select 
Committee on Intelligence hereby waives 
further consideration of the bill. The Com-
mittee has jurisdictional interests in H.R. 
4435, including intelligence and intelligence- 
related authorizations and provisions con-
tained in the bill. 

The Committee takes this action only with 
the understanding that this procedural route 
should not be construed to prejudice the 
House Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence’s jurisdictional interest over 
this bill or any similar bill and will not be 
considered as precedent for consideration of 
matters of jurisdictional interest to the 
Committee in the future, including in con-
nection with any subsequent consideration 
of the bill by the House. In addition, the Per-
manent Select Committee on Intelligence 
will seek conferees on any provisions of the 
bill that are within its jurisdiction during 
any House-Senate conference that may be 
convened on this legislation. 

Finally, I would ask that you include a 
copy of our exchange of letters on this mat-
ter in the Congressional Record during the 
House debate on H.R. 4435. I appreciate the 
constructive work between our committees 
on this matter and thank you for your con-
sideration. 

Sincerely, 
MIKE ROGERS, 

Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, May 12, 2014. 
Hon. MIKE ROGERS, 
Chairman, Permanent Select Committee on In-

telligence, Washington, DC. 
DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your 

letter regarding H.R. 4435, the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015. 
I agree that the Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence has valid jurisdic-
tional claims to certain provisions in this 
important legislation, and I am most appre-
ciative of your decision not to request a re-
ferral in the interest of expediting consider-
ation of the bill. I agree that by foregoing a 
sequential referral, the Permanent Select 
Committee on Intelligence is not waiving its 
jurisdiction. Further, this exchange of let-
ters will be included in the committee report 
on the bill. 

Sincerely, 
HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY, 

Washington, DC, May 9, 2014. 
Hon. HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 
Chairman, House Committee on Armed Services, 

Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN MCKEON: I write to you re-

garding H.R. 4435, the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015. There 
are certain provisions of this legislation that 
fall within the Rule X jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Homeland Security. 

In the interest of permitting the Com-
mittee on Armed Services to proceed expedi-
tiously to the House floor, I will not seek a 
sequential referral of H.R. 4435. However, I 
do so only with the mutual understanding 
that the jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Homeland Security over matters contained 
in this or similar legislation is in no way di-
minished or altered. I further request that 
you urge the Speaker to name Members of 

this Committee to any conference com-
mittee that is named to consider such provi-
sions. 

Finally, I request you include this letter 
and your response into the committee report 
on H.R. 4435 and into the Congressional 
Record. Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 
MICHAEL T. MCCAUL, 

Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, May 12, 2014. 
Hon. MICHAEL T. MCCAUL, 
Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your 
letter regarding H.R. 4435, the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015. 
I am most appreciative of your support and 
interest in this important legislation. Fur-
ther, this exchange of letters will be included 
in the committee report on the bill. 

Sincerely, 
HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 

Washington, DC, May 9, 2014. 
Hon. HOWARD ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN MCKEON: I write to con-
firm our mutual understanding regarding 
H.R. 4435, the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2015. This legislation 
contains subject matter within the jurisdic-
tion of the House Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs, however in order to expedite floor 
consideration of this important legislation, 
the Committee waives consideration of the 
bill. 

The House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 
takes this action only with the under-
standing that the committee’s jurisdictional 
interests over this and similar legislation 
are in no way diminished or altered. 

The committee also reserves the right to 
seek appointment to any House-Senate con-
ference on this legislation and requests your 
support if such a request is made. Finally, I 
would appreciate your including this letter 
in the Congressional Record during consider-
ation of H.R. 4435 on the House Floor. Thank 
you for your attention to these matters. 

With warm personal regards, I am 
Sincerely, 

JEFF MILLER, 
Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, May 12, 2014. 
Hon. JEFF MILLER, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your 
letter regarding H.R. 4435, the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015. 
I agree that the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs has valid jurisdictional claims to cer-
tain provisions in this important legislation, 
and I am most appreciative of your decision 
not to request a referral in the interest of ex-
pediting consideration of the bill. I agree 
that by foregoing a sequential referral, the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs is not 
waiving its jurisdiction. Further, this ex-
change of letters will be included in the com-
mittee report on the bill. 

Sincerely, 
HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 

Washington, DC, May 9, 2014. 
Hon. HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN MCKEON: I am writing to 
you concerning the jurisdictional interest of 
the Committee on the Judiciary in matters 
being considered in H.R. 4435, the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2015. 

Our committee recognizes the importance 
of H.R. 4435 and the need for the legislation 
to move expeditiously. Therefore, while we 
have a valid claim to jurisdiction over the 
bill, I do not intend to request a sequential 
referral. This, of course, is conditional on 
our mutual understanding that nothing in 
this legislation or my decision to forego a se-
quential referral waives, reduces, or other-
wise affects the jurisdiction of the Judiciary 
Committee, and that a copy of this letter 
and your response acknowledging our juris-
dictional interest will be included in the 
Committee Report and as part of the Con-
gressional Record during consideration of 
this bill by the House. 

The Judiciary Committee also asks that 
you support our request to be conferees on 
the provisions over which we have jurisdic-
tion during any House-Senate conference. 

Thank you for your consideration in this 
matter. 

Sincerely, 
BOB GOODLATTE, 

Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, May 12, 2014. 
Hon. BOB GOODLATTE, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your 
letter regarding H.R. 4435, the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015. 
I agree that the Committee on the Judiciary 
has valid jurisdictional claims to certain 
provisions in this important legislation, and 
I am most appreciative of your decision not 
to request a referral in the interest of expe-
diting consideration of the bill. I agree that 
by foregoing a sequential referral, the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary is not waiving its ju-
risdiction. Further, this exchange of letters 
will be included in the committee report on 
the bill. 

Sincerely, 
HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES, 

Washington, DC, May 9, 2014. 
Hon. HOWARD ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I write to confirm our 
mutual understanding regarding H.R. 4435, 
the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2015. This legislation contains 
subject matter within the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Natural Resources, including: 

Sec. 602. No fiscal year 2015 increase in 
basic pay for general and flag officers 

Sec. 611. One-year extension of certain ex-
piring bonus and special pay authorities 

Sec. 2841. Land conveyance, Mt. Soledad 
Veterans Memorial, La Jolla, California 

Sec. 2861, Memorial to the victims of the 
shooting attack at the Washington Navy 
Yard 

Sec. 2864, Designation of Distinguished 
Flying Cross National Memorial in River-
side, California 

Sec. 2865, Renaming site of Dayton Avia-
tion Heritage National Historical Park, Ohio 

Sec. 2866, Manhattan Project National His-
torical Park 
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Title 29, Subtitle A—Naval Air Station 

Fallon, Nevada 
Sec. 2911, Redesignation of Johnson Valley 

Off-Highway Vehicle Recreation Area, Cali-
fornia 

Sec. 2921, Elimination of termination date 
for public land withdrawals and reservations 
under Military Lands Withdrawal Act of 1999 

Title 29, Subtitle D—Naval Air Weapons 
Station China Lake, California 

Title 29, Subtitle D—White Sands Missile 
Range, New Mexico 

Sec. xxx, National security considerations 
for inclusion of federal property on National 
Register of Historic Places or designation as 
National Historic Landmark under the Na-
tional Historic Preservation Act 

To expedite floor consideration of this im-
portant legislation, and because of the exten-
sive cooperation shown by you and your 
staff, the Committee will forego seeking a 
sequential referral of the bill. The Natural 
Resources Committee takes this action only 
with the understanding that the Commit-
tee’s jurisdictional interests over this and 
similar legislation are in no way diminished 
or altered. 

The Committee also reserves the right to 
seek appointment to any House-Senate con-
ference on this legislation and requests your 
support if such a request is made. Finally, I 
would appreciate your including this letter 
in the Congressional Record during consider-
ation of H.R. 4435 on the House Floor. 

Thank you for your attention to these 
matters. 

Sincerely, 
DOC HASTINGS, 

Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, May 12, 2014. 
Hon. DOC HASTINGS, 
Chairman, Committee on Natural Resources, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your 
letter regarding H.R. 4435, the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015. 
I agree that the Committee on Natural Re-
sources has valid jurisdictional claims to 
certain provisions in this important legisla-
tion, and I am most appreciative of your de-
cision not to request a referral in the inter-
est of expediting consideration of the bill. I 
agree that by foregoing a sequential referral, 
the Committee on Natural Resources is not 
waiving its jurisdiction. Further, this ex-
change of letters will be included in the com-
mittee report on the bill. 

Sincerely, 
HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 

Chairman. 

f 

HONORING LTC (RETIRED) 
NICOLETTE WHEELER 

HON. TOM PRICE 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, today 
I rise to honor a constituent of the Sixth Dis-
trict of Georgia, Lieutenant Colonel (retired) 
Nicolette Wheeler of the U.S. Army. Following 
a successful career, LTC Wheeler retired from 
the Army and moved with her husband to 
Alpharetta, Georgia. In 1995, LTC Wheeler 
was hired by the Fulton County School Sys-
tem to be the Senior Army Instructor at 
Roswell High School. In 2001, she was ap-
pointed to move to Central Administration to 
lead all 8 programs as the Director of Army In-
struction. 

Since being hired, LTC Wheeler has been 
recognized multiple times for her contributions 
to students and others: State Rifle Coach of 
the Year (2000), ‘‘Service Above Self’’ 
Award—Roswell Rotary (2001), JROTC Direc-
tor of the Year—United States Army Cadet 
Command (2005), and State Outstanding Ca-
reer and Technical Educator, JROTC Division 
(2009 and 2011). However, LTC Wheeler has 
been so much more than just a distinguished 
instructor and coordinator for the JROTC dur-
ing her time in the Fulton County School Sys-
tem. Her students have always been her num-
ber one priority. She has been there to pro-
vide support and encouragement no matter if 
a student’s ambition is an appointment to a 
service academy or passing an entrance exam 
to become a member of the United States 
Armed Forces. 

At the end of this current school year, LTC 
Wheeler will retire. This is a bittersweet mo-
ment for all those students, past and present, 
whose lives she has dedicated herself to 
bettering. She has inspired all who have had 
the opportunity to work with her. Her tireless 
work on behalf of our community and country, 
her quiet leadership, and her collaborative 
spirit has not gone unnoticed and are deeply 
appreciated. Therefore, it is on behalf of the 
people of the Sixth District that I want to thank 
LTC Nicolette Wheeler for her years of out-
standing and exemplary service. 

f 

HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015 

SPEECH OF 

HON. BOB GOODLATTE 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, May 20, 2014 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 4435) to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2015 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense 
and for military construction, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes: 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Chair, I rise in sup-
port of language Representative DOUG LAM-
BORN offered when the Committee on Armed 
Services marked-up the National Defense Au-
thorization Act. 

Like most Americans, I remain concerned 
about Iran’s state sponsorship of terrorism, its 
horrendous human rights record, its efforts to 
destabilize its neighbors, its pursuit of inter-
continental ballistic missiles, and its threats 
against our ally, Israel, as well as the fates of 
American citizens detained by Iran. I remain 
extremely alarmed by Iran’s pursuit of uranium 
enrichment and plutonium separation efforts. 
In spite of Iran’s statements to the contrary, I 
am concerned that these materials are in fact 
part of a nuclear weapons program. The pur-
suit of nuclear materials under the proclama-
tion of peaceful energy initiatives raises some 
serious concerns when coming from a country 
with a terrible human rights record and ties to 
terrorist groups. It is both a necessity and a 
priority that the United States ensure that Iran 
does not have a nuclear weapon. 

On November 24, 2013, Iran accepted the 
terms of an international proposal to tempo-

rarily halt further expansion of its nuclear pro-
gram, in return for relief from economic sanc-
tions. While this proposal would in theory limit 
Iran’s nuclear enrichment program, it does 
nothing to prevent Iran from pursuing a war-
head or nuclear delivery system for a nuclear 
weapon or curtailing other issues that are 
threats to U.S. security and the security of our 
allies. That is why I am supportive of Rep-
resentative LAMBORN’s amendment. This 
amendment makes it crystal clear, that it is the 
intent of the United States Congress that the 
U.S. should only agree to a comprehensive 
agreement on Iran’s nuclear program if Iran 
ceases uranium enrichment, ceases all of their 
nuclear, chemical, biological, chemical weapon 
programs, ballistic missile program, and bal-
listic launch site technology and Iran has 
ceased providing support for international ter-
rorist. 

The United States government must use 
every tool possible to deter threats from Iran. 
Economic sanctions remain an important and 
necessary tool to deterring aggressive actions. 
Should the United States provide any relief 
from these Congressional mandated sanc-
tions, it is imperative that Iran halt all activities 
that are threatening to our national interests. 
Mr. LAMBORN’s amendment is an important 
and appropriate addition to the National De-
fense Authorization Act, and I look forward to 
seeing it included in law. 

f 

CONGRATULATING R.L. TURNER 
HIGH SCHOOL’S NAVY ROTC FOR 
THE DISTINGUISHED UNIT 
AWARD 

HON. KENNY MARCHANT 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to congratulate R.L. Turner High School’s 
Navy Junior Reserve Officer Training Corps 
(NJROTC) program, in Carrollton, Texas, for 
being recognized with the Distinguished Unit 
Award based on performance and service dur-
ing the 2013–2014 school year. 

The NJROTC Distinguished Unit designation 
is awarded annually to schools whose pro-
gram ranks in the top 30 percent of units 
throughout the United States, Europe, and 
Asia. Competing units are ranked according to 
the degree of excellence attained in adminis-
tration, military proficiency, and host school 
support. Accordingly, R.L. Turner High School 
and the Carrollton-Farmers Branch Inde-
pendent School District have contributed to 
the strong support and development of the 
NJROTC program 

R.L. Turner High School’s NJROTC is a cit-
izen leadership program designed to develop 
informed and responsible young men and 
women who embody honor, integrity, loyalty, 
courage, and respect for authority in a demo-
cratic society. 

In addition to achieving numerous acco-
lades, the R.L. Turner’s NJROTC program, 
under the leadership of Lieutenant Martin 
Caro, U.S. Navy (Ret.) and Master Chief Mar-
tin Wesley, U. S. Navy (Ret.), is actively in-
volved in service programs throughout the 
local community. The cadets volunteer for var-
ious color guard events, Veterans Day events, 
and parades. In addition, the NJROTC partici-
pates in the March of Dimes, Toys for Tots, 
and the Dallas Day of Service. 
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Mr. Speaker, I ask all my colleagues to join 

me in congratulating the R.L. Turner High 
School’s NJROTC program on receiving the 
Distinguished Unit Award. 

f 

10TH ANNIVERSARY OF 
WASHINGTON, DC YOUTH RUGBY 

HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 
OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
ask the House of Representatives to join me 
in recognizing the 10th anniversary of the 
Washington, DC Youth Rugby, a non-profit or-
ganization that reaches out to underserved 
children in the Nation’s capital to promote 
health and physical fitness and teach valuable 
life skills through the sport of rugby. 

In 2004, members of the Washington Rugby 
Club started out with the goal to teach rugby 
to a small group of students in Northeast 
Washington, DC. What started with seven 
players and a rugby ball has evolved to over 
a hundred students playing rugby in the Dis-
trict at the youth and high school levels. 

Washington, DC Youth Rugby has grown 
from a summer-only program and is now 
working to implement rugby programs in DC 
schools. Washington, DC Youth Rugby found-
ed a boys’ team at Calvin Coolidge High 
School, which ran from 2009–2012. This year, 
the organization has started both boys’ and 
girls’ rugby teams at Bell Multicultural High 
School and is looking to start more programs 
in DC schools. They are currently working with 
both Washington Latin and Ballou. 

The program continues to be free to all chil-
dren and has a diverse mix of participants, 
both racially and socioeconomically. This pro-
gram makes a difference to the youth of our 
city in terms of health, self-esteem, teamwork 
and social skills development. 

In 2012, the program welcomed the support 
of the Honorable Kim Beazley, the Australian 
Ambassador to the United States, as the hon-
orary patron. The Ambassador recognizes the 
value of sport in international relations and the 
positive impact a game like rugby can have on 
young people. In recognition of the 10th anni-
versary, the Embassy of Australia will host a 
celebration on Thursday, May 29, 2014. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask the House of Represent-
atives to join me in thanking the coaches, vol-
unteers, donors, partner schools, students, 
parents, and alumni as we celebrate the 10th 
anniversary of Washington, DC Youth Rugby 
and its many accomplishments. 

f 

HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015 

SPEECH OF 

HON. SHEILA JACKSON LEE 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 21, 2014 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 4435) to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2015 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense 

and for military construction, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes: 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Chair, I thank 
Chairman MCKEON and Ranking Member 
SMITH for their work on this bill and their devo-
tion to the men and women of the Armed 
Forces. 

I also thank them for including in En Bloc 
Amendment No. 1 the Jackson Lee-Wilson- 
Lee Amendment, which makes three important 
contributions to the bill: 

1. First, it strongly condemns the ongoing vi-
olence and the systematic gross human rights 
violations against the people of Nigeria carried 
out by the militant organization Boko Haram, 
especially the kidnapping of the more than 
200 young schoolgirls kidnapped from the 
Chibok School by Boko Haram; 

2. Second, it expresses support for the peo-
ple of Nigeria who wish to live in a peaceful, 
economically prosperous, and democratic Ni-
geria; and 

3. Third, it requires that not later than 90 
days after the date of the enactment, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall report to Congress on 
the nature and extent of the crimes against 
humanity committed by Boko Haram in Nige-
ria. 

Since 2013, more than 4,400 men, women, 
and children have been slaughtered by Boko 
Haram. 

The victims include Christians, Muslims, 
journalists, health care providers, relief work-
ers and schoolchildren. 

I am confident that the international commu-
nity working with the African Union will assist 
the Government of Nigeria in bringing an end 
to Boko Haram’s reign of terror and ensuring 
that its crimes against humanity are docu-
mented so its leaders can be held account-
able. 

Mr. Chair, I ask unanimous consent to in-
clude in the RECORD a letter to President 
Obama from myself and 15 House colleagues 
commending his decision to deploy American 
security experts and equipment in Nigeria to 
help locate and rescue the more than 200 Ni-
gerian kidnapped schoolgirls and to work in 
concert with the Government of Nigeria and 
the African Union to bring Abubakar Shekau 
and other leaders of Boko Haram to justice. 

The Jackson Lee-Wilson-Lee Amendment 
affirms that the United States stands with the 
civilized world in solidarity with the people of 
Nigeria. 

The Jackson Lee-Wilson-Lee Amendment 
affirms that the United States is fully com-
mitted to the fundamental principle that 
women everywhere have a right to be free, to 
live without fear, and should not be forced to 
risk their lives to get the education they want 
and deserve. 

I thank the Chairman and Ranking Member 
for including this amendment in En Bloc 
Amendment #1 and all Members to support it. 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES 
Washington, DC, May 8, 2014. 

President BARACK OBAMA 
The White House, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: We are writing to 
commend your decision to deploy American 
security experts and equipment in Nigeria to 
help locate and rescue the more than 200 Ni-
gerian schoolgirls kidnapped by the terrorist 
group, Boko Haram. We support your action 
and we strongly urge you to work in concert 
with the Government of Nigeria and the Af-
rican Union to achieve this objective and to 

bring Abubakar Shekau and other leaders of 
Boko Haram to justice. 

Boko Haram, a militant group designated 
by the State Department in November 2013 
as a Foreign Terrorist Organization, has 
been conducting a reign of terror against in-
nocent Nigerian women, children, and men 
since 2009, when it killed hundreds of persons 
during a raid of a police station in 
Maiduguri. In the last four years, Boko 
Haram has carried out more than 480 violent 
attacks against a broad array of targets: 
Christian and Muslim communities, govern-
ment installations, schools, hospitals and 
medical facilities, aid workers and journal-
ists. Since the beginning of 2013, more than 
4,400 innocent persons have been killed and 
thousands more left homeless. 

According to media reports, the leader of 
Boko Haram has threatened to ransom or 
sell the girls into the human trafficking 
market for about twelve dollars each ($12.00 
USD). This outrageous conduct cannot be 
tolerated or overlooked. Not only is it a vio-
lation of the girls’ human rights, it is also 
contrary to United States policy supporting 
and promoting equal access to education and 
economic opportunity for women and girls. 

We know that terrorist groups cannot op-
erate effectively without reliable and steady 
funding to support its criminal acts. There-
fore, we urge you to work with the inter-
national community to detect, disrupt, and 
dismantle the funding networks financing 
Boko Haram, which published reports indi-
cate has received as much as $70 million 
from other Islamist groups, including Al- 
Qaeda in the Islamic Maghreb (AQIM) and 
Al-Qaeda in the Arabian Peninsular (AQAP), 
the Al Muntada Trust Fund, and the Islamic 
World Society. 

Additionally, we urge you to consider 
working with the Government of Nigeria to 
develop its own capacity to deploy special-
ized police and army units rapidly to rescue 
the schoolgirls and bring Boko Haram leader 
Abubakar Shekau to justice. Such units also 
can be deployed to prevent and combat sec-
tarian violence in cities and around the 
country where there has been a history of 
sectarian violence. The creation of an elite 
highly-trained rapid response unit would ap-
pear to be a sound short-term strategy that 
the Government of Nigeria should employ in 
dealing with violent groups like Boko 
Haram. This approach was used to successful 
effect by the Indonesia Government in 2004 
to neutralize the Laskar Jihad terrorist or-
ganization. 

Finally, we call upon you to take appro-
priate action to help the Government of Ni-
geria establish a Victim’s Fund to provide 
humanitarian relief and economic assistance 
to the victims of attacks by Boko Haram so 
that they can rebuild their lives and commu-
nities. 

‘‘People are the great issue of the 20th cen-
tury,’’ declared, then-Senator Hubert Hum-
phrey in 1948. The well-being of people re-
mains the great issue of the 21st century. 
And there is no better measure of any soci-
ety than the way its treats its women and 
girls. Boko Haram understands that when 
Nigerian girls are educated, Nigerian women 
can succeed; and when Nigerian women suc-
ceed, Nigeria succeeds. And that is why it is 
so important that the United States help Ni-
geria ensure that Boko Haram fails. 

Thank you for your leadership and your 
consideration of our recommendations. We 
stand ready to work with you to bring about 
the safe rescue of the kidnapped Nigerian 
schoolgirls and to reunite them with their 
families and loved ones. 

Sincerely, 
LIST OF SIGNATORIES 

Marcia L. Fudge, Karen E. Bass, Donald 
Payne, Jr., John Lewis, Yvette D. Clarke, 
Robin Kelly, Janice Hahn, Sheila Jackson 
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Lee, Terri A. Sewell, Corrine Brown, Fred-
erica Wilson, Gregory W. Meeks, Barbara 
Lee, Marc Veasey, Members of Congress. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. HENRY C. ‘‘HANK’’ JOHNSON 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I 
am writing to inform the House of Representa-
tives how I would have voted had I been able 
to be present in the House on Monday May 
19, 2014 and on Tuesday May 20, 2014. I 
was unavoidably absent, and instead in my 
Congressional District in Georgia, due to 
Georgia’s Federal Primary Election day being 
Tuesday May 20, 2014. 

With that said, this is how I would have cast 
my votes on rollcall votes before the House. 

Monday May 19, 2014: 
Rollcall 218, on H.R. 2203, To provide for 

the award of a gold medal on behalf of Con-
gress to Jack Nicklaus—‘‘yea.’’ 

Rollcall 219, on H.R. 685, To award a Con-
gressional Gold Medal to the American Fighter 
Aces, collectively—‘‘yea.’’ 

Tuesday May 20, 2014: 
Rollcall 220, on the Conference Report to 

H.R. 3080—Water Resources Reform and De-
velopment Act—‘‘yea.’’ 

Rollcall 221, on H.R. 3530—Justice for Vic-
tims of Trafficking Act—‘‘yea.’’ 

Rollcall 222, on H.R. 4225—Stop Adver-
tising Victims of Exploitation (SAVE) Act— 
‘‘nay.’’ 

f 

WEST POINT GRADUATES 

HON. MIKE ROGERS 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, it is 
my distinct pleasure to congratulate Michigan’s 
United States Military Academy class of 2014 
for completing the demanding requirements of 
West Point. They will soon receive their com-
mission as 2nd Lieutenants in the U.S. Army 
and go on to serve our great nation, protecting 
American national security interests through-
out the world. Their commitment to the Army 
and this country is admirable. 

As a former officer in the United States 
Army, I commend them on this outstanding 
accomplishment. I take great pride in seeing 
Americans, young men and women like them, 
choose such a demanding, honorable path. 

I wish them nothing but continued success 
and congratulate them again on achieving 
such a momentous accomplishment. 
LIST OF CADETS GRADUATING FROM THE U.S. 

MILITARY ACADEMY AT WEST POINT ON MAY 
28, 2014 

Andrew E. Carlson, Troy; Andrew R. 
Fanko, Perry; Andrew J. Lee, Novi; April C. 
Emerson, Stanwood; Benjamin M. Miller, 
Clinton Twp.; Benjamin E. Schiff, Lakeville; 
Brenden A. Plancon, Charlevoix; Cabot M. 
Howell, Birmingham; Calla E. Glavin, Bir-
mingham; Devon J. Compeau, Oakland; Gar-
rett T. Kastl, Hope; Ian M. Brambs, Farm-
ington Hills; Jacob T. Gleason, Warren; 
James M. DiMilia, Northville. 

John G. Buckle, Northville; Justin W. 
Haggerty, Belleville; Kyle A. Maxwell, 
Romeo; Matthew J. Hoff, Portage; Matthew 
A. Thompson, Ann Arbor; Paul P. Hancock 
IV, Dearborn; Peter T. Noreen, Cedar 
Springs; Quetzalcoatl S. Carrassco, Ypsi-
lanti; Ricardo J. Galindo,, Farmington Hills; 
Rita I. Snyder, Rockford; Thomas A. White, 
Ann Arbor; Emily N. Clemons, Grosse Ile; 
Joshua P. Herbeck, Ann Arbor; Charles M. 
Kelly, Birmingham; Morgan K. White, Mon-
roe. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE SERVICE OF 
JOE INFAUSTO 

HON. JIM COSTA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize Mr. Joe Infausto as he retires after 
43 years of public service as a police reserve 
officer. Joe’s commitment and dedication to 
serving his community deserves to be com-
mended. 

Joe began his career in law enforcement in 
1970 with the Clovis Police Department Auxil-
iary Unit. In 1977, he received a Bachelor’s of 
Science degree in Criminology from California 
State University, Fresno. That same year, Joe 
was transferred to the Fresno Police Depart-
ment Reserve Unit where he served for thirty- 
six years. 

As a reserve officer, Joe was a citizen vol-
unteer who donated his time and energy to 
help make Fresno a better place. Throughout 
his law enforcement career, Joe received nu-
merous commendations for his service and 
professionalism, including achieving the rank 
of Lieutenant in 1999. 

Joe’s dedication to the security of his com-
munity was not only exemplified through his 
service but also through the establishment of 
his small business, BESTEC Security in 1983. 
BESTEC Security provided state of the art se-
curity systems and equipment to individuals 
and families throughout the Central Valley for 
23 years. Joe sold the business in 2006 and 
continued to serve as a Fresno Police Depart-
ment Reserve Officer. 

Prior to leaving the Reserve Unit, Joe was 
assigned to the Mounted Unit, where he con-
tinued to carry out his duty to protect and 
serve the citizens of Fresno while on horse-
back. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing Joe Infausto as he celebrates 
his retirement from the Fresno Police Reserve 
Unit. 

f 

HONORING STRAIGHT ‘‘A’’ STU-
DENTS AT ROACH MIDDLE 
SCHOOL 

HON. SAM JOHNSON 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today to recognize a group of bright, 
dedicated, and dynamic students at Roach 
Middle School. These students worked hard 
and earned ‘‘All A’s’’ during the 2013–2014 
school year. The effort and hard work behind 

these stellar letter grades is a testament to the 
student’s dedication to excellence and their 
superior educators. 

I believe the most precious gifts we can give 
to our children are loving families and a good 
education. These two things together make up 
the backbone to a young person’s success 
and when we see our kids succeed, we too 
succeed. I thank Roach Middle School par-
ents, teachers and faculty for the time, energy, 
and effort they invest in our young leaders 
daily. 

At a young age, these students are striving 
for a brighter future with more opportunities to 
discover their passions and reach their fullest 
potential. It gives me great pride to know that 
an exceptional education with life-long values 
is being taught at Roach Middle School. Their 
success is not only a tribute to their commit-
ment to education but also to the support they 
receive from their family and teachers. 

Mr. Speaker, I commend these dedicated 
students, whose names are listed below, and 
I invite my colleagues to join me in congratu-
lating them on their achievement, and to en-
courage them in their future endeavors. Keep 
up the good work! 

God Bless you and I salute you. 
Aloki Ajmera, Shoshana Ambers, Rishika 

Balreddygari, Meredith Beck, Avery Braune, 
Makenna Carlson, Tayah Chece, Aaron 
Cheung, Emily Chilton, Isabel Daniel, Pau-
lina Delgadillo, Cambria Dyess, Ashton 
Eades, Brooke Friedman, Megan Gallacher, 
Kristine Gauch, Yashna Gongal, Danna Gon-
zalez-Pedroza, Sheza Habib, Emma Hackley. 

Alexandria Hayes, Bailey Jarrett, Shrita 
Jayanthi, Simran Kakkar, Amanda Kampe, 
Krishna Karur, Alexis King, Aranya 
Krishnan, Samyuktha Kumar, Judy Lee, 
Grace Li, Jeffrey Li, Arturo Martinez, Alex 
McEachem, Emma Nalbantov, Shubhi 
Nanda, Isabelle Ong, Marianne Pugh, Sophia 
Quiroz, Isha Rajupet. 

Anne Remorca, Reece Riherd, Ryan Sand-
ers, Isabella Sclunich, Sophia Schmich, Al-
exandra Shrauner, Abbey Sprick, Sofia 
Torres, Kerry Tu, Karthik Tummala, Lillian 
Vukin, Rosie Wang, Jessica Wu. 

f 

HONORING GUNNER’S MATE 
RANDOLPH (RANDY) F. JONES 

HON. TOM PRICE 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, today 
I rise to honor a constituent of the Sixth Dis-
trict of Georgia, former Gunner’s Mate Ran-
dolph (Randy) F. Jones. Born on June 3, 1924 
in Phoenix City, Alabama, Randy was raised 
on a farm during the Great Depression. Due to 
the hard times, Randy and his family moved to 
Talbot County, Georgia, where his grandfather 
maintained a farm where corn, peanuts, sweet 
potatoes, soy beans and cotton were grown. 
Moving to Warm Springs, Georgia, in 1942, 
Randy soon got a job as a grocery clerk at the 
Warm Springs Foundation. Warm Springs is 
famous nationally as the location frequented 
by President Franklin Delano Roosevelt for his 
treatment for polio. 

His initial time at Warm Springs did not last 
long, as Randy enlisted in the Navy near the 
end of 1942 while the nation fought the Sec-
ond World War. During this time, he served as 
a Gunner’s Mate on the Destroyer U.S.S. 
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Swanson. His tour of duty took him around the 
globe and included the Mediterranean, the Pa-
cific and the Atlantic. Randy was discharged in 
1946. 

After serving his nation, Randy returned to 
his job in Warm Springs. While there, he met 
the love of his life, Sarah Leverett. They were 
happily married for 46 years until she passed 
away in 1993. Randy has two children, seven 
grandchildren, and one great-grandson. 

Randy worked at the Warm Springs founda-
tion for 47 years. During the time he was 
there, Randy worked as a grocery store clerk 
and manager, food buyer, chef, purchasing 
agent and even managed a golf course in his 
spare time. Additionally, he served on the 
county school board for 10 years. 

Currently residing at the Elmcroft of Roswell 
Senior Living Community, Randy has contin-
ued to attend to the needs of his friends and 
neighbors. For three years running, Randy has 
been voted by his peers as Valentine King. He 
currently is President of ‘‘The Elmcroft Elder 
Statesman.’’ 

On June 3 of this year, Randy will celebrate 
his 90th birthday. For all of his years of serv-
ice to our community and nation, the people of 
Georgia’s Sixth District sincerely thank him. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO AMBASSADOR 
KENNETH M. QUINN 

HON. TOM LATHAM 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize and honor Ambassador Kenneth M. 
Quinn for being named the twenty-third recipi-
ent of the Iowa Award by Iowa Governor Terry 
Branstad. This is a remarkable and well-de-
served achievement for one of the finest citi-
zens in Iowa’s 168 year history. 

The Iowa Award is the highest citizen award 
attainable from our great state. Established in 
1948 by Governor Robert Blue and the Iowa 
Legislature, the Iowa Centennial Memorial 
Foundation bestows the Iowa Award approxi-
mately every half decade though a self-fi-
nanced event. The foundation was created ‘‘to 
encourage and recognize the outstanding 
service of Iowans’’ in numerous fields and to 
recognize the ‘‘merit of their accomplishments 
in Iowa and throughout the United States.’’ 

Knowing Ambassador Quinn and counting 
him as a close friend, I can think of no more 
deserving Iowan to be formally recognized for 
his service to our state, nation, and world as 
a whole. Kenneth will formally join this elite 
class of Iowans, including President Herbert 
Hoover, Dr. James Van Allen, Vice President 
Henry Wallace, and Dr. Norman Borlaug, 
when Governor Branstad presents Ambas-
sador Quinn with the Iowa Award at the World 
Food Prize Hall of Laureates in Des Moines 
later this month. 

Mr. Speaker, I have lauded Ambassador 
Quinn’s astounding biography, service, philan-
thropy, and heroism previously in this hal-
lowed chamber and I am privileged to reiterate 
that sentiment today. Ambassador Quinn has 
dedicated his life and his talents to assisting 
those in all corners of the globe and words 
cannot express the extent of his positive im-
pact left on his colleagues, the State of Iowa, 
and countless individuals around the world. It 

has been one of the greatest honors of my ca-
reer to represent and assist Kenneth in all that 
he does and his selection by Governor 
Branstad to receive the Iowa Award is affirma-
tion that I am far from alone in my effusive 
praise and appreciation. I invite my fellow 
Members of Congress to join me in thanking 
Ambassador Quinn for his decades of unwav-
ering service and to congratulate him as the 
people of Iowa proudly count him among our 
state’s most storied and influential citizens. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE RETIREMENT 
OF ELAINE JANSON 

HON. KEVIN McCARTHY 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. MCCARTHY of California. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today to recognize the retirement of 
Elaine Janson, a true leader in our community 
who has served China Lake for over thirty 
years and the past ten years of her life to the 
students of the Sierra Sands Unified School 
District in California. 

Receiving her Bachelor of Science Degree 
in Business Administration and a Masters in 
Public Administration from California State 
University, Bakersfield, Elaine began work as 
a clerk for the Naval Air Weapons Station 
(NAWS) China Lake, located in Ridgecrest, 
California. In 1974, she became an adminis-
trative officer in the School of Education and 
the Department of Physics at the University of 
Southern California, but returned to NAWS 
China Lake in 1978 to head the Corporate 
Budget Division in the Office of the Comp-
troller where she was responsible for formu-
lating and executing the base’s budget of $1 
billion. 

Through the Office of General Counsel, 
Elaine founded the Commercial Applications 
and Transfer Office, which was responsible for 
negotiating patent license agreements, as well 
as cooperative research and development 
agreements. She was awarded the Com-
mander’s Award in 1993 for these efforts. She 
negotiated landmark agreements in both the 
intellectual property and educational partner-
ship areas as well for NAWS. Elaine is also a 
founding member of the NAWS Business De-
velopment Office, which works to expand the 
base’s work and bring additional jobs and 
business to our community. During this period, 
she was a founding member of the China 
Lake Chapter of the American Society of Mili-
tary Comptroller, serving as its Vice President, 
and has been members of multiple other orga-
nizations, including the Federal Laboratory 
Consortium, the Technology Transfer Society 
and the Association of University Technology 
Managers. Not only did Elaine dedicate time 
serving NAWS, she also plays a leadership 
role in the Ridgecrest community, serving on 
the Ridgecrest United Way of California board 
and the Indian Wells Valley Concert Associa-
tion. She retired after 33 years in Federal 
service with the United States Navy, but 
Elaine’s passion for service did not end there. 

Elaine has spent the last ten years with Si-
erra Sands Unified School District where she 
began in 2003 as the Chief Financial Officer. 
Later, she moved on to serve as the school 
district’s Assistant Superintendent for Business 
and Assistant Superintendent for Construction. 

Over the period of her tenure, she not only 
oversaw the district budget, but also super-
vised maintenance and operations, transpor-
tation, food service, and warehouse depart-
ments. Her work with Superintendent Joanna 
Rummer also helped secure significant Fed-
eral funds to replace Murray Middle School 
and modernize Burroughs High School to en-
sure our students are able to obtain a world- 
class education in modern buildings. Addition-
ally, during a period in which the entire nation 
experienced one of the worst economic cli-
mates, Sierra Sands Unified School District re-
mained fiscally solvent and maintained the in-
tegrity of its outstanding academic programs. 

If anything personifies Elaine’s service, it is 
her passionate advocacy for her students in 
the school district. I have enjoyed working with 
Elaine to promote Sierra Sands Unified School 
District, its students, and our Ridgecrest com-
munity. I will miss our frequent visits and the 
See’s Candies that Elaine always brings with 
her, but I know she is looking forward to 
spending more time with her husband, James, 
and their 14 children and grandchildren. Mr. 
Speaker, on behalf of a grateful community, I 
ask my colleagues to join me in thanking 
Elaine for her outstanding service and wishing 
her a happy retirement as she begins this next 
chapter of her life. 

f 

HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015 

SPEECH OF 

HON. ALAN GRAYSON 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 21, 2014 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 4435) to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2015 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense 
and for military construction, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes: 

Mr. GRAYSON. Madam Chair, I rise to 
thank Chairman MCKEON and Ranking Mem-
ber SMITH for agreeing to include three of my 
amendments into this en bloc package. Those 
amendments are numbered ‘‘43’’, ‘‘81’’, and 
‘‘140’’, respectively. 

Grayson Amendment No. 43 will reinsert a 
worthwhile provision from the introduced 
version of H.R. 4435, requested by the De-
partment of Defense, that was omitted from 
the bill text marked up in committee. 

This amendment provides the authority and 
discretion necessary to return personal prop-
erty that is retained as evidence in connection 
with an investigation into a sexual assault in-
volving a member of the Armed Forces. 

After the conclusion of all legal, adverse ac-
tion, and administrative proceedings related to 
an incident, should a victim desire to have cer-
tain personal belongings returned to him or 
her, our Armed Forces will now have the abil-
ity to fulfill that request. 

As we all know, one of the primary goals of 
the American judicial system is to produce 
outcomes that will ‘‘make the victim whole.’’ 
Sometimes, Madam Chair, one important thing 
that we can offer a victim is to return items 
that he or she may cherish, which may have 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 06:02 Mar 07, 2015 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00006 Fmt 0626 Sfmt 9920 E:\RECORD14\MAY 2014\E22MY4.REC E22MY4bj
ne

al
 o

n 
D

S
K

2T
W

X
8P

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks E817 May 22, 2014 
been confiscated as evidence during the 
course of an investigation. 

Let me be clear—this amendment is not in-
tended to provide any new privileges to any 
perpetrator of a sexual assault. I am offering 
this amendment today to provide victims an 
opportunity to reclaim those items that are im-
portant to them. 

It was good policy when this bill was intro-
duced, and it is good policy now. 

Grayson Amendment No. 81 will prohibit the 
Department of Defense from contracting with 
entities convicted of using ‘‘Made in America’’ 
labels fraudulently. 

The current law governing this issue can be 
found at 10 U.S.C. 2410f. It states very clearly 
that if a person is convicted of intentionally 
affixing a label bearing a ‘‘Made in America’’ 
inscription, then the Secretary of Defense has 
the discretion not to debar that person from 
contracting with the Department of Defense. 

Madam Chair, if we are going to put laws on 
the books to address an issue, they should 
mean something. We, the Members of this 
body, should make our intent clear. If some-
one purposely misrepresents an item as being 
‘‘Made in America’’, and he is convicted of that 
crime—he does not get the benefit of securing 
contracts with our Armed Forces. 

My amendment accomplishes that goal. It 
requires debarment of the entities outlined 
above, while at the same time allowing the 
Secretary of Defense a narrow national secu-
rity exception, which should be used only in 
the most extreme circumstances. 

This amendment makes good sense. It pro-
tects American businesses, and appropriately 
punishes those who have the audacity to 
claim that a product has been ‘‘Made in Amer-
ica’’ when it has not. 

I’d be remiss at this time, if I did not thank 
my good friend, Representative CAROL SHEA- 
PORTER from the great state of New Hamp-
shire. She has been discussing the idea of 
this amendment with me at least since Feb-
ruary, and she was integral in its drafting and 
securing the support of her colleagues on the 
House Armed Services Committee. For that I 
am grateful—thank you again, Representative 
SHEA-PORTER for all of your hard work in sup-
port of this amendment. 

Finally, Madam Chair, Grayson Amendment 
No. 140 will extend the current United States 
Space Protection Strategy by an additional 
five-year period—until 2030. 

In the 2008 NDAA, Congress required that 
a greater priority be put on the protection of 
national security space systems. It directed 
the Secretary of Defense, in conjunction with 
the Director of National Intelligence, to de-
velop a strategy for the development of capa-
bilities that are necessary to ensure freedom 
of action in space for the United States. 

The strategy, which is outlined in the notes 
to 10 U.S.C. 2271, is required to cover fiscal 
years 2008 through 2013; 2014 through 2019; 
and 2020 through 2025. My amendment, rec-
ognizing that the first five-year covered period 
has lapsed, simply requires an additional five- 
year period—2026 through 2030. 

I am proud that this amendment will still be 
in force when my nine-year-old sons have 
grown into adults. This amendment will protect 
not just the United States’ position in space, 
but also their physical well-being. 

Madam Chair, again, I thank Chairman 
MCKEON and Ranking Member SMITH for 
agreeing to include all three of these amend-

ments in this en bloc package. I believe these 
amendments make America not only a safer 
place, but a better place. 

f 

RECOGNIZING LT. COL. JOHN J. 
MCCARTHY 

HON. MICHAEL G. FITZPATRICK 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, Lt. Col. 
John J. McCarthy retired from the United 
States Marine Corps in 1975 after 29 years of 
outstanding service and leadership. He is the 
recipient of the Distinguished Flying Cross, 
which was awarded to him in 1969 citing his 
courage, superior airmanship and unwavering 
devotion to duty in the face of great personal 
danger in Vietnam. He also was awarded the 
Bronze Star and 19 Air Medals. Lt. Col. 
McCarthy was 17 years old when he joined 
the United States Navy in 1946, subsequently 
earning a college degree from Temple Univer-
sity. Because of his long-standing interest in 
flying, in 1952 he was commissioned a Sec-
ond Lieutenant in the United States Marine 
Corps and entered flight school. In 1964, he 
was deployed to Vietnam, where he flew 180 
missions. He would return to Vietnam in 1968 
as the commanding officer at Chu-Lai and flew 
another 130 combat missions. He will be hon-
ored by his fellow members of the Jesse W. 
Soby American Legion Post, 148 in his home 
County of Bucks, Pennsylvania, on Memorial 
Day, 2014—a ceremony he will attend in full 
uniform. It is with deep gratitude that we ac-
knowledge the exemplary service of a coura-
geous leader who has honorably served his 
country and set an example for others to fol-
low. 

f 

DC BLACK PRIDE 

HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 
OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, once again, I 
am proud to join DC Black Pride, as I have 
since its beginnings on Banneker Field. This 
Memorial Day weekend, May 23th–25th, 
marks the 24th annual DC Black Pride cele-
bration in Washington, D.C. 

DC Black Pride 2014 is a multi-day festival 
featuring: an opening reception; community 
town hall meetings; educational workshops; a 
poetry slam; a film festival; a church service; 
and performances by musicians, dancers, and 
other artists at the Cultural Arts/Health and 
Wellness Expo, the culminating event of DC 
Black Pride. DC Black Pride is widely consid-
ered to be one of the world’s preeminent 
Black Pride celebrations, drawing more than 
30,000 people to the nation’s capital from 
across the United States as well as from Can-
ada, the Caribbean, South Africa, Great Brit-
ain, France, Germany, and the Netherlands. 

As the very first Black Pride festival, DC 
Black Pride fostered the beginning of the Cen-
ter for Black Equity (formerly known as the 
International Federation of Black Prides, Inc. 
and the ‘‘Black Pride Movement,’’ which now 
consists of 40 Black Prides on four continents. 

Black Lesbian and Gay Pride Day, Inc., the 
celebration’s organizing body, chose ‘‘I AM 
Pride’’ as the theme for this year’s celebration. 
This theme reflects the connectedness of the 
Black Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and 
Transgender (LGBT) community and its com-
mitment to fulfilling the mission of DC Black 
Pride, which is to increase awareness of and 
pride in the diversity of LGBT Blacks. More-
over, the theme expresses the resolve of the 
African-American LGBT community and its al-
lies to come together to: fight for LGBT equal-
ity; celebrate its heritage and culture as mem-
bers of both the Black and LGBT commu-
nities; and promote health and wellness for 
the community. 

DC Black Pride is a project of the Center for 
Black Equity and is coordinated by Earl D. 
Fowlkes, Jr. and Kenya Anthony Hutton with 
assistance from Andrea Woody-Macko, Robert 
‘‘Harold’’ Dinkins and dozens of volunteers. 

I ask the House to join me in welcoming all 
attending the 24th annual DC Black Pride 
celebration in Washington, D.C., and I take 
this opportunity to remind the celebrants that 
United States citizens who reside in Wash-
ington, D.C. are taxed without full voting rep-
resentation in Congress. 

f 

HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015 

SPEECH OF 

HON. PHIL GINGREY 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 21, 2014 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 4435) to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2015 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense 
and for military construction, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes: 

Mr. GINGREY of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I rise 
today to urge my colleagues to support my 
commonsense amendment included in En 
Bloc Amendment #7 that would express the 
Sense of Congress that active duty military 
personnel who live in or are stationed in 
Washington, DC should be exempt from exist-
ing District of Columbia firearms restrictions. 

It is no secret that the District of Columbia 
has historically had some of the most restric-
tive firearm regulations in the nation even after 
the victory for Second Amendment rights in 
the 2008 ruling by the Supreme Court in Dis-
trict of Columbia v. Heller. With approximately 
40,000 service men and women across all 
branches of the Armed Forces either living in 
or stationed on active duty within the Wash-
ington, DC metropolitan area, these individuals 
are subject to the very laws of the District of 
Columbia that make the lawful possession of 
firearms nearly impossible. 

Mr. Chair, my amendment would recognize 
that the DC handgun law, especially in regard 
to trained service men and women, punishes 
individuals well-equipped to protect them-
selves and others while emboldening perpetra-
tors of violent crime. I urge my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle to support this amend-
ment. 
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HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON NA-

TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015 

SPEECH OF 

HON. CATHY McMORRIS RODGERS 
OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 21, 2014 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 4435) to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2015 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense 
and for military construction, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes: 

Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS. Madam 
Chair, I rise today in strong support of the 
McMorris Rodgers/Bishop amendment to the 
National Defense Authorization Act. As co- 
chairs of the Congressional Military Family 
Caucus, we are committed to supporting mili-
tary families. Our amendment highlights a 
growing issue for military spouses: that of un-
employment and underemployment. 

Military spouses face a unique lifestyle 
marked by frequent moves, increased family 
responsibility during deployments, and limited 
career opportunities in certain geographic lo-
cations. These circumstances make it espe-
cially tough for those who want to build a port-
able career that matches their skills, including 
their education and experience. 

According to a recent DoD survey, the un-
employment rate for civilians married to a mili-
tary member is 25 percent—and climbs to 33 
percent for spouses of junior enlisted mem-
bers. In contrast, the average unemployment 
rate for individuals 20 years and over is 6.1 
percent. A recent Military Officers Association 
of America (MOAA)/Institute for Veterans and 
Military Families’ (IVMF) Military Spouse Em-
ployment Report looked beyond unemploy-
ment, finding that 9 out of 10 female military 
spouses who are employed possess more for-
mal education or experience than is needed in 
their current position. Many spend years ob-
taining a degree or developing an area of ex-
pertise, only to find that they must be reli-
censed or recertified each time they move 
across state lines. For medical professionals, 
nurses, attorneys, teachers, and numerous 
others, the financial and emotional burden is 
too much. Their circumstances make it difficult 
to build a retirement fund, or get the promotion 
or tenure they would obtain in civilian life. 

DoD has demonstrated its commitment to 
helping military spouses obtain employment by 
establishing several programs, including the 
Military Spouse Employment Partnership 
(MSEP), a computer portal that connects com-
panies with military spouses seeking employ-
ment. Since MSEP’s launch in June 2011, 
more than 61,000 military spouses have ob-
tained jobs through the program. DoD pres-
ently collects data on the number of busi-
nesses participating in MSEP and the number 
of military spouses placed in a job through the 
program. However, information is not available 
on the types of jobs obtained and whether 
they are commensurate with an applicant’s ex-
perience or education. 

Our amendment would require DoD to begin 
gathering this data, which will equip us to bet-
ter address the complex employment chal-
lenges of military spouses. 

I applaud DoD for its significant progress in 
addressing military spouse unemployment. 
Yet, we have a continuing responsibility to 
make sure our programs are as effective as 
possible. I urge my colleagues to support our 
amendment to enhance efforts to address mili-
tary spouse unemployment and underemploy-
ment. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF KATHLEEN 
MCDERMOTT’S RETIREMENT 

HON. JAMES P. McGOVERN 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to pay tribute to Kathleen J. McDermott, the 
Executive Director of the Montachusett Oppor-
tunity Council, Inc. (MOC) a $17 million anti-
poverty community action agency serving 
North Central Massachusetts. After many 
many years of dedicated service, Kathy will be 
enjoying a well-earned retirement. 

MOC does incredible work. Their mission is 
to alleviate poverty and create healthy com-
munities by providing services, coordinating 
community resources that promote self-suffi-
ciency and advocating for social change. Last 
year, MOC provided services in 30 commu-
nities and served over 20,000 individuals 

Prior to becoming Executive Director, Kathy 
was the agency’s Director of Administration 
and Finance. During her tenure the agency 
has developed many new initiatives. MOC is 
known for addressing the changing needs of 
the community by planning strategically, using 
new approaches and collaborating with com-
munity partners to build a more vibrant com-
munity. Programs the agency administers in-
clude Asset Development, ChildCare and 
Head Start, Youth Services, Education, Train-
ing and Employment, Wellness and Nutrition 
Services, Energy Conservation, Housing, 
Elder Services, Homelessness Services and 
Neighborhood Development. 

Kathy was instrumental in the establishment 
of the Community Health Connections Family 
Health Center, a federally funded health cen-
ter with sites in Fitchburg, Leominster and 
Gardner and served as its first President of 
the Board of Directors. 

When Kathy officially retires on August 1st, 
MOC will have big shoes to fill. I ask all of my 
colleagues to join me in congratulating Kathy 
on her retirement and wishing her the very 
best in the years ahead. 

f 

HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015 

SPEECH OF 

HON. NYDIA M. VELÁZQUEZ 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 21, 2014 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 4435) to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2015 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense 
and for military construction, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes: 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Madam Chair, in 2011, 
all of New York’s Chinatown suffered a pro-
found loss when Private Danny Chen died in 
Afghanistan. We did not lose this young man 
through combat with the enemy. Rather, 
Danny passed away after enduring horrific 
abuse and hazing at the hands of others in his 
unit. After months of being forced to do push-
ups while holding water in his mouth, being 
kicked, called racial slurs and having rocks 
thrown at him, Danny died while on guard 
duty. 

One of the great tragedies of this case is 
that Danny’s superiors—both enlisted troops 
and officers—were either complicit with his 
hazing or turned a blind eye, allowing his 
abuse to continue. We have to wonder, if 
Danny Chen had somewhere to turn whether 
he would still be alive today. If someone else 
in Danny’s unit had been able to speak out— 
without fear of repercussions—might things 
have ended differently? Would Danny’s par-
ents, Szu Chen and Yao Ten, still have their 
son? 

Unfortunately, hazing remains too common 
in the military—and often goes unreported. By 
requiring every branch of the military to estab-
lish a tip line where these incidents could be 
reported, this amendment would help create a 
zero-tolerance environment for hazing. Not 
only will this provide help for the servicemem-
ber suffering abuse, but it can serve as a pow-
erful deterrent. When potential bullies know in-
appropriate behavior can be anonymously and 
safely reported, they will be more cautious. 

Madam Chair, no family should have to en-
dure what the Chens have. The brave men 
and women who serve our Nation risk every-
thing on our behalf. We owe it to them to en-
sure they operate in a professional environ-
ment where everyone is afforded dignity and 
respect, regardless of background. I urge my 
colleagues to vote yes on the amendment. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE CERTIFY 
IT ACT 

HON. STEPHEN LEE FINCHER 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. FINCHER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
be a voice for the employees and owners of 
small businesses across the United States. 
The working class men and women who are 
struggling to make ends meet and who are on 
the front lines on the war against rising health 
care costs deserve to know the truth about 
Obamacare. The truth is Obamacare is hurting 
small businesses and their employees. Health 
care costs are rising and Obamacare is caus-
ing the problem rather than solving it. 

To shed some light on increased health 
care costs and their impact on America’s mid-
dle class, I am introducing the Certify It Act. 
This bill requires the Comptroller General of 
the United States to annually study, for five 
years, the impact the Patient Protection and 
Affordable Care Act (Obamacare) will have on 
small business jobs and health care insurance 
premiums. 

This bill would also provide for a one-year 
delay of the employer mandate, the corner-
stone of Obamacare, should the Comptroller 
General or the Office of Actuary at the Cen-
ters for Medicare and Medicaid Services 
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(CMS), determine that Obamacare is causing 
a net employment loss among small busi-
nesses or caused small group health care in-
surance premiums to rise. Comptroller Gen-
eral would be required to conduct this study 
every year and the employer mandate would 
be delayed for every negative finding. In addi-
tion, should the Comptroller General or CMS 
fail to submit a report as specified by this bill, 
the employer mandate will not apply for the 
following calendar year. 

It is time for the Administration to be honest 
with the American people. It is time to protect 
our working class men and women who are 
going to feel the most negative impacts of 
Obamacare. The Certify It Act will prove once 
and for all that Obamacare causes job loss for 
small business and increases costs to small 
business health care. Mr. Speaker, it is time to 
protect the people and increase jobs. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AF-
FAIRS MANAGEMENT ACCOUNT-
ABILITY ACT OF 2014 

SPEECH OF 

HON. BILL FLORES 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 21, 2014 

Mr. FLORES. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
support of H.R. 4031, The Department of Vet-
erans Affairs Management Accountability Act 
of 2014. This bill would give the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs (VA) complete authority to fire 
or demote senior leaders based on perform-
ance. 

This bill originated from an increasing 
amount of evidence supporting a lack of man-
agement accountability in the department’s ef-
forts to curb the disability benefits backlog. 
Now with the devastating discovery of a grow-
ing number of preventable deaths at VA med-
ical centers across the country, this legislation 
has become more essential. 

The department is failing to do its primary 
job, which is to provide the best health care 
and benefit services to our veterans. Sadly, 
the recent reports of mismanagement at VA 
medical centers only add to the growing list of 
problems that have plagued the VA. It is time 
that underperforming senior leaders are held 
accountable and punished for their poor per-
formance, as opposed to the status quo of ig-
noring mismanagement practices and reward-
ing misconduct. Our nation’s heroes deserve 
better. 

With the passage of H.R. 4031, this bill 
would allow for the VA secretary to cut 
through the mounds of red tape to discipline 
and remove senior leaders. As an original co-
sponsor of the bill, I was pleased to see the 
House take action and pass it with an over-
whelming majority. By giving the secretary the 
direct authority to reprimand leaders it sends 
a clear message that mismanagement will no 
longer be tolerated. 

The culture at the VA has clearly lost its 
way and is in need of leadership that can 
bring back the focus towards its core values of 
Integrity, Commitment, Advocacy, Respect 
and Excellence. These core values have been 
ignored for too long. It is time to put the inter-
ests of America’s veterans ahead of the inter-
ests of federal bureaucrats so that we keep 
our promises to the brave men and women 

who have protected so much for our freedom 
and liberty. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF THE NICA-
RAGUAN CULTURAL COMMITTEE 
‘‘JOSE DE LA CRUZ MENA’’ 

HON. XAVIER BECERRA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize the Nicaraguan Cultural Committee 
‘‘Jose de la Cruz Mena,’’ and salute them for 
the wonderful cultural efforts they are pro-
ducing for the residents of the City of Los An-
geles. 

Founded in 2010, the Nicaraguan Cultural 
Committee ‘‘Jose de la Cruz Mena’’ is a small 
but dedicated organization committed to rais-
ing awareness on the traditions and customs 
of Nicaraguans who reside in the City of Los 
Angeles. 

Since music is fundamental to Nicaraguan 
culture and spirit, the committee opted to be 
named after Jose de la Cruz Mena, a pio-
neering artist who was the first to introduce 
classical music to Central America. Although 
he suffered from various illnesses that left him 
blind at the age of 22 and led to a premature 
death at the age of 33, de la Cruz Mena’s 
special talent allowed him to participate in 
composing the Nicaraguan national anthem. 
The committee is honoring his legacy by shar-
ing his story and music with Angelinos. 

To increase appreciation for Nicaraguan 
music and culture, the committee successfully 
encouraged the City of Los Angeles and the 
State of California to officially recognize May 
3rd as ‘‘Dia del Nicaraguense’’ (Nicaraguan 
Day). The Nicaraguan Cultural Committee 
celebrated this distinct recognition on May 4 
by hosting the first Nicaraguan Folklore Fes-
tival in Pico Union where many Americans of 
Nicaraguan descent have lived since the 
1980s. The festival highlighted special Nica-
raguan traditions and featured artisan crafts 
from Nicaragua. To foster cultural exchange, 
the committee plans to host the Nicaraguan 
Folklore Festival annually. 

I wish the Nicaraguan Cultural Committee 
‘‘Jose de la Cruz Mena’’ continued success in 
its efforts to preserve and highlight Nicaraguan 
traditions! 

f 

IN MEMORY OF NEVIN WHITESIDE, 
JR. 

HON. JOE WILSON 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speak-
er, this month Lexington County recognized 
the service of Nevin Whiteside, Jr., as a proud 
Navy veteran of the Korean War. The fol-
lowing obituary was provided by Caughman- 
Harmon funeral Home, Lexington Chapel. 

Funeral services for Nevin ‘‘Neb’’ William 
Whiteside, Jr., 84, of Lexington, will be held at 
2:00 p.m. Friday, May 2, 2014 at St. Peter’s 
Lutheran Church, with interment in the church 
cemetery. The family will receive friends on 
Thursday, May 1, 2014 from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 

p.m. at Caughman-Harman Funeral Home, 
Lexington Chapel. In lieu of flowers, memo-
rials may be made to St. Peter’s Lutheran 
Church, 1130 St. Peter’s Church Rd., Lex-
ington, SC 29072. Mr. Whiteside was born No-
vember 28, 1929 in Leesville, SC and passed 
away on April 30, 2014. He was the son of the 
late Nevin William Whiteside and Bertie Eargle 
Whiteside. Mr. Whiteside served our country in 
the U.S. Navy during the Korean War. He re-
tired from Kenan Transportation. He was a 
member of St. Peter’s Lutheran Church, VFW 
and Lexington Masonic Lodge 152. He loved 
to ride his Harley-Davidson and enjoyed work-
ing in the yard and cleaning his car. Mr. 
Whiteside is survived by his wife, Barbara 
‘‘Bobbie’’ Sox Whiteside, of Lexington; sons, 
Stan and Wayne Whiteside of Lexington; 
daughter, Kim (Tim) French of Lexington; 
grandchildren, Lauren, Andrew, and Brandon 
Whiteside, Ashley (Bower) Butler and Malia 
and Devin French; great-grandchildren, Reece 
and Paxton Butler; sister, Doris Goff of Saluda 
and man’s best friend ‘‘Bandit’’, (Poppy’s Lil’ 
Buddy). He is predeceased by his parents and 
his brother Horace Whiteside. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF A MIN-
NESOTA LEGEND: CONGRESSMAN 
JAMES L. OBERSTAR 

HON. BETTY McCOLLUM 
OF MINNESOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, on May 3, 
2014, our former House colleague and dear 
friend, Chairman Jim Oberstar, passed away. 
Congressman Oberstar served Minnesota and 
the families of the 8th Congressional District 
from 1975 to 2011, including four years as 
chairman of the House Transportation and In-
frastructure Committee. Prior to being elected, 
Jim served in the U.S. House for eleven years 
as a senior staff member on the Public Works 
Committee. 

When I arrived in Congress in 2001, Jim 
Oberstar was the ‘‘dean’’ of our Minnesota 
congressional delegation. He was like a big 
brother to me. A brilliant legislator and a pro-
foundly gifted man, Jim was also a very kind 
man, a true gentleman with a huge heart and 
a hearty laugh. 

When I think of Jim and the ten years we 
served together, I remember a man who loved 
his family and made sure I always saw the lat-
est photos of his grandchildren. He loved his 
work as a national leader and true expert on 
transportation and infrastructure issues. And, 
Jim Oberstar loved Minnesota and rep-
resenting northern Minnesota’s families in the 
House of Representatives. 

Throughout his career Jim’s commitment to 
improving America’s transportation system 
saved thousands of lives, kept millions of 
Americans on the job, and strengthened Min-
nesota’s and our nation’s economy. During his 
tenure as chairman of the Transportation and 
Infrastructure Committee, Jim Oberstar was 
one of the most powerful men in America. He 
moved legislation and with his work on Amer-
ican Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009, 
Jim Oberstar ensured millions of Americans 
stayed on the job and thousands of infrastruc-
ture projects were completed across our coun-
try. 
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One transportation project in my congres-

sional district that Jim Oberstar supported and 
helped to make a reality was the restoration of 
St. Paul’s Union Depot. This marvelous train 
depot is now open for Amtrak service and will 
soon be open for transit commuters. Jim loved 
the grandeur of the train station and the idea 
of preserving the past as a means of investing 
in the future. 

During his career Jim Oberstar took thou-
sands of votes and was an eloquent and ef-
fective champion for dozens of causes, includ-
ing adoption, cancer research, and human 
rights. There are two instances that I remem-
ber vividly when Jim’s voice, his vote, and his 
strength made a lasting impact on Minneso-
tans. In 2002, during the debate on whether to 
authorize military action in Iraq, Jim was a 
strong voice against the war in Iraq. I was 
proud to stand with Jim and Rep. Martin Sabo 
as the members of the Minnesota House dele-
gation voting to oppose authorizing military ac-
tion in Iraq. 

The other issue that defined Jim Oberstar 
for me was his tremendous work for Min-
nesota following the collapse of the I–35W 
Bridge in Minneapolis on August 1, 2007. As 
the chairman of the Transportation Committee, 
Jim was in the right place at the right time to 
respond to this terrible tragedy. He moved 
with incredible speed to draft legislation and 
get it passed on the House floor within forty- 
eight hours of the collapse. The bill was 
signed into law on August 6th—less than one 
week after the disaster. I have no doubt in my 
mind had that disaster happened in any other 
state Jim Oberstar would have reacted in ex-
actly the same manner. 

At his funeral, Jim’s daughters and son 
spoke lovingly and eloquently about their fa-
ther. Most of us knew Jim Oberstar was a 
powerful Member of Congress, but he was 
also a committed father and a very good man. 
He cared about working people, the pursuit of 
social justice, and his Catholic faith. He loved 
cycling and made his passion for bicycles into 
national policy that Americans in every corner 
of this country take advantage of everyday. 

I wish to extend my sincere condolences to 
Jim’s wife, Jean, and his children—NoeIle 
Tower, Monica Weber, Annie Oberstar, and 
Ted Link-Oberstar, as well as all of Jim’s 
grandchildren. 

My heartfelt condolences also go out to 
Jim’s congressional family which includes the 
many dedicated and loyal staff in his Min-
nesota and Washington congressional offices 
and his Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee staff. The hard work and profes-
sionalism of Jim’s staff was always evident 
and I know Jim was very proud of them. 

Finally, Jim’s long-time chief-of-staff, Bill 
Richard, spent decades by his side and was 
essential to Jim’s success. I also want to ex-
tend my sympathies to Bill for the loss of his 
friend. 

I will always remember Jim as a friend, a 
mentor, and a public servant of epic stature. 
Most of all, Jim Oberstar was a truly wonderful 
man who lived not only a full life, but a life 
filled with joy and compassion. 

WATER RESOURCES REFORM AND 
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2014 

SPEECH OF 

HON. BILL SHUSTER 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, May 20, 2014 

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I submit a list 
of supporters for H.R. 3080: the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act. 

America’s Cement Manufacturers, Amer-
ican Gas Association, American Association 
of Port Authorities, American Council of En-
gineering Companies, American Concrete 
Pavement Association, American Concrete 
Pipe Association, American Concrete Pump-
ing Association, American Concrete Pressure 
Pipe Association, American Farm Bureau 
Federation, American Iron and Steel Insti-
tute, American Public Power Association, 
American Public Works Association, Amer-
ican Road and Transportation Builders Asso-
ciation, American Society of Civil Engi-
neers, American Soybean Association, Amer-
ican Waterways Operators, Arkansas Water-
ways Commission, Associated Equipment 
Distributors, Associated General Contractors 
of America, Association of California Water 
Agencies, Association of Equipment Manu-
facturers, Association of State Dam Safety 
Officials, Big River Coalition, California 
State Assembly, CH2M HILL, City and Port 
of Los Angeles, City of Sacramento, Edison 
Electric Institute, Everglades Foundation, 
Everglades Trust, Friends of the North 
Natomas Library, Great Lakes Maritime 
Task Force, Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund 
Fairness Coalition, Heritage Park Owners 
Association, Hilton Fort Lauderdale Beach 
Resort, International Union of Operating En-
gineers, International Union of Painters and 
Allied Trades, Lake Carriers Association, 
LiUNA, National Asphalt Pavement Associa-
tion, National Association of Clean Water 
Agencies, National Association of Flood & 
Stormwater Management Agencies, National 
Association of Home Builders, National As-
sociation of Manufacturers, National Com-
mittee on Levee Safety, National Governor’s 
Association, National League of Cities, Na-
tional Precast Concrete Association, Na-
tional Ready Mixed Concrete Association, 
National Rural Electric Cooperative Associa-
tion, National Rural Water Association, Na-
tional Stone, Sand & Gravel Association, Na-
tional Utilities Contractor Association, Na-
tional Waterways Conference, Natomas 
Chamber of Commerce, Natomas Charter 
School, Natomas Community Association, 
Natomas Unified School District, Nature 
Conservancy, North Natomas Little League, 
Sabine Neches Navigation District, Sac-
ramento Area Flood Control Agency, Santa 
Clara Valley Water District, Sutter Butte 
Flood Control Agency, Texas Department of 
Transportation, Tennessee River Valley As-
sociation, Transportation Construction Coa-
lition, Transportation Trades Department, 
AFL-CIO, Portland Cement Association, 
United Association of Plumbers and Pipe-
fitters, United States Society on Dams, U.S. 
Chamber of Commerce, Valley View Acres 
Community Association, Vinyl Institute, 
Water Infrastructure Network, Water Re-
source Coalition, Waterways Council, Inc., 
Westlake Master Association, Witter Ranch 
Community Alliance. 

MEDIA IGNORES THAT THE AD-
MINISTRATION KNEW ABOUT VA 
PROBLEMS 

HON. LAMAR SMITH 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, Amer-
ica’s brave men and women in uniform come 
home from military service only to find severe 
wait times to receive the medical care they 
have earned. 

Recent reports claim that Veteran Affairs of-
ficials in various states, including my home 
state of Texas, have falsified medical appoint-
ment data to conceal these long wait times. 

This is dishonest, deceptive, and harmful to 
veterans. 

But ignored for weeks by the liberal national 
media is that the Obama Administration has 
long known about these extensive wait times. 

According to documents received by the 
Washington Times, the Bush Administration 
warned the Obama Administration about the 
prolonged wait times for our veterans in 
2008—six years ago. 

But you wouldn’t know this if you watched 
NBC or ABC. Or read many media publica-
tions. 

The media owes it to the American people, 
and to our veterans, to give them all the facts. 

f 

HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015 

SPEECH OF 

HON. GUS. M. BILIRAKIS 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 21, 2014 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 4435) to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2015 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense 
and for military construction, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes: 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Madam Chair, I rise today in 
support of my amendment, which would allow 
disabled veterans with service connected per-
manent disability rated as total to travel on 
military aircraft on a space-available basis. 

The Space-Available program is adminis-
tered by the Department of Defense (DOD), 
which allows active duty service members, 
their families, retirees and certain other indi-
viduals to fill empty seats on DOD flights. 

Unfortunately, veterans who are 100 percent 
disabled do not qualify to participate in this 
program. My amendment will correct this unin-
tentional oversight and provide equality to 
service members who were severely injured 
while serving their country honorably. 

Had they not been medically discharged 
with a service connected disability in the line 
of duty, these veterans were likely to have 
served until retirement. At no fault of their 
own, these deserving individuals did not have 
the opportunity to continue their military ca-
reers. It is an injustice that they would be pe-
nalized from this benefit due to their bravery 
and valor. 
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I would also like to note that under current 

DOD guidelines for Air Transportation Eligi-
bility, it states, ‘‘Every effort shall be made to 
transport passengers with disabilities who are 
otherwise eligible to travel. Passenger service 
personnel and crew members shall provide 
assistance in loading, seating, and unloading 
the disabled passenger.’’ There is already 
guidance in place to address passengers with 
disabilities, and my amendment will codify our 
commitment for their sacrifice. 

This initiative has strong bi-partisan support, 
which has over 230 current cosponsors to the 
stand alone bill I introduced, H.R. 164. More-
over, this initiative has support in the Senate 
with the companion bill S. 346 offered by Sen-
ator JON TESTER from Montana. 

While I was very pleased to see my amend-
ment accepted in last year’s National Defense 
Authorization Act (NDAA) for fiscal year 2014, 
it was unfortunate it was not accepted in the 
Senate process during consideration for the 
bill’s passage. 

The National Federation of the Blind has 
been very active in both the House and the 
Senate in its advocacy for our nations’ dis-
abled veterans. I submit a support letter for 
this amendment by the National Federation of 
the Blind (NFB). 

While active duty members and their fami-
lies will remain the primary beneficiaries of this 
program in order to assist them with the rigors 
of military life, my amendment simply allows 
these veterans the opportunity to fill available 
seats, a benefit I believe they have earned 
through their personal sacrifice. 

Madam Chair, I urge my colleagues to end 
the inequality for our nation’s wounded war-
riors by voting in favor of my amendment. I 
thank the committees and their staff for their 
assistance through this process 

NATIONAL FEDERATION OF THE BLIND, 
Baltimore, MD, May 19, 2014. 

Subject: Support for H.R. 164 

Hon. GUS M. BILIRAKIS, 
House of Representatives, 2313 Rayburn House 

Office Building, Washington, DC. 
DEAR CONGRESSMAN BILIRAKIS: The Na-

tional Federation of the Blind is the Nation’s 
oldest and largest consumer group of blind 
Americans. We are composed of blind indi-
viduals who come from many different back-
grounds, and we work to ensure that the con-
cerns of all blind Americans are met. 

Included in our organization is the Na-
tional Association of Blinded Veterans. Re-
cently these men and women who served our 
country brought to our attention a policy 
that we believe needs to be changed. The 
Space Available program is a program that 
allows a number of military personnel to fly 
on military transport planes if there is space 
remaining. This may include members of the 
Active Military, Family members of the Ac-
tive Military, some components of Reserve 
Forces, individuals who are responding to 
emergency situations, such as the Red Cross, 
and retirees. We believe that individuals who 
have become disabled in the service of our 
country should be allowed to participate in 
this program. 

Shortly after being made aware of this 
issue by blinded veterans, we learned that 
you introduced legislation to solve this prob-
lem in the last Congress. We are pleased that 
you reintroduced this legislation, H.R. 164, 
early in this session of Congress. The Na-
tional Federation of the Blind stands firmly 
in support of this legislation, and will dedi-
cate our support and our efforts to ensure its 
passage in this session of Congress. 

Last June, thanks to your leadership, the 
United States House of Representatives 

voted to include this language in the 2014 Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act. Unfortu-
nately our Senate companion amendment 
was not allowed to be considered during Sen-
ate consideration in December. We appre-
ciate the support shown by the House of Rep-
resentatives, and urge the House to continue 
to fight for Service Disabled Veterans, by 
joining with you to include this language in 
the 2015 National Defense Authorization Act. 

We thank you for your leadership to sup-
port these men and women who have given 
service to defend our rights, and we now join 
with you to defend their rights to participate 
in the Space Available program. 

JOHN G. PARÉ, JR., 
Executive Director for 

Advocacy and Policy. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF MCAA HEAD 
START AND EARLY HEAD START 

HON. VERN BUCHANAN 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize Manatee Community Action 
Agency’s (MCAA) Head Start and Early Head 
Start programs that change lives by helping to 
prepare children in my Congressional District 
for school. 

MCAA’s Head Start programs started in the 
summer of 1965 with 60 children. Today there 
are 630 children enrolled in eight locations 
throughout Manatee County, including 65 chil-
dren with special needs. More than 3,000 chil-
dren have participated in the programs since 
its inception. 

The Head Start program serves children 
from age 3 to 5 and partners with parents and 
families to ensure continuity of positive growth 
and development at home and school. 

Early Head Start serves children from birth 
to age 3, pregnant women and their families. 
MCAA provides very young children with an 
environment that stimulates them and moti-
vates them to use all of their senses. 

Furthermore, 100 percent of the children en-
rolled in MCAA’s early learning programs dur-
ing the 2012–2013 school year were provided 
with continuous access to healthcare, and 
were up to date on age-appropriate preventive 
and primary health care and immunizations. 

MCAA’s Head Start and Early Head Start 
students scored high marks in meeting school 
readiness and educational goals. On goal as-
sessments, the students scored in the upper 
90 percent range in the areas of physical 
health status and knowledge, gross motor 
skills, fine motor skills, self-concept, self-regu-
lation, and emotional and behavioral health. 

By focusing on the whole child—mental, 
physical, emotional and social well-being— 
MCAA’s Head Start and Early Head Start pro-
grams prepare the children of Manatee County 
for a lifetime of educational success. 

HONORING THE 2014 PLANO INDE-
PENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICTS’ 
TEACHER OF THE YEAR NOMI-
NEES 

HON. SAM JOHNSON 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today to recognize Plano Independent 
School Districts’ 2014 Teacher of the Year 
Nominees. These outstanding educators are 
motivating and engaging our children to be-
come lifelong learners and equip them with 
the tools to succeed. 

Education is one of the fundamental building 
blocks of a person’s future and a successful 
nation. Our teachers deserve to be celebrated 
for their service to the next generation of lead-
ers. I commend you all for your hard work, 
dedication to your students, and commitment 
to excellence in education. 

These 72 individuals were nominated by 
their peers at their respective schools. This is 
a true testament to their inspirational impact 
on not only their students but their fellow 
teachers. 

These great teachers mold young dreams; 
they spark a flame for a student to study lib-
eral arts or pursue a career in science or even 
push an athlete to the next level. They are the 
guardian of dreams for the student who wants 
to be the first in their family to attend and 
graduate college, and it is their constant, 
gentle approach that keeps these young lead-
ers on the path to success. It is your encour-
agement, time, and tireless efforts that help 
make a young person’s dreams of obtaining a 
higher education, starting a business, or serv-
ing in the U.S. military a reality. It is extraor-
dinary teachers like you that make our com-
munity, our country and the world a better 
place. 

It is for these reasons and countless more 
that I thank you all for your continued efforts 
in giving our students an exemplary, top-notch 
education. 

I look forward to learning of the future suc-
cesses of the nationally recognized Plano 
Independent School Districts 7,000 employ-
ees, hundreds of teachers, and 55,000+ stu-
dents. 

God Bless you and I salute you. 
A record of each nominees name and 

school they serve is listed below. 
Heather Schmitt—Beaty, Kristi Vest— 

Head Start, Bethany Bowers—Isaacs, Sarah 
Senne—Pearson, Karen Christensen—Al-
dridge, Mindy Schreiber—Andrews, Chrystal 
Litman—Barksdale, Penny Beazley—Barron, 
Connie Gillmore—Bethany, Nora Davis—Bev-
erly, Ashley Dantzler—Boggess, Amy 
Chilcutt—Brinker, Laura Teague—Carlisle, 
Jennifer Collins—Centennial, Meagan 
Middlebrooks—Christie, Joanne Curley— 
Daffron, Erin Graham—Davis, Lauren 
Shaw—Dooley, Andrew Wick—Forman, 
Emily Hollingsworth—Gulledge, Lode 
Lyon—Haggar, Linda Culbreth—Harrington, 
Cyndy Baltzley—Haun, Tiffany Samuel— 
Hedgcoxe, Michele Rollins—Hickey, Patrick 
Quinlan—Hightower, Donna Hartman— 
Huffman, Lori Turnbull—Hughston, Kelly 
Hamilton—Hunt, Shelly Arthur—Jackson, 
Kristin Glasscock—Mathews, Julie Walker— 
McCall, Leigh Adams—Meadows, Kaitlin 
Eckstein—Memorial, Debbie LaChey— 
Mendenhall, Lacy Watson—Miller, Laura 
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Arellano—Mitchell, Rebecca Bailey—Rasor, 
Christi Burkle—Saigling, Jessica Sides— 
Schell, Jana Martin—Shepard, Kari Tolle— 
Sigler, Megan Bruce—Skaggs, Whitney 
Pitzer—Stinson, Casey Howell—Thomas, 
Debbie Little—Weatherford, Stacy Law-
rence—Wells, Kim Ramirez—Wyatt, Ashley 
Brown—Bird Center, Kathleen Farquhar— 
Armstrong, Mark Caspersen—Bowman, 
Kathleen Zeier—Carpenter, Anna Vines— 
Frankford, Eric Feldman—Haggard, Karen 
Home—Hendrick, Nick Seibert—Murphy, 
Bonny Pan-Otto, Neelima Singh—Renner, 
Cindy Woolum—Rice, Kimberley Ahrens— 
Robinson, Azam Anet—Schimelpfenig, 
Kennitra Robertson—Wilson, Karen Stan-
ton—Clark, David Jones—Jasper, Sarah 
Fischer—McMillen, Joshua Thompson— 
Shepton, Fred Sampson—Vines, Christine 
Miller—Williams, Megan Walters—Academy, 
Daniel Knight—Plano East, Terry Eder— 
Plano Senior, Barbara Nelson—Plano West. 

f 

HONORING CHELAN COUNTY SHER-
IFF’S DEPUTIES ADAM 
MUSGROVE AND RYAN MOODY 

HON. DAVID G. REICHERT 
OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. REICHERT. Mr. Speaker, today I rise to 
honor Chelan County Sheriffs Deputies Adam 
Musgrove and Ryan Moody. Deputies 
Musgrove and Moody were awarded the high-
est law enforcement honor in Washington 
State, the Law Enforcement Medal of Honor 
for meritorious conduct. 

Like the other officers who received medals 
of honor that day, Deputies Musgrove and 
Moody are accustomed to running toward dan-
ger instead of away. In this instance, their he-
roic actions not only put themselves at risk but 
resulted in a saved life when they rescued a 
man from burning building in September 2013. 
I am honored to call them both my constitu-
ents and to serve on their behalf in Congress. 

The award was presented on Friday May 2, 
2014 by Governor Jay Inslee and Washington 
Attorney General Bob Ferguson. They were 
two of only eleven to receive this prestigious 
honor. 

Mr. Speaker, I salute Chelan County Sher-
iffs Deputies Adam Musgrove and Ryan 
Moody, and I thank them for all they have 
given back to the people of Washington State. 
Thank you. 

f 

HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015 

SPEECH OF 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, May 20, 2014 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 4435) to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2015 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense 
and for military construction, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes: 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Chair, I would 
like to thank Chairman MCKEON and the Mem-

bers of the House Armed Services Committee 
for the Committee’s work on the Fiscal Year 
2015 National Defense Authorization Act. As 
the Chairman of the House Small Business 
Committee, I know very well that efforts of this 
magnitude take leadership, thoughtfulness and 
compromise. I support the final bill, and thank 
the Committee for continuing to make our Na-
tion’s security a top priority. 

I want to draw attention to a key priority that 
the Committee helped address this year. Ear-
lier this year, United States Navy offered to 
the Committee its ‘‘unfunded priority’’ request 
of additional EA–18G Growlers, an electronic 
attack aircraft. Specifically, the Navy Chief of 
Naval Operations (CNO) Admiral Jonathan 
Greenert testified that there is an emerging re-
quirement for more electronic attack, and he 
asked for 22 Growlers. The Growler is the 
only aircraft that can provide the full spectrum 
electronic attack that are needed for future op-
erations. 

In addition to a specific warfighting capa-
bility that the Growler provides, the men and 
women that work on the aircraft are part of 
America’s aerospace industry that has under-
gone significant change over the last several 
decades. A vital part of this industry are the 
small businesses that have kept our military 
force on the cutting edge, armed with tech-
nologies and programs no other nation can 
match. The production of the Growler is no ex-
ception to this rule as there are 340 small 
businesses that are located across 32 states, 
including in my home state of Missouri, which 
support the program. 

At a time when the small business sector is 
regaining its footing in the recovering econ-
omy, there should be a way to preserve the 
military industrial base. This bill supports that 
effort by adding 5 Growlers above the Presi-
dent’s Budget Request and encouraging the 
Navy to keep the manufacturing line open. 
Closing the line would not only upend many 
small businesses that sustain the program, but 
would also lead to less competition and fewer 
innovative technology breakthroughs in tactical 
aviation. The Committee bill represents a good 
first step at meeting the dual needs of the 
Navy’s requirements and the defense indus-
trial base. 

As the Fiscal Year 2015 bills move through 
the process, I look forward to working with the 
Committee to meet the needs of the warfighter 
and to protect the small businesses interests 
in our Nation. 

f 

OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL 
DEBT 

HON. MIKE COFFMAN 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

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 $17,485,062,209,497.43. We’ve 
added $6,858,185,160,583.35 to our debt in 5 
years. This is over $6.9 trillion in debt our na-
tion, our economy, and our children could 
have avoided with a balanced budget amend-
ment. 

RECOGNIZING ARMED FORCES DAY 

HON. JERRY McNERNEY 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. MCNERNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask my col-
leagues to join me in recognizing Armed 
Forces Day, which took place on May 17th. 
We have set this day aside to recognize the 
men and women of our armed forces since 
Armed Forces Day was established by Presi-
dent Harry Truman in 1949. 

All Americans should take time to honor the 
sacrifices of our people in uniform serving in 
the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, Air Force, and 
Coast Guard around the world. They put their 
lives at risk to protect us, to rescue us, and to 
assure our freedom and that of our allies. 

Our service members endure harsh and 
often life-threatening conditions, long hours, 
and extended periods away from their families 
for the best reason of all—because their coun-
try asked them to. I urge Americans to thank 
members of the armed forces for their service 
when they see them in the community, to help 
their families when they are deployed, and to 
hire them when they leave the service and are 
coming back into our communities as vet-
erans. 

f 

CONGRATULATING THE TELACU 
EDUCATION FOUNDATION ON 
THEIR 31ST ANNUAL BUILDING 
THE DREAM GALA 

HON. LUCILLE ROYBAL-ALLARD 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate the TELACU Education 
Foundation, a non-profit organization based in 
my 40th Congressional District. The Founda-
tion has been transforming educational out-
comes for thousands of Latino students over 
more than three decades. 

TELACU, The East Los Angeles Community 
Union, is a pioneer in empowering and revital-
izing communities in our great State of Cali-
fornia and throughout our Nation. More than 
30 years ago, in response to crisis-level drop-
out rates for Latino students in college, 
TELACU created the TELACU Education 
Foundation. Working in partnership with a vast 
network of colleges, universities, corporations, 
and individuals, the TELACU Education Foun-
dation has awarded millions of dollars in 
scholarships to thousands of deserving stu-
dents. 

As the centerpiece of the Foundation, the 
College Success Program annually provides 
scholarships to 500 college and graduate stu-
dents who are the first in their families to ac-
cess higher education. Realizing that financial 
resources alone cannot fully meet these stu-
dents’ needs, the program provides these 
scholars with comprehensive academic and 
career guidance to ensure that they graduate. 

The Foundation also serves an additional 
1,600 middle and high school students, nurs-
ing school students, and veterans. Through 
comprehensive educational programs, these 
scholars are not only inspired to pursue higher 
education, but are also equipped to meet the 
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rigorous expectations of college. As a result, 
99% of TELACU’s high school students have 
earned their high school diplomas and contin-
ued on to pursue post-secondary education, 
and 99% of TELACU college students have 
earned, at minimum, a bachelor’s degree. 

TELACU Scholars are recruited from the 
poorest neighborhoods in Southern California, 
Chicago, Texas, and New York. In many of 
these neighborhoods, young African Ameri-
cans and Latinos are more likely to be ar-
rested by their 18th birthday than to graduate 
high school. Yet year after year, TELACU 
Scholars have proven that it doesn’t matter 
where you were born, what the color of your 
skin is, or what language you speak at 
home—if you study and work hard, you can 
become anything you want to be in our great 
United States of America. 

And hard work is what TELACU Scholars 
are all about. Scholars like Priscila Papias le-
verage all the resources provided by the 
TELACU Education Foundation to advance 
not only themselves and their educations, but 
their communities as well. As part of the Foun-
dation’s internship program, Priscila partnered 
with local universities, food banks, and farm-
er’s markets to help provide regular nutritional 
screenings and high-quality nutritional care for 
residents of TELACU’s senior housing com-
plexes. I thank Priscila Papias and all of her 
fellow TELACU Scholars for their hard work 
and contributions to our communities. 

Mr. Speaker, in recognition of the thousands 
of students they have served, empowered, 
and advanced to achieve self-sufficiency, I ask 
my colleagues to please join me in recog-
nizing David and Priscila Lizárraga for their 
exemplary leadership and commendable ef-
forts to support our young people and our 
communities, and wish them and the TELACU 
Education Foundation many years of contin-
ued success ahead. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO MRS. ALBIVORY 
‘‘BIB’’ HESTER CORLEY 100 
YEARS YOUNG ON MAY 23RD, 2014 

HON. DANNY K. DAVIS 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, it is my pleasure to pay tribute on the floor 
of the U.S. House of Representatives to Mrs. 
Albivory Hester Corley, who is known as Bib 
to many and will be 100 years of age on May 
23rd. Bib was born in Mississippi at a time 
when situations and circumstances were quite 
different in this country. Armed with a great 
desire to acquire higher education, she left the 
family farm and attended Jackson College, 
(currently known as Jackson State University) 
and Tennessee State University in Nashville, 
Tennessee. After college she returned to her 
roots in Mississippi and taught at the Pilgrim 
Rest School. After teaching for a number of 
years, Bib decided that it was time to pursue 
greater opportunities and moved to Chicago, 
like many other African Americans who were 
born in Mississippi. In 1952, she began work-
ing at the Cook County Probate Court and 
eventually became the first African American 
to become Probate Clerk, and worked for the 
Probate Court for thirty-seven years during the 
tenure of nine governors and six mayors. Chi-

cago brought Bib not only success in her ca-
reer, but also success in finding her soul- 
mate. It was in Chicago that Bib met her hus-
band Jimmy Corley, whom she married in 
1956. 

Bib and Jimmy shared a strong faith in God 
and joined the outstanding Grant Memorial 
AME Church where they were both active 
members until Jimmy’s passing in 1982. Bib 
remains active in the church and considers 
herself truly blessed for all the years of life 
that God has given her. 

Even in retirement, Mrs. Corley is not slow-
ing down. She remains very active, traveling 
all over the world sharing her story and inspir-
ing others. As a Member of the US House of 
Representatives, I take delight in recognizing 
a truly remarkable woman and thank her for 
all the contributions she has made to human- 
kind. 

f 

HONORING MIKE MONTGOMERY ON 
HIS RETIREMENT AS ELEMEN-
TARY SCHOOL PRINCIPAL IN 
KNOXVILLE, IOWA 

HON. BRUCE L. BRALEY 
OF IOWA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. BRALEY of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate my good friend Mike 
Montgomery on his retirement as an elemen-
tary school principal for the Knoxville Commu-
nity School District. Mike was my best friend 
growing up in Brooklyn and has dedicated his 
life to the education of Iowa children. 

Mike earned his master’s degree in school 
administration from Drake University and his 
bachelor’s degree in elementary education 
from Central College. For 26 years Mike has 
served as a principal in the Knoxville Commu-
nity School District. At Knoxville, he has imple-
mented many successful education programs 
including all day every day kindergarten, 4 
year old voluntary pre-school, and a system of 
support and professional learning communities 
for teachers and students. 

Mike has been a strong leader and mentor 
for the students and faculty in Knoxville. He 
interacts with students on a daily basis eating 
lunch with them and playing sports with them. 
Mike has also successfully built strong rela-
tionships with his staff and has personally 
hired many of the elementary school teachers 
in Knoxville. He has twice been nominated for 
Knoxville Community Educator of the Year. He 
has been a strong leader and champion for 
education throughout his career and has de-
voted his life to improving the lives of children. 

‘‘Mr. Montgomery’’ has been a powerful 
positive role model in the lives of thousands of 
Iowa students, including my own nieces. His 
energy and enthusiasm inspire us to put stu-
dents first and make education a lifelong ex-
perience. I’m very proud of Mike, and honored 
to call him my friend. I congratulate him on his 
retirement and I wish him, his wife Mary, and 
the rest of his family all of the best as he 
moves on to his next adventure. 

RECOGNIZING THE LOS BANOS 
BASQUE CLUB 

HON. JIM COSTA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor the Los Banos Basque Club for their 
50th anniversary. From putting on the annual 
picnic to volunteering with the dance group 
and participating in various other club events, 
the Los Banos Basque Club’s 50 years of 
proud history can be directly attributed to the 
tireless participation of all of its members. 

The Basques lived in the Los Banos area 
before California joined the United States in 
1848. Many of the early Basques in this area 
were sheepherders, while others worked as 
ranchers, miners, and laborers. Throughout 
the late 1800’s and early 1900’s, they orga-
nized and formed a vibrant and cohesive com-
munity. Many Basques are of Catholic herit-
age, and Basques in the Los Banos area often 
gathered to celebrate Baptisms, First Holy 
Communions, and weddings in large gath-
erings. 

The most common celebration to bring to-
gether the Basque people of the Los Banos 
area was a picnic, which the Basques began 
holding in 1886. The early picnics were an oc-
casion to reunite old friends and families and 
to celebrate Basque culture. In order to better 
organize the Basques in the Los Banos area 
and to organize and coordinate an annual pic-
nic, a group of Basques formed the Los Banos 
Basque Club. The Club also helped preserve 
the Basque culture and heritage in Central 
California. 

At the first meeting, the Club voted to hold 
an annual picnic on the third Sunday of every 
May, and the first annual Los Banos Basque 
Picnic was held that same year. Additionally, 
the Club began a dance group, where adults 
would come together to teach the children 
Basque customs and traditions, including the 
traditional Basque dances. 

This year marks the 50th year of the Los 
Banos Basque Club’s existence and is simi-
larly the 50th annual picnic of the Club. For 
the past 50 years, the annual picnic has main-
tained the same schedule of events, including 
a Catholic Mass, a BBQ Lamb Chop lunch, 
Basque dancing demonstrations, traditional 
competitions like wood chopping, weight car-
rying, or soka tira, music, public dancing, and 
a chorizo BBQ. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing the Los Banos Basque Club for 
their 50 successful years. With their strong 
ties to their roots, their desire to preserve 
Basque traditions, and their pride of being 
called a Basque, the Los Banos Basque Club 
hopes to carry on its traditional picnics far into 
the future. 

f 

HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015 

SPEECH OF 

HON. HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ McKEON 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, May 20, 2014 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
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consideration the bill (H.R. 4435) to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2015 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense 
and for military construction, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes: 

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Chair, I ask that the fol-
lowing exchange of letters be included as part 
of the RECORD during consideration of H.R. 
4435: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOV-
ERNMENT REFORM, 

Washington, DC, May 9, 2014. 
Hon. HOWARD ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, House 

of Representatives, Washington, DC. 
DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I am writing to you 

concerning the bill H.R. 4435, the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2015. There are certain provisions in the leg-
islation which fall within the Rule X juris-
diction of the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

In the interest of permitting your com-
mittee to proceed expeditiously to floor con-
sideration of this important bill, I am will-
ing to waive this committee’s right to se-
quential referral. I do so with the under-
standing that by waiving consideration of 
the bill the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform does not waive any fu-
ture jurisdictional claim over the subject 
matters contained in the bill which fall with-
in its Rule X jurisdiction. I request that you 
urge the Speaker to name members of this 
committee to any conference committee 
which is named to consider such provisions. 

Please place this letter into the committee 
report on H.R. 4435 and into the Congres-
sional Record during consideration of the 
measure on the House floor. Thank you for 
the cooperative spirit in which you have 
worked regarding this matter and others be-
tween our respective committees. 

Sincerely, 
DARRELL ISSA, 

Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, May 12, 2014. 
Hon. DARRELL ISSA, 
Chairman, Committee on Oversight and Govern-

ment Reform, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your 
letter regarding H.R. 4435, the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015. 
I agree that the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform has valid jurisdictional 
claims to certain provisions in this impor-
tant legislation, and I am most appreciative 
of your decision not to request a referral in 
the interest of expediting consideration of 
the bill. I agree that by foregoing a sequen-
tial referral, the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform is not waiving its 
jurisdiction. Further, this exchange of let-
ters will be included in the committee report 
on the bill. 

Sincerely, 
HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS, 

Washington, DC, May 9, 2014. 
Hon. HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, House 

of Representatives, Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN MCKEON: I am writing to 

you concerning the bill H.R. 4435, the Howard 
P. ‘‘Buck’’ McKeon National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2015. There are 
certain provisions in the legislation which 

fall within the jurisdiction of the Committee 
on Small Business pursuant to Rule X(q) of 
the House of Representatives. 

In the interest of permitting the Com-
mittee on Armed Services to proceed expedi-
tiously to floor consideration of this impor-
tant bill, I am willing to waive the right of 
the Committee on Small Business to sequen-
tial referral. I do so with the understanding 
that by waiving consideration of the bill, the 
Committee on Small Business does not waive 
any future jurisdictional claim over the sub-
ject matters contained in the bill which fall 
within its Rule X(q) jurisdiction, including 
future bills that the Committee on Armed 
Services will consider. I request that you 
urge the Speaker to appoint members of this 
Committee to any conference committee 
which is named to consider such provisions. 

Please place this letter into the committee 
report on H.R. 4435 and into the Congres-
sional Record during consideration of the 
measure on the House floor. Thank you for 
the cooperative spirit in which you have 
worked regarding this issue and others be-
tween our respective committees. 

Sincerely, 
SAM GRAVES, 

Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, May 12, 2014. 
Hon. SAM GRAVES, 
Chairman, Committee on Small Business, House 

of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your 
letter regarding H.R. 4435, the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015. 
I agree that the Committee on Small Busi-
ness has valid jurisdictional claims to cer-
tain provisions in this important legislation, 
and I am most appreciative of your decision 
not to request a referral in the interest of ex-
pediting consideration of the bill. I agree 
that by foregoing a sequential referral, the 
Committee on Small Business is not waiving 
its jurisdiction. Further, this exchange of 
letters will be included in the committee re-
port on the bill. 

Sincerely, 
HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 

Chairman. 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND 
TECHNOLOGY, 

Washington, DC, May 9, 2014. 
Hon. HOWARD ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, House 

of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. MCKEON: I write to confirm our 
mutual understanding regarding H.R. 4435, 
the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2015. This legislation contains 
subject matter within the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology. However, in order to expedite juris-
diction of the Committee on Science, Space, 
and Technology. However, in order to expe-
dite floor consideration of this important 
legislation, the committee waives consider-
ation of the bill. 

The Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology takes this action only with the 
understanding that the committee’s jurisdic-
tional interests over this and similar legisla-
tion are in no way diminished or altered. 

The committee also reserves the right to 
seek appointment to any conference on this 
legislation and requests your support if such 
a request is made. Finally, I would appre-
ciate your including this letter in the Con-
gressional Record during consideration of 

H.R. 4435 on the House Floor. Thank you for 
your attention in these matters. 

Sincerely, 
LAMAR SMITH, 

Chairman, Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology. 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, May 12, 2014. 
Hon. LAMAR SMITH, 
Chairman, Committee on Science, Space, and 

Technology, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your 
letter regarding H.R. 4435, the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015. 
I agree that the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology has valid jurisdic-
tional claims to certain provisions in this 
important legislation, and I am most appre-
ciative of your decision not to request a re-
ferral in the interest of expediting consider-
ation of the bill. I agree that by foregoing a 
sequential referral, the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology is not 
waiving its jurisdiction. Further, this ex-
change of letters will be included in the com-
mittee report on the bill. 

Sincerely, 
HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 

Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE, HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, May 9, 2014. 
Hon. HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, House 

of Representatives, Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN MCKEON: I write con-

cerning H.R. 4435, the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015, as 
amended. There are certain provisions in the 
legislation that fall within the Rule X juris-
diction of the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 

However, in order to expedite this legisla-
tion for floor consideration, the Committee 
will forgo action on this bill. This, of course, 
is conditional on our mutual understanding 
that forgoing consideration of the bill does 
not prejudice the Committee with respect to 
the appointment of conferees or to any fu-
ture jurisdictional claim over the subject 
matters contained in the bill or similar leg-
islation that fall within the Committee’s 
Rule X jurisdiction. I request you urge the 
Speaker to name members of the Committee 
to any conference committee named to con-
sider such provisions. 

Please place a copy of this letter and your 
response acknowledging our jurisdictional 
interest into the committee report on H.R. 
4435 and into the Congressional Record dur-
ing consideration of the measure on the 
House floor. 

Sincerely, 
BILL SHUSTER, 

Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, May 21, 2014. 
Hon. BILL SHUSTER, 
Chairman, Committee on Transportation and 

Infrastructure, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your 
letter regarding H.R. 4435, the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015. 
I agree that the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure has valid jurisdic-
tional claims to certain provisions in this 
important legislation, and I am most appre-
ciative of your decision not to request a re-
ferral in the interest of expediting consider-
ation of the bill. I agree that by foregoing a 
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sequential referral, the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure is not waiving 
its jurisdiction. Further, this exchange of 
letters will be included in the committee re-
port on the bill. 

Sincerely, 
HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON, 

Chairman. 

f 

CONGRESSIONAL RECOGNITION 
FOR UNITED STATES ARMY COM-
MAND SERGEANT MAJOR MAR-
TIN R. BARRERAS 

HON. RON BARBER 
OF ARIZONA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. BARBER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor United States Army Command Sergeant 
Major Martin R. Barreras, who died on May 
12, 2014 from wounds he suffered on May 6 
when enemy forces attacked his unit with 
small arms fire in Harat Province, Afghanistan. 
He leaves behind his mother, father, brother, 
two children, a grandson, and numerous 
friends. 

Born in New Mexico, Command Sergeant 
Major Barreras spent most of his childhood in 
Tucson, Arizona. He attended Sunnyside High 
School before joining the military. In his last 
assignment of his long military career, he was 
assigned as the highest-ranking enlisted mem-
ber of the 2nd Battalion, 5th Infantry Regi-
ment, 3rd Brigade Combat Team based in 
Fort Bliss, Texas. 

Command Sergeant Major Barreras was on 
his sixth deployment to Afghanistan, after 
serving 29 honorable years defending our 
country in both the Army and Marine Corps. 

Command Sergeant Major Barreras was a 
great soldier. Over his career he earned fifty 
awards and distinctions including a Bronze 
Star with valor and two Purple Hearts. How-
ever, his illustrious career depicted through his 
medals will not be the only thing to highlight 
his service to our country. The men and 
women he lead and fought with will always re-
member his selflessness and war fighting spirit 
that will undoubtedly be passed on for genera-
tions to come. 

As an Army Ranger he helped rescue 
former Prisoner of War Jessica Lynch from an 
Iraqi hospital in 2003. Command Sergeant 
Major Barreras was the leader of the Army 
battalion that conducted the successful rescue 
of Lynch. He personally handed Lynch to an-
other soldier to transfer her to the helicopter 
that evacuated her from the area. Without any 
hesitation, he then led the fight against mul-
tiple attacks in order to retrieve all 9 bodies of 
the other U.S. soldiers missing in action. 

We remember Command Sergeant Major 
Barreras and offer our deepest condolences 
and sincerest prayers to his family. I am heart-
sick for their loss and my words cannot offer 
adequate consolation. 

Everyone in our great country owes Com-
mand Sergeant Major Barreras and his family 
a debt of gratitude for his selfless sacrifice and 
courage. It is vital that we keep our men and 
women in uniform who are in harm’s way in 
our thoughts and prayers. I call on my fellow 
colleagues and all Americans to remember, on 
this Memorial Day weekend, Command Ser-
geant Major Barrens and his fellow fallen com-
rades—those who have paid the ultimate 
price. 

USA FREEDOM ACT 

HON. SUSAN K. DelBENE 
OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Ms. DELBENE. Mr. Speaker, as an original 
cosponsor of the USA Freedom Act, I am dis-
appointed that I cannot support this bill as it is 
considered on the floor today. 

Like many Americans, I was shocked to 
learn about the National Security Agency’s do-
mestic spying program that was sweeping up 
the private communications records of millions 
of innocent Americans. It goes against Amer-
ican values and our Constitution. That’s why 
two weeks ago I was pleased to join my col-
leagues on the Judiciary Committee in unani-
mously supporting the USA Freedom Act as it 
passed out of the committee. 

I believed that the compromise, while far 
from perfect, would help rebuild the public 
trust in government by ending bulk collection, 
assuring that government surveillance authori-
ties are rule-bound, narrowly tailored, trans-
parent and subject to oversight, all while en-
suring that the nation’s intelligence community 
can protect national security. 

Unfortunately, since then, negotiations with 
the Administration have resulted in this bill 
moving in the wrong direction. While I believe 
that the intent of this bill is to end bulk collec-
tion and I am glad that there is widespread 
agreement that Congress must act to end bulk 
collection, I am not convinced the bill effec-
tively achieves this. The weakened definition 
of ‘‘specific selection term’’ must be addressed 
as this bill moves forward in order to provide 
absolute certainty that the legislative language 
achieves this intent, and that the bill’s ban on 
bulk collection is air-tight. Today’s bill simply 
fall short of what is needed to provide a clear 
guarantee to the public that the massive data 
collection by the NSA will be put to a full stop. 

I appreciate the efforts of the Committees 
and Leadership to support greater trans-
parency in the bill. The transparency reporting 
amendment that I offered in the Judiciary 
Committee that is included in the bill will allow 
companies to disclose information regarding 
the number and nature of government de-
mands for user information. However, the new 
manager’s amendment that we are consid-
ering on the House floor today has weakened 
this provision by, for example, adding a two- 
year delay that prohibits companies from 
issuing transparency reports for new products 
or services. I offered several amendments to 
the Rules Committee to address my concerns 
with the weakened language in the manager’s 
amendment, but none of these amendments 
were given an opportunity for debate or a vote 
on the House floor. 

I thank the Committees and the Leadership 
for their work to move this important conversa-
tion forward, but I simply cannot support the 
bill in its current form. 

HONORING THE LIFE AND DEDI-
CATED SERVICE OF COMMANDER 
ROBERT JAMES FLYNN, USN RE-
TIRED 

HON. JEFF MILLER 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, on May 
15, 2014, Northwest Florida and our Nation 
lost a warrior—Commander Robert James 
Flynn, United States Navy, Retired. Com-
mander Flynn honorably served our country as 
a member of the Armed Forces for twenty- 
seven years, and I am humbled to rise and 
pay tribute to his life and his unwavering devo-
tion to God and country. 

Hailing from La Crosse, Wisconsin, Com-
mander Flynn studied pre-law at the University 
of Minnesota until 1958 when he entered the 
Naval Aviation Cadet Program. Within two 
years, he became a Naval Flight Officer and 
then trained as a bombardier/navigator. On 
August 21, 1967, his life took a tragic turn 
when his A–6 aircraft, which launched from 
the USS Constellation, was shot down over 
North Vietnam. Commander Flynn spent the 
next five and a half years of his life in a Chi-
nese prison. According to the POW Network, 
his unimaginable 2,030 days in solitary con-
finement makes it the longest amount of time 
a member of the U.S. Armed Forces served in 
solitary confinement. Commander Flynn was 
released on March 15, 1973. 

Commander Flynn was proud to say that his 
captors called him ‘‘one of the most reac-
tionary prisoners in their history.’’ His relent-
less strength and courage were hallmarks of 
both his life and career, and it was his strong 
faith in God, his love for his family, and his 
commitment to duty, honor, and country that 
even in the darkest of times he held on and 
survived. His final assignment as Director of 
Aviation Warfare Training with Chief of Naval 
Education and Training at Naval Air Station 
Pensacola brought Commander Flynn back 
home to his beloved Northwest Florida. In 
1985, he retired from the Navy after 71 mis-
sions. Throughout his distinguished Naval Ca-
reer, Commander Flynn earned and was be-
stowed multiple honors including the Legion of 
Merit, Distinguished Flying Cross, Bronze Star, 
and Prisoner of War Medal. 

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the United States 
Congress, it gives me great pride to honor the 
life and service of an American hero and 
decorated warrior. Our Nation, the Northwest 
Florida community, and countless others will 
miss Commander Flynn’s unwavering perse-
verance and optimism, but his legacy will en-
dure for years to come. My wife Vicki joins me 
in extending our most sincere condolences to 
his wife, Kathy; their two children, Elizabeth 
and Robert; and the entire Flynn family. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO CARRYE B. BROWN 

HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 
OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to a true trail blazer, Carrye B. 
Brown, on the 20th anniversary of her appoint-
ment as our nation’s first female and first Afri-
can American U.S. Fire Administrator. A D.C. 
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resident most of her life, Mrs. Brown used her 
skills and personality to work with Federal 
agencies, Congress and the fire service com-
munity to achieve the goal of a safer America. 

As a congressional staffer in 1982, Mrs. 
Brown successfully coordinated the effort to 
continue the U.S. Fire Administration after its 
recommended elimination. Also, Mrs. Brown 
was instrumental in the passage of many im-
portant pieces of legislation, including the Fed-
eral Fire Prevention and Control Act, the Hotel 
and Motel Fire Safety Act of 1990, and the 
Fire Administration Authorization Act of 1992, 
which led to the establishment of the ‘‘National 
Fallen Firefighters Foundation’’. 

President William J. Clinton and a parade of 
witnesses testified on her behalf 20 years ago 
at her nomination hearing. I was proud to tes-
tify at her hearing myself to assist her in mak-
ing history as the first female African American 
U.S. fire administrator. As U.S. Fire Adminis-
trator, her management innovations included 
the development of the first complete and 
transparent budget accountability system, and 
the establishment of a fair and equitable pay 
and promotion policy. With her extensive 
background as a congressional staffer, she 
developed strong justifications for the largest 
budget increase in the 25-year history of the 
agency. Under her strong leadership, the 
agency implemented the first fire safety pro-
gram targeting groups at the highest risk of 
fire. 

Mrs. Brown has traveled widely to speak on 
women becoming successful in government, 
women as leaders and managers in non-tradi-
tional positions, and the joys and perils of a 
political appointee. After retiring from the Fed-
eral government, she worked for over a dec-
ade as a teacher and tutor for students with 
learning differences in Washington, D.C. Her 
husband Larry and herself, have three children 
and one grandson. Our nation is better be-
cause of Mrs. Brown. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask the House of Represent-
atives to join me in thanking Mrs. Carrye B. 
Brown for her dedicated public service and her 
many accomplishments. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. TIM HUELSKAMP 
OF KANSAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, due to a 
family obligation, I was unable to vote in the 
House on Wednesday, May 21st, therefore I 
am not recorded as voting. Had I been 
present, I would have voted as follows: rollcall 
No. 223, I would have voted ‘‘nay’’; rollcall No. 
224, I would have voted ‘‘nay’’, rollcall No. 
225, I would have voted ‘‘no’’; rollcall No. 226, 
I would have voted ‘‘no’’; rollcall No. 227, I 
would have voted ‘‘aye’’; rollcall No. 228, I 
would have voted ‘‘yea’’; rollcall No. 229, I 
would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on H.R. 4031, the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs Management Ac-
countability Act of 2014, of which I was an 
original co-sponsor. 

TRIBUTE TO HARVEY DOUMA 

HON. JEFF DENHAM 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize and honor Harvey Douma, who has 
devoted his life to Ripon, California and is 
being honored with the Harvey Douma Life-
time Achievement Award from the Ripon Ro-
tary Club. The club created this award to rec-
ognize and honor a Rotary member who has 
made immeasurable contributions to the club 
and named it after a charter member. Harvey 
will be the first recipient. 

In 1918, Harvey Douma arrived in Ripon 
when he was only a year and a half of age. 
The family made the trip from Northern Michi-
gan in their seven passenger car. The clutch 
went out on the trip and they took the train for 
the remainder of their journey. They arrived in 
Lathrop on November 17, where they waited, 
for eight hours, to transfer to another train that 
would take them to the Ripon, California. 

When he came of age, Harvey enlisted in 
the Merchant Marines. He attended basic 
training on Catalina Island during World War 
II. His first duty station assignment was to a 
troop transport on a ship that was in dry dock 
at San Pedro, California. 

After completing his service to his country, 
he returned to Ripon. He joined the Ripon Po-
lice Department, where he was a member for 
31 years. Harvey served as Chief of Police 
from October 1, 1963 to May 26, 1982, which 
is the longest tenure of any police chief in 
Ripon history. 

In 1968, at the 6th Annual Ripon Almond 
Blossom Festival, the Ripon Chamber of Com-
merce dedicated the festival to salute local law 
enforcement with emphasis to be placed on 
‘‘Operation Crime Stop’’. They named Harvey 
as the Grand Marshal of the parade. He also 
had the honor of serving as Grand Marshal of 
Ripon High School’s Centennial Parade & 
Celebration. As a 1935 Ripon High School 
graduate, he is the oldest living alumnus. 

As one that gives back to his community, he 
is a member of several community organiza-
tions. As a charter member of the Ripon Ro-
tary Club, he has earned 2 Paul Harris 
Awards. In addition, he is a charter member of 
Ripon’s Historical Society, life member of the 
Chamber of Commerce and served as Presi-
dent in 1970; he has been a member of the 
Safety Council for over 55 years. When he is 
not volunteering his time, he enjoys fishing, 
hunting and travel. 

In 1939, Harvey married Etta Mae Ramsey. 
They were married for 58 years until her death 
in 1997. Their union produced three children; 
Linda Perrando, Donna Vincelet Brundy, and 
Donald Douma. They have 6 grandchildren: 
Diane Wong, Greg & Roger Vincelet; Mike & 
Mark Perrando; Stacey Cordoba & Dorine 
Hatcher and 7 great-grandchildren: Lyndsey & 
Kyle Wong; Megan Vincelet Van Ruiten & 
Cody Vincelet; Jordyn & Jayse Vincelet; Julia 
Hatcher, Deceased. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in celebrating 
with the Ripon Rotary Club in honoring Harvey 
Douma with the Harvey Douma Lifetime 
Achievement Award. He is a man who dedi-
cated numerous years of selfless service to 
the betterment of our community. 

HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015 

SPEECH OF 

HON. KEN CALVERT 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 21, 2014 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 4435) to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2015 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense 
and for military construction, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes: 

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Chair, today I was proud 
to vote to approve H.R. 4435, the National De-
fense Authorization Act (NDAA) for Fiscal 
Year 2015. The NDAA is the key mechanism 
to provide necessary authorities and funding 
for America’s military. 

Even in an era of constrained taxpayer re-
sources, it is essential that we find ways to 
ensure our military has the funding necessary 
to carry out its mission. The FY15 NDAA pro-
vides a responsible fiscal balance and 
prioritizes the critical tools our troops need to 
maintain and perform as the finest fighting 
force in the world. The bill also provides our 
warfighters, and their families, with the support 
and care that we have promised them. 

One area that was minimally addressed was 
the size and growth of the civilian workforce at 
the Department of Defense (DoD). The NDAA 
tasks GAO to assess DoD’s headquarter re-
duction efforts, building off its previous work 
conducted for the committee on examining 
growth in DOD headquarters. However, I be-
lieve Congress must go a step further in ad-
dressing the growth of the civilian workforce, 
especially as we draw down our uniformed 
personnel. It is important to note that: 

From FY01 to FY14, the civilian staff has 
grown by 15 percent while total active military 
has declined by 4 percent; 

The ratio of civilian workers to uniformed 
personnel is the highest in recent history de-
spite the draw down in Iraq and Afghanistan; 

There are currently 718,000 civilian per-
sonnel versus 1.3 million active duty, a ratio 
that is out of balance. 

This imbalance is why I introduced the Re-
balance for an Effective Defense Uniform and 
Civilian Employees Act (REDUCE Act, H.R. 
4257). The REDUCE Act would require the 
Department of Defense to make necessary re-
ductions in a systematic manner without com-
promising our ability to maintain a strong na-
tional defense over the long term. 

The REDUCE Act would: 
Reduce our defense civilian workforce by 15 

percent by FY 2020. This percentage was rec-
ommended by the Defense Business Board, a 
trusted, authoritative, and independent source 
of expertise. 

The Department of Defense civilian work-
force would remain at or below this estab-
lished cap of a 15 percent reduction for Fiscal 
Years 2021 through 2025. 

The Department of Defense civilian Senior 
Executive Service career appointee workforce 
will be reduced to 1,000 by 2020 and remain 
at or below 1,000 employees for Fiscal Years 
2021 through 2025. 

Provide the Secretary of Defense the au-
thority to use voluntary separation incentive 
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payments and voluntary early retirement pay-
ments in order to achieve the required reduc-
tions in personnel. 

Provide the Secretary of Defense the au-
thority to assign greater weight to the perform-
ance factor, rather than other factors such as 
tenure, in a Reduction in Force. 

There is no doubt that our DoD civilian 
workers play a vital role in numerous positions 
including logistics, acquisition, personnel man-
agement, and more. The mission of the civil-
ian workforce at DoD is to support our uni-
formed personnel and their missions around 
the world. However, as we draw down our uni-
formed personnel, it makes no sense to not 
make commensurate reductions to the civilian 
workforce—a practice that has occurred in 
previous drawdowns. 

As Members of Congress, we should not let 
parochial interests prevent us from doing what 
is right for the country. Simply stated, it is in-
conceivable, defies logic and tramples the les-
sons of experience that a federal civilian job, 
once created, must live on forever. If our uni-
formed services are being reduced because 
the wars are ending, then a significant portion 
of the civilian jobs created to support those 
warfighters should be eliminated—not become 
contractor positions. Those jobs must be elimi-
nated and done so at the legislative mandate 
of the Congress and at the executive discre-
tion of the Secretary of Defense. 

In closing, I would like to mention that this 
was the last NDAA brought to the House floor 
by my good friend and the Chairman of the 
Armed Services Committee, Rep. BUCK 
MCKEON (CA–25). I want to thank Chairman 
MCKEON for all of the hard work and dedica-
tion he has demonstrated on behalf of our 
troops and their families throughout his service 
here in the House. 

f 

HONORING SERGEANT KYLE 
WHITE 

HON. DAVID G. REICHERT 
OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. REICHERT. Mr. Speaker, today I rise to 
honor Sergeant Kyle White. Sgt. White was 
awarded the highest honor in the military, the 
Medal of Honor for meritorious conduct, by 
President Barack Obama on May 13, 2014. 

Like his fellow soldiers, he is accustomed to 
running toward danger instead of away, but 
Sgt. White’s courage is above and beyond the 
ordinary. He repeatedly ran the gauntlet of 
enemy fire to get to wounded and fallen sol-
diers, regardless of his personal safety. In an 
ambush in November of 2007 Sgt. White, who 
was barely 20 years old, stayed with a wound-
ed and fallen soldier for the duration, calling in 
reports and directing others so that the 
wounded and dead could be safety evacuated. 
It is my privilege and greatest honor to rep-
resent our Veterans in Congress and I ap-
plaud the decision to award him with this 
medal. It is well deserved. 

Mr. Speaker, I salute Sgt. Kyle White, and 
I thank him for the many sacrifices he has 
made in service to our nation. 

RECOGNIZING MR. ROBERT ISHAM 

HON. DINA TITUS 
OF NEVADA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Ms. TITUS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor a constituent from Nevada’s First Con-
gressional District, Robert Isham. A young Mr. 
Isham enlisted in the United States Navy on 
November 4, 1942, in Seattle, Washington. He 
then attended Basic Training in San Diego, 
California. Following his graduation from the 
Naval Air Technical Training Center in Nor-
man, Oklahoma, where he was trained to be 
an Aviation Machinist Mate, he was trans-
ferred to the Virginia Naval Air Station in Nor-
folk, Virginia. 

On September 17, 1943, Mr. !sham was se-
riously injured in an explosion and fire at the 
Virginia Naval Air Station when a 300 pound 
depth charge exploded, setting off a chain re-
action of 23 more charges. Thirty-three aircraft 
and at least 15 buildings across the base were 
destroyed. Many were killed and a number of 
individuals, including Mr. Isham, were badly 
hurt. 

Following a three month stay at Norfolk 
Naval Hospital in Portsmouth, Virginia, Mr. 
!sham bravely returned to duty and was trans-
ferred to Quonset Point Naval Air Station in 
Rhode Island, where he taught courses on air-
craft structures. Following a year in Rhode Is-
land, Mr. Isham was transferred to Corvallis, 
Oregon, and became a Plane Captain on a 
F4U Corsair fighter aircraft. 

Mr. Isham was discharged from the United 
States Navy on December 10, 1945. He was 
only rated as 10% disabled as a result of 
shrapnel wounds sustained during the tragic 
explosion in Norfolk, Virginia. He was awarded 
the Good Conduct Medal, the American Area 
Campaign Medal, and the World War II Victory 
Medal. 

Recently, my office in Las Vegas worked 
with Robert and the Department of Veterans 
Affairs to increase his disability rating to 
100%, ensuring he receives the benefits he 
deserved. 

Mr. Speaker, as we approach Memorial 
Day, we will take time to remember many 
members of the Greatest Generation who 
have passed away. Today, I ask the House to 
pause for a moment of gratitude in honor of 
my constituent, Mr. Robert ‘‘Bob’’ Isham, a 
member of the Greatest Generation and a 
decorated American hero. 

f 

90TH ANNIVERSARY OF U.S. FOR-
EIGN AND AMERICAN FOREIGN 
SERVICE ASSOCIATION 

HON. KAY GRANGER 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Ms. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize the 90th Anniversary of the U.S. 
Foreign Service and the American Foreign 
Service Association. Created by the Foreign 
Services Act of 1924, the Foreign Service 
brought together the U.S. State Department’s 
Diplomatic Service and Consular Service to be 
the face, heart and soul of America abroad. 
Through a World War and various hot and 

cold wars across the globe since, the men and 
women of the Foreign Service have played 
vital roles in representing the United States of 
America, serving U.S. citizens, and securing 
U.S. interest near and far. 

Much has changed since the initial forma-
tion of the Foreign Service following World 
War I. But a few things have remained the 
same over these ninety years. Among them 
are the professionalism and dedication of 
those who often leave the creature comforts 
we have come to enjoy on our hallowed 
shores to serve in remote and distant places 
often with little recognition or notoriety for a 
cause far greater than themselves. I rise today 
to recognize them not only for the crises they 
led U.S. through, but also for the many crises 
they allowed our country to avert through their 
diligence, intellect, intuition, compassion and 
steely resolve to be champions for peace, de-
mocracy and basic humanity. I rise to recog-
nize them for the service, care and comfort 
they provide to our citizens while abroad re-
minding them that the supporting hand of 
American is never far away. 

Our world has become more globally 
networked and intertwined since the early 
days of ‘‘hand shake, face-to-face’’ diplomacy. 
Revolution can start in days now not months. 
Economic interests often go crosswise with 
security, social, or political interests. Adver-
saries on some issues are often allies on oth-
ers and we look to the members of the For-
eign Service to navigate and represent the nu-
ances of American foreign policy. Yet time 
after time, year after year, crisis after crisis, 
issue after issue they have always owned up 
to the challenge and America and the world 
are the better for it. 

Not only do we celebrate today the 90th An-
niversary of the Foreign Service but also the 
90th Anniversary of the American Foreign 
Services Association (AFSA) which was 
formed as the professional association of the 
modem Foreign Service and later became the 
official representative and advocate for our 
Foreign Service professionals. Initially formed 
with the Foreign Service in mind, the Associa-
tion has expanded to represent not only For-
eign Service retired and active employees of 
the Department of State and USAID but also 
the distinguished Foreign Agricultural Service 
and Foreign Commercial Service employees, 
Broadcasting Board of Governors and Foreign 
Service employees at the Animal and Plant 
Health Inspection Service . We stand today to 
celebrate this wonderful organization that has 
for ninety years served those who serve us. 

Through the years AFSA has been stellar in 
fulfilling its mission of promoting a strong, ef-
fective professional career Foreign Service as 
the institutional backbone of American diplo-
macy, enhancing the effectiveness of the For-
eign Service, protecting the professional inter-
ests and rights of its members, ensuring the 
maintenance of high professional standards 
for all American diplomats, career or political 
appointees, and promoting understanding of 
the critical role of diplomacy and development 
in promoting America’s national security and 
economic prosperity. AFSA has been and con-
tinues to be an effective voice and strong ad-
vocate for the Foreign Service with it mem-
bers’ management, the Congress and the 
American public. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker we can take comfort in 
this year of celebrating the Foreign Service’s 
90th Anniversary that whether it is a crisis in 
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Ukraine, a civil war in Syria, conflict and suf-
fering in Africa, trade in North America or 
peace in the Middle East for example, our For-
eign Service is there in fact and in spirit re-
flecting the best of who we are as a country 
and for that we say ‘‘Thank You’’ and con-
gratulations on your 90th Anniversary. 

f 

WATER RESOURCES REFORM AND 
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2014 

SPEECH OF 

HON. DOUG COLLINS 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, May 20, 2014 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I 
strongly commend Chairman SHUSTER and 
Ranking Member RAHALL for bringing con-
ference report for the Water Resources and 
Reform Development Act to the floor. It rep-
resents a great bipartisan effort on one of 
Congress’ true article one responsibilities, pro-
viding for America’s infrastructure. In northeast 
Georgia, the Savannah Harbor Expansion 
Project (SHEP) means jobs. Georgia’s 9th 
Congressional District shipped more than 
10,780 tons of goods through Georgia ports in 
2013 alone. As a member of the Georgia 
House of Representatives, I fought for Geor-
gia’s investment in SHEP to get the project 
moving, and now as a member of the United 
States House of Representatives, I’m proud to 
vote in favor of the federal government living 
up to its promise of matching funds. Deep-
ening this harbor from 42 to 47 feet will allow 
new supertankers to use the port to transport 
Georgia products all over the world. 

There are a number of good reforms in this 
bill that will increase efficiency and reduce the 
cost of upcoming projects. A provision of the 
bill will limit the length and cost of Army Corps 
of Engineers feasibility studies, so that 
projects can be completed on schedule and 
on budget. This bill deauthorizes over $18 bil-
lion of old, inactive projects, more than offset-
ting the authorizations in this bill. WRRDA also 
sunsets the authorization of any project au-
thorized by the bill after 7 years if construction 
has not begun. 

Any piece of legislation aimed at reform has 
room for improvement. Language included in 
the underlying bill regarding the Apalachicola- 
Chattahoochee-Flint River (ACF) and the Ala-
bama-Coosa-Tallapoosa River (ACT) Systems 
was far from perfect. No language in this bill 
implies any Congressional intent to interfere 
with states’ work on this important issue. This 
dispute has been ongoing for a number of 
years, and Congress interjecting will not bring 
about a more favorable outcome to any of the 
parties involved. Water supply disputes are 
best handled at the state level, and I trust that 
the governors of the affected states will come 
together and resolve the issue without Con-
gressional intervention. 

Overall, I am very supportive of this bill and 
urge its adoption. 

HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015 

SPEECH OF 

HON. ANNA G. ESHOO 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 21, 2014 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 4435) to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2015 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense 
and for military construction, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes: 

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Chair, I rise today in oppo-
sition to the Shimkus amendment and efforts 
to undermine the continued success of the 
Internet. 

The Internet has always been driven by 
consensus decision-making, or multistake-
holder governance. This model brings together 
industry, civil society, government, technical 
and academic experts, as well the general 
public, to tackle issues around the design and 
operation of the Internet. 

Three time in the past two years, this body 
has voted to reaffirm our commitment to the 
multistakeholder model, including last May 
when Democrats and Republicans joined to-
gether to unanimously pass H.R. 1580, a bill 
stating that ‘‘it is the policy of the United 
States to preserve and advance the success-
ful multistakeholder model that governs the 
Internet.’’ 

So what exactly is the problem with the 
amendment before us today? It’s a U-turn. 
The Shimkus amendment would restrict 
NTIA’s authority to continue what has been 
U.S. policy since 1998—transitioning the gov-
ernment’s role in administering the domain 
name system to the multistakeholder global 
community. Although supporters of the 
amendment characterize it as a stand against 
anti-democratic nations seeking a greater gov-
ernment role in Internet management, the 
amendment could have the opposite effect of 
emboldening efforts by authoritarian regimes 
to seize control of the global Internet. Specifi-
cally, authoritarian regimes point to the U.S. 
government’s continued oversight of technical 
Internet functions as evidence that global 
Internet governance and management should 
be under the control of a governmental or 
intergovernmental entity such as the United 
Nations. 

The Shimkus Amendment lacks a funda-
mental understanding of the U.S. govern-
ment’s role in the management of the global 
Internet domain name system. Contrary to as-
sertions that the United States ‘‘controls’’ the 
Internet through an ongoing contract that the 
Administration is now proposing to terminate, 
NTIA’s role has always been ministerial and 
largely symbolic. Simply put, the U.S. govern-
ment has never had any legal or statutory re-
sponsibility to manage the domain name sys-
tem. 

The world is watching and now is not the 
time to turn our backs on a governance model 
that has the enabled the Internet to flourish. I 
urge my colleagues to take a stand for a glob-
al Internet free from government control and 
vote ‘‘no’’ on the Shimkus amendment. 

HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015 

SPEECH OF 

HON. CAROL SHEA-PORTER 
OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 21, 2014 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 4435) to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2015 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense 
and for military construction, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes: 

Ms. SHEA-PORTER. Mr. Chair, due to se-
quester cuts, the Department of Defense 
(DoD) needs to increase efficiency and lower 
costs wherever it can, but this costly amend-
ment prevents DoD from hiring the most cost- 
efficient workforce. It also would prevent DoD 
from ever correcting, through insourcing, any 
contract that costs too much or is poorly per-
formed, period—regardless of the increased 
costs to taxpayers. 

According to the Government Accountability 
Office, DoD reports savings of almost $1 tril-
lion through insourcing in FY10 alone. In 
2013, the DoD Comptroller acknowledged in a 
Senate hearing that civilian employees are 
significantly cheaper than contractors, particu-
larly for the performance of long-term func-
tions. So why would anyone want to make it 
impossible for DoD to save money by cor-
recting overly costly or poorly-performed con-
tracts, especially in a time of shrinking de-
fense budgets? DoD can’t afford this amend-
ment, and neither can American taxpayers. 
Please join me in opposing this costly and 
wasteful amendment. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AF-
FAIRS MANAGEMENT ACCOUNT-
ABILITY ACT OF 2014 

SPEECH OF 

HON. SHEILA JACKSON LEE 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 21, 2014 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
speak in support of our nation’s veterans and 
express my views regarding H.R. 4031, the 
Department of Veterans Affairs Management 
Accountability Act of 2014. 

This weekend the nation will mark the occa-
sion of Memorial Day the time our nation 
pauses to recognize the valor, and self-sac-
rifice of our nation’s veterans. 

We must remember that freedom is not free. 
That is why the timing of the disclosure is 

especially troubling regarding accusations 
made by a whistleblower about the treatment 
of veterans seeking healthcare at the Phoenix 
Veterans medical facility. 

Now, more than ever, we must renew our 
commitment to keep our promises to the na-
tion’s more than 2 million troops and reserv-
ists, their families, and 23 million veterans. 

The Michael E. DeBakey VA Medical Center 
located in Houston, Texas serves the 32,477 
veterans who I have the privilege of rep-
resenting in my Congressional District. 
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The Michael E. DeBakey VA Medical Center 

serves as the primary healthcare provider for 
almost 130,000 veterans in southeast Texas. 

Veterans from around the country are re-
ferred to the DeBakey VA Medical Center for 
specialized diagnostic care, radiation therapy, 
surgery, and medical treatment including car-
diovascular surgery, gastrointestinal endos-
copy, nuclear medicine, ophthalmology, and 
treatment of spinal cord injury and diseases. 

DeBakey VA Medical Center provide vital 
healthcare services to Veterans in the Hous-
ton area and through the nation. The Medical 
Center houses: 

A Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder Clinic; 
Network Polytrauma Center; 
an award-winning Cardiac and General Sur-

gery Program; 
Liver Transplant Center; 
VA Epilepsy and Cancer Centers of Excel-

lence; 
VA Substance Abuse Disorder Quality En-

hancement Research Initiative; 
Health Services Research & Development 

Center of Innovation; 
VA Rehabilitation Research of Excellence 

focusing on mild to moderate traumatic brain 
injury; 

Mental Illness Research, Education and 
Clinical Center; and 

one of the VA’s six Parkinson’s Disease Re-
search, Education, and Clinical Centers. 

In late 2012, the MEDVAMC received offi-
cial designation as a Kidney Transplant Cen-
ter. Including the outpatient clinics in Beau-
mont, Conroe, Galveston, Houston, Katy, 
Lufkin, Richmond, Tomball and Texas City, 
MEDVAMC outpatient clinics log more than a 
million outpatient visits annually. 

Earlier this week I joined other members of 
the Congressional Women’s Caucus for the 
Wreath Laying Ceremony at Arlington National 
Cemetery to remember the contributions of 
women who served our nation proudly in uni-
form. 

Veterans are told that the care that they 
need can be found at Veteran medical facili-
ties around the nation and we must be certain 
that they have access to the care that is pro-
vided. 

The veterans who have served our nation 
deserve better than what we have been made 
aware of due to the disclosures related to the 
Arizona VA facility in Phoenix. 

It has been reported that physicians at the 
Phoenix Veterans Hospital ignored mandates 
to prioritize treatment of Iraq and Afghanistan 
veterans. 

The placement of veterans on secret waiting 
lists who later died is unconscionable and 
should be criminally investigated if proven to 
be true. 

The Veterans facilities serving veterans in 
Houston, to my knowledge, are not under in-
vestigation regarding these terrible reports re-
lated to accusations of mistreatment of our na-
tion’s veterans. 

I know that there are concerns regarding the 
implications of H.R. 4031 on civil service pro-
tection for federal employees at the Veterans 
Administration. 

I am mindful of those concerns, but I am 
also very focused on making sure that our vet-
erans receive the healthcare that they need. 

Should this bill become law, I will make sure 
that veterans received the care they need, 
while monitoring how the authority provided 
under this bill is used. 

The intent of this bill should not be solely for 
the removal of people from federal service un-
less there is cause for such action—like in the 
case of the Phoenix reports if proven to be 
true. 

Falsifying federal records that may lead to 
the deaths or further degradation of health of 
our nation’s veterans if true should disqualify 
a person from federal employment and the re-
ceipt of bonuses. 

Our nation’s veterans need help now—not 
later. 

The work that Congress along with the Ad-
ministration can do today to make sure that 
the promises made to our veterans and their 
families are kept should be done. 

The bill would authorize the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to remove any individual from 
the Senior Executive Service upon deter-
mining that such individual’s performance war-
rants removal, and remove such individual 
from federal service or transfer the individual 
to a General Schedule position at any grade 
that the Secretary deems appropriate. 

A part of the important job of our Nation’s 
Secretary of Veterans Affairs is to administer 
a national hospital system for our nation’s vet-
erans. 

The Secretary of Veterans Affairs needs 
more than just the power to fire, but the au-
thority and means to hire hospital and facility 
administrators at competitive rates when com-
pared to the private sector. 

The Secretary of Veterans Affairs needs the 
ability to make decisions regarding distribution 
of resources and facility management. 

The Secretary must have the ability to make 
decisions and the power to act on whether to 
open additional facilities or enter into agree-
ments with private or other public hospital sys-
tems to meet the healthcare needs of return-
ing Iraq and Afghanistan war veterans along 
with the needs of our aging veteran population 
who have increased need for healthcare. 

The Veterans Administration needs Con-
gressional intervention by making sure that the 
Secretary can be held fully accountable for 
how the Department functions because they 
have the authority and the means to manage 
the agency as it should be managed. 

The Secretary of Veterans Affairs would al-
ways be ultimately accountable to the over-
sight of Congressional Committees, and must 
provide greater transparency to veterans and 
their families on what the agency is doing to 
meet the needs of veterans. 

But it is within our power as Members of 
Congress to make sure that our nation’s vet-
erans receive the best medical care that mod-
ern medicine has to offer to them and their 
families. 

In the State of Texas we have over a million 
Veterans under the age of 65 and nearly a 
half million who are over the age of 65. 

I believe that a message of unity is critical 
to the wellbeing of our men and women in uni-
form and those transitioning out of uniformed 
service to our nation. 

Veterans share a kinship in ways that too 
few Americans who have not served can un-
derstand. 

Our men and women in the military have 
fulfilled a commitment to this nation and to 
each other that we should imitate in our ac-
tions to work to provide for veterans now that 
their military service has ended. 

Today, I want to renew my commitment to 
our nation’s veterans by encouraging my col-

leagues to act to keep the nation’s promises 
to them. 

Congress must communicate its whole-
hearted support for the security of the nation 
by addressing mindless cuts created by se-
questration. 

I firmly believe that Congress must act to 
care for our soldiers, sailors, airmen, Marines, 
and Coast Guardsmen, both on and off the 
battlefield. 

I believe that the nation’s concern for their 
wellbeing must be more than in words, but 
must be reflected in deeds. 

Veterans demonstrate a love of country and 
a measure of devotion making us proud as 
their Representatives, but we must offer to 
each veteran a level of comfort that the prom-
ises made to them will be kept. 

Their quiet dignity sets aside concerns for 
self because their vision is broader than the 
moments of partisanship that we see too often 
in Washington, DC. 

I ask that my colleagues remember the 
damage done to the budget of the Veterans 
Administration through cuts, sequestration, 
and the government shutdown. 

Mr. Speaker, it is my hope that the passion 
that I see in the actions and words of fellow 
Members of the House will translate into a 
long-term commitment to mend what is broken 
at the VA and strengthen what is working well. 

We should recognize the great work being 
done by a majority of doctors, nurses, thera-
pists, and medical aides at the dozens of vet-
erans medical facilities around the nation. 

We must remember that the leadership at 
Veterans Affairs needs the funding and au-
thority to make decisions regarding imple-
menting solutions to overcome challenges of 
providing the best care possible to our nation’s 
veterans. 

We should seek reports on the ability of the 
VA to meet the challenge of the returning vet-
erans from Afghanistan and Iraq as well as 
the needs of Veterans from previous wars with 
the current level of funding, personnel, offices, 
and medical facilities. 

I am in support of our veterans and seek a 
bipartisan solution to resolving the problems 
with VA backlogs and the treatment of vet-
erans and their families. 

f 

HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015 

SPEECH OF 

HON. LORETTA SANCHEZ 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, May 21, 2014 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 4435) to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2015 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense 
and for military construction, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes: 

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California. Mr 
Chair, for the past year, the House Armed 
Services Committee has conducted an ‘‘Over-
sight of the Asia Pacific Rebalance.’’ This ini-
tiative was brought forth by the collective lead-
ership of Chairman BUCK MCKEON and Rank-
ing Member ADAM SMITH. I would also recog-
nize Chairman RANDY FORBES and Congress-
woman COLLEEN HANABUSA for their great ef-
forts on this critical committee engagement, 
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culminating in their legislative contributions to 
the NDAA we consider here today. 

Without question, the Asia Pacific Rebal-
ance constitutes one of America’s most impor-
tant military and security policies. The Chair-
man and I both represent districts in a state 
with vast ties to the Asia Pacific—whether po-
litical, security, military, economic, cultural, so-
cial and even people-to-people exchange. We 
also have a vibrant Asian American commu-
nity in our state that is an embodiment of our 
relationship with this critically important region. 

It is within this context that I wish to raise 
an important issue and one that I feel is cen-
tral to the Asia Pacific Rebalance. Let me be 
clear that I feel this issue is both germane to 
the jurisdiction of this committee and our con-
sideration of the NDAA on the Floor. 

As you and our colleagues on this com-
mittee are well aware, more than 200,000 
young women and girls from throughout Asia 
and the Pacific, but mainly from Korea, were 
forced to become sex slaves during World 
War II by the Imperial Armed Forces of Japan. 
For over 70 years, these women endured un-
speakable and nightmarish ordeals and have 
yet to receive a formal apology. 

There are those who believe that the Com-
fort Women issue is a controversial historical 
dispute that is not germane to our committee’s 
jurisdiction or the NDAA. I fundamentally dis-
agree. As a case in point, during President 
Obama’s recent Asia trip a couple of weeks 
ago, he specifically brought up the Comfort 
Women issue. At a joint press conference with 
Korean President Park Geun-Hye, President 
Obama stated that what happened to the 
Comfort Women was ‘‘terrible and egregious,’’ 
that these ‘‘women deserved to be heard and 
respected’’ and that ‘‘there should be an accu-
rate and clear account of what happened.’’ 
President Obama made these remarks in the 
context of U.S.-Korea-Japan relations and the 
Asia Rebalance. 

The Comfort Women survivors are dying by 
the day. Of the over 200,000 survivors less 
than 100 are still alive today. As a matter of 
valuing women’s rights and human rights, 
these Comfort Women survivors deserve the 
dignity of a formal apology by the Japanese 
Government. I further urge Japan to follow the 
recommendations set forth in H. Res. 121 that 
was authored by my friend and colleague, 
Representative MICHAEL HONDA and passed 
the House on June 30, 2007. Proper resolu-
tion to this issue yields the benefit of closer 
U.S.-Korea-Japan trilateral relations which is 
critical to countering the North Korean nuclear 
threat and enhancing security ties with our al-
lies. 

Mr. Chair, I wish to reiterate the importance 
of this issue to our committee, our constitu-
ents, our state, our nation and our allies. I 
urge my colleagues to also offer expressions 
of support for the Comfort Women survivors. 

f 

CELEBRATING LOU WEINTRAUB 

HON. AMI BERA 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. BERA of California. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Lou Weintraub. The oldest 
veteran in the Sacramento Jewish Community, 
Lou turned 100 earlier this year and will be 

honored at the Jewish Memorial Day Com-
memoration this weekend for his years of 
commitment to the Sacramento County com-
munity. 

Born to Polish immigrant parents in New 
York in 1914, Lou and his two siblings were 
children of the Depression. He attended City 
College of New York, and later the University 
of Pennsylvania. Soon after, he served as a 
clinical psychologist in the military for four 
years during World War II. 

A longtime executive with San Francisco’s 
Jewish Community Federation before he re-
tired, Lou has worked with and served on the 
board of many commissions and nonprofits in 
the Sacramento region, where he moved in 
1989 after meeting his wife. 

He continues to be very active, delivering 
food to the home-bound for Meals-A-La-Car 
and on the boards of both the Community 
Services Planning Council and the Friends of 
the Sacramento Public Library. He is currently 
the Vice-Chair of the Emergency Food and 
Shelter Board. 

Lou is also an active congregant of Mosaic 
Law Congregation, attending its Daily Minyan 
and Shabbat and holiday services. He is 
known to regularly hold court after the serv-
ices where at lunch in the social hall he is sur-
rounded by people of all ages taking in his 
wisdom. 

Lou’s wife Roslyn summed him up best 
when she told the Sacramento Bee earlier this 
year, ‘‘What I see about Lou is that he cares 
more about other people than himself. He’s al-
ways caring about somebody else.’’ 

Thank you, Lou, for caring, and for your 
continued dedication to the Sacramento area 
community. 

f 

SUPPORTING THE NAVY EA–18G 
‘‘GROWLER’’ 

HON. JASON T. SMITH 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to commend the House Armed 
Services Committee (HASC) and its Chair-
man, BUCK MCKEON, on passage of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act FY15 today 
that includes funding for additional Navy EA– 
18G ‘‘Growler’’ aircraft as well as language to 
stretch the EA–18G and FA–18 E/F lines in 
St. Louis, Missouri. 

I recently visited the F–18 line in St. Louis, 
Missouri near my district. Like many Members 
I have an F–18 supplier in my district. Without 
additional funding, this line will shut down and 
we as a nation will lose a national asset in-
cluding thousands of dedicated and talented 
workers who make up this defense industrial 
base. 

But the EA–18G is about more than just 
jobs—it is about supporting our warfighter. 
The U.S. Navy has clearly stated before Con-
gress this year that it has a requirement for 
additional EA–18G airborne electronic attack 
aircraft that are vital to current and future op-
erations—both for the Navy and other serv-
ices. I look forward to working with my col-
leagues in the coming weeks, especially on 
the House Appropriations Subcommittee on 
Defense, to help address this clear Navy and 
joint war fighting requirement. The warfighter 

needs the EA–18G and we in Congress need 
to continue to support our warfighters. 

f 

SUPPORTING CONTINUED PRODUC-
TION OF THE EA–18G ‘‘GROWLER’’ 

HON. WILLIAM L. ENYART 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. ENYART. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
commend the House Armed Services Com-
mittee (HASC) and its Chairman, BUCK 
MCKEON, and Ranking Member SMITH, on 
passage of the FY15 Defense Authorization 
Bill (H.R. 4435) today that includes funding for 
additional Navy EA–18G ‘‘Growler’’ aircraft as 
well as language to continue the EA–18G and 
F/A–18 E/F lines in St. Louis, Missouri. 

During this year’s deliberations of the Presi-
dent’s budget request, the committee received 
a request from the Navy for an unfunded re-
quirement for 22 additional airborne electronic 
attack (AEA) aircraft—the EA–18G Growler. 
The Chief of Naval Operations (CNO) Admiral 
Greenert outlined the growing need to control 
the electromagnetic spectrum to support the 
warfighter. The CNO indicated to the Com-
mittee that the current level of AEA aircraft in 
the Navy inventory was just meeting the oper-
ational needs in today’s world. However, 
based on increasing demands and a projected 
difficult operational environments in the future, 
the Navy requested 22 additional EA–18G 
Growlers. It is this Growler that can meet 
these expanding and stressing AEA oper-
ational requirements. 

I have a number of constituents that com-
mute to work on the production line in St. 
Louis, and like many members have F/A–18 
suppliers in my district. Without additional 
funding for EA–18G aircraft, this important 
production line will shut down and we as a na-
tion will lose a national asset—including thou-
sands of dedicated and talented workers who 
make up this defense industrial base. 

But the EA–18G is about more than jobs— 
it is about supporting our warfighter. The Navy 
has clearly made its case before Congress 
that it has a growing operational requirement 
for additional EA–18G aircraft that are vital to 
current and future operations—both for the 
Navy and other services. 

I look forward to working with my colleagues 
in the coming weeks, especially on the House 
Appropriations Subcommittee on Defense, to 
help address this clear Navy requirement. We 
need to support our warfighter needs and the 
EA–18G Growler is key to operating and pre-
vailing in the important airborne electronic at-
tack environment. 

f 

PLANT OF THE YEAR IN NORTH 
AMERICA 

HON. MIKE ROGERS 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to congratulate TRW Automotive’s 
Fowlerville, Michigan facility on earning Quality 
magazine’s ‘‘Plant of the Year in North Amer-
ica’’ award for quality, safety and continuous 
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improvement. Employing more than 200 peo-
ple, the Fowlerville plant manufactures slip 
control braking systems. The plant, like all of 
TRW’s, can be recognized for its use of a vis-
ual management system that uses a color 
coded process to track production for safety 
and quality. 

TRW had sales of $17 billion last year, and 
supplies dozens of major car manufacturers 
with safety and component parts. It has more 
than 65,000 employees globally. The 
Fowlerville plant, together with its neighboring 
plant in Fenton, contributed roughly $360 mil-
lion in annual sales in 2012. The two plants 
share a management team, as well as best 
practices. 

With dedicated effort to quality, Michigan 
manufacturers continue to prove ‘‘Made in 
U.S.A.’’ is not a thing of the past. I am proud 
of TRW’s Fowlerville plant and I am proud of 
Michigan’s manufacturing tradition. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE SUSAN G. 
KOMEN TWIN TIERS REGION 
‘‘RACE FOR THE CURE’’ 

HON. TOM REED 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to rec-
ognize the Susan G. Komen Twin Tiers Re-
gion ‘‘Race for the Cure’’ on another success-
ful event this year. This event, which was held 
for the 16th consecutive year, took place on 
Sunday, May 18, 2014 in Elmira, New York. 

This race is a bold statement of unity 
among the survivors of breast cancer, the 
friends and families who support the ongoing 
search for a cure, and those who are currently 
fighting this disease. The annual event has 
raised over $1 million for projects focusing on 
cancer research, prevention, and treatment. 
Seventy-five percent of this money has re-
mained in the Southern Tier, directly benefiting 
thousands of my constituents. 

Breast cancer affects millions of individuals 
in the United States each year, including 
countless friends, family members, and neigh-
bors in my congressional district. For far too 
long, this disease has taken away our loved 
ones; an estimated 40,000 people will die from 
breast cancer this year. As a nation, we must 
continue to support every victim of breast can-
cer and show steadfast resolve in our efforts 
to find a cure for this disease. 

Thanks to the hard work of Komen Twin 
Tiers Region staff and over 200 volunteers, 
more than 1,000 people participated in this 
year’s ‘‘Race for the Cure.’’ Every person in-
volved in the event displayed their unwavering 
determination to finding a cure for breast can-
cer and supporting those affected by this dis-
ease. 

I especially appreciate the work of Scott 
Heffner and Megan Burns, co-chairs of the 
race, who were primarily responsible for the 
success of this event. I am confident that the 
hard work of dedicated individuals like Scott 
and Megan will continue to benefit victims and 
survivors of breast cancer as we continue 
working together toward a cure for this horrible 
disease. 

HONORING ISAIAH HUTSON 
SALINAS 

HON. SAM GRAVES 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I 
proudly pause to recognize Isaiah Hutson Sali-
nas. Isaiah 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 152, and 
earning the most prestigious award of Eagle 
Scout. 

Isaiah has been very active with his troop, 
participating in many scout activities. Over the 
many years Isaiah 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, Isa-
iah has contributed to his community through 
his Eagle Scout project. Isaiah planned and 
coordinated a project to remove the asphalt 
shingles from a hiking shelter at Jay Cooke 
State Park in Carlton, Minnesota, and replace 
them with a metal roof. 

Mr. Speaker, I proudly ask you to join me in 
commending Isaiah Hutson Salinas 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 

BOW YOUR HEADS IN HONOR OF 
ALL THE FALLEN THIS MEMO-
RIAL DAY 

HON. PETE SESSIONS 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, on this Me-
morial Day I rise in honor and remembrance, 
and gratitude for all of those families of the 
Armed Forces who gave That Last Full Meas-
ure in the name of Freedom. Carry them with 
you in your hearts this holiday and say a pray-
er for all of them and their families. I ask that 
this poem penned in their honor by Albert 
Carey Caswell be placed in the RECORD. 

BOW YOUR HEADS 

(By Albert Carey Caswell) 

Bow your heads . . . 
And close your eyes . . . 
And say a prayer for all those girls and guys 

. . . 
And all of those families who now so cry! 
Our most brilliant of all men and women of 

the military, 
our GI’s! 
Army, Navy, Air Force, and The United 

States Marines, 
no greater gift can so be seen! 
And this Memorial Day, 
please . . . please . . . please remember why! 
We are free, 
so you and I! 
And remember that throughout the world, 
all in such deep dark cold ground lies some-

one’s little boy or girl! 
Who But For The Greater Good, 
so gave That Last Full Measure in all they 

could! 
As the angels up in heaven began to cry! 
Thank them for the gifts they gave! 
Thank them for teaching us all how heroes 

behave! 

On this Memorial Day! 
As all of those families, 
so wipe the tears away! 
And all of those children at night, 
with tears in eyes so lie awake! 
Now bow your heads . . . 
And close your eyes . . . 
Upon, your knees! 
Say a prayer, 
for all of these most heroic girls and guys! 
And all of those families, 
who now so cry! 
And why we are free, 
I bid you please remember why! 
Bow your heads! 
Amen! 

f 

HOWARD P. ‘‘BUCK’’ MCKEON NA-
TIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2015 

SPEECH OF 

HON. JERRY McNERNEY 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, May 21, 2014 

The House in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had under 
consideration the bill (H.R. 4435) to authorize 
appropriations for fiscal year 2015 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense 
and for military construction, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such fiscal 
year, and for other purposes: 

Mr. MCNERNEY. Madam Chair, I want to 
thank Chairman MCKEON and Ranking Mem-
ber SMITH for their work on this critical legisla-
tion, The National Defense Authorization Act. 

I believe that it is our sacred obligation to 
help the men and women who served our 
country find good-paying jobs in today’s econ-
omy and transition seamlessly from active 
duty to the civilian labor market. The men and 
women in the U.S. Armed Forces receive first 
class training in the military and develop skills 
that are valuable in the civilian workforce. Too 
often, they return home and find it challenging 
to obtain employment. 

The underlying bill authorizes a pilot pro-
gram to connect civilian employing agencies 
with service members who are leaving the 
military and entering the civilian workforce. I 
offered an amendment that requires the Sec-
retary of Defense to consider how those agen-
cies will work with state and county Veterans 
Affairs offices, as well as National Guard of-
fices. 

Some of the most valuable resources and 
information that troops and veterans receive 
come from their local VA and National Guard 
offices. Their dedicated professionals have ex-
perience and expertise on the front lines and 
understand the unique needs of service mem-
bers and veterans. 

By coordinating these services, we can 
more fully assist veterans in a seamless tran-
sition from military service to civilian life—and 
we can start that by helping them find good 
wage jobs. 

Our veterans have earned the thanks of a 
grateful nation when they return home, and 
employers can and will benefit from the skills, 
discipline, and professionalism veterans pos-
sess. 

I want to thank the Chairman and Ranking 
Member for including my amendment in this 
en bloc package. 
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HONORING OUR COURAGEOUS 

NURSES 

HON. KERRY L. BENTIVOLIO 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Mr. BENTIVOLIO. Mr. Speaker, you can al-
ways identify them in a crowd wearing blue, 

green, pink, and yellow, and sometimes wear-
ing a white coat. They have wings on their 
backs and many times a tired, tilted halo over 
their heads. They often miss holidays and 
similar events with family and friends. They 
work during times the rest of us sleep 24/7. 
They are educators who provide a concerned 
ear and empathetic heart, a smile supported 
by professionalism, and an unmatched sense 
of selfless service for those in need. They are 

angels of mercy. May God bless our coura-
geous nurses, and especially this week. Mr. 
Speaker, may I say to that special nurse in my 
life: I love you. 
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D553 

Thursday, May 22, 2014 

Daily Digest 
HIGHLIGHTS 

Senate agreed to the conference report to accompany H.R. 3080, Water 
Resources Reform and Development Act. 

House passed H.R. 4435, National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2015. 

Senate 
Chamber Action 
Routine Proceedings, pages S3245–S3311 
Measures Introduced: Twenty-nine bills and eleven 
resolutions were introduced, as follows: S. 
2381–2409, S.J. Res. 36, S. Res. 455–463, and S. 
Con. Res. 36.                                                        Pages S3293–95 

Measures Reported: 
Special Report entitled ‘‘Allocation to Subcommit-

tees of Budget Totals for Fiscal Year 2015’’. (S. 
Rept. No. 113–163) 

S. 2389, making appropriations for Agriculture, 
Rural Development, Food and Drug Administration, 
and Related Agencies programs for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2015. (S. Rept. No. 113–164) 

S. 37, to sustain the economic development and 
recreational use of National Forest System land and 
other public land in the State of Montana, to add 
certain land to the National Wilderness Preservation 
System, to release certain wilderness study areas, to 
designate new areas for recreation, with an amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute. (S. Rept. No. 
113–165) 

S. 258, to amend the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976 to improve the manage-
ment of grazing leases and permits, with an amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute. (S. Rept. No. 
113–166) 

S. 715, to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to use designated funding to pay for construction of 
authorized rural water projects, with an amendment 
in the nature of a substitute. (S. Rept. No. 113–167) 

S. 782, to amend Public Law 101–377 to revise 
the boundaries of the Gettysburg National Military 
Park to include the Gettysburg Train Station, with 
an amendment. (S. Rept. No. 113–168) 

S. 995, to authorize the National Desert Storm 
Memorial Association to establish the National 

Desert Storm and Desert Shield Memorial as a com-
memorative work in the District of Columbia. (S. 
Rept. No. 113–169) 

S. 1252, to amend the Wild and Scenic Rivers 
Act to designate segments of the Missisquoi River 
and the Trout River in the State of Vermont, as 
components of the National Wild and Scenic Rivers 
System. (S. Rept. No. 113–170) 

S. 1341, to modify the Forest Service Recreation 
Residence Program as the program applies to units 
of the National Forest System derived from the pub-
lic domain by implementing a simple, equitable, and 
predictable procedure for determining cabin user 
fees, with an amendment. (S. Rept. No. 113–171) 

H.R. 1033, to authorize the acquisition and pro-
tection of nationally significant battlefields and asso-
ciated sites of the Revolutionary War and the War 
of 1812 under the American Battlefield Protection 
Program, with an amendment. (S. Rept. No. 
113–172) 

H.R. 2337, to provide for the conveyance of the 
Forest Service Lake Hill Administrative Site in Sum-
mit County, Colorado. (S. Rept. No. 113–173) 

H.R. 4486, making appropriations for military 
construction, the Department of Veterans Affairs, 
and related agencies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2015, with an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute. (S. Rept. No. 113–174) 

S. 2142, to impose targeted sanctions on persons 
responsible for violations of human rights of 
antigovernment protesters in Venezuela, to strength-
en civil society in Venezuela, with amendments. (S. 
Rept. No. 113–175)                                                 Page S3293 

Measures Passed: 
Light-Duty Motor Vehicles: Senate passed H.R. 

724, to amend the Clean Air Act to remove the re-
quirement for dealer certification of new light-duty 
motor vehicles.                                                             Page S3307 
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March 12, 2015 Congressional Record
Correction To Page D553
On page D553, May 22, 2014, the following language appears: Measures Introduced: Twenty-nine bills and nine resolutions were introduced, as follows: S. 2381-2409, S.J. Res. 36, S. Res. 455-463, and S. Con. Res. 36.The online Record has been corrected to read: Measures Introduced: Twentynine bills and eleven resolutions were introduced, as follows: S. 2381-2409, S.J. Res. 36, S. Res. 455-463, and S. Con. Res. 36.



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — DAILY DIGESTD554 May 22, 2014 

Coconino National Forest: Senate passed H.R. 
862, to authorize the conveyance of two small par-
cels of land within the boundaries of the Coconino 
National Forest containing private improvements 
that were developed based upon the reliance of the 
landowners in an erroneous survey conducted in May 
1960.                                                                        Pages S3307–08 

Collinsville Renewable Energy Production Act: 
Senate passed H.R. 316, to reinstate and transfer cer-
tain hydroelectric licenses and extend the deadline 
for commencement of construction of certain hydro-
electric projects, after agreeing to the committee 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 
                                                                                    Pages S3307–08 

North Texas Invasive Species Barrier Act: Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works was dis-
charged from further consideration of H.R. 4032, to 
exempt from Lacey Act Amendments of 1981 certain 
water transfers by the North Texas Municipal Water 
District and the Greater Texoma Utility Authority, 
and the bill was then passed.                               Page S3308 

Emergency Drought Relief Act: Senate passed S. 
2198, to direct the Secretary of the Interior, the Sec-
retary of Commerce, the Secretary of Agriculture, 
and the Administrator of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency to take actions to provide additional 
water supplies to the State of California due to 
drought, after agreeing to the following amendments 
proposed thereto:                                                        Page S3308 

Reid (for Feinstein/Murkowski) Amendment No. 
3227, in the nature of a substitute.                  Page S3308 

Reid (for Feinstein/Murkowski) Amendment No. 
3228, to modify the title.                                      Page S3308 

Gold Medal to the 65th Infantry Regiment: Sen-
ate passed H.R. 1726, to award a Congressional 
Gold Medal to the 65th Infantry Regiment, known 
as the Borinqueneers.                                               Page S3308 

Gold Medal Technical Corrections Act: Senate 
passed H.R. 4488, to make technical corrections to 
two bills enabling the presentation of congressional 
gold medals.                                                                  Page S3308 

Older Americans Month: Senate agreed to S. Res. 
455, designating May 2014 as ‘‘Older Americans 
Month’’.                                                                   Pages S3308–09 

National Foster Care Month: Senate agreed to S. 
Res. 456, recognizing National Foster Care Month as 
an opportunity to raise awareness about the chal-
lenges of children in the foster care system, and en-
couraging Congress to implement policy to improve 
the lives of children in the foster care system. 
                                                                                    Pages S3308–09 

National Public Works Week: Senate agreed to S. 
Res. 457, designating the week of May 18 through 
May 24, 2014, as ‘‘National Public Works Week’’. 
                                                                                    Pages S3308–09 

Jewish American Heritage Month: Senate agreed 
to S. Res. 458, recognizing May as Jewish American 
Heritage Month and honoring Holocaust survivors 
and their contributions to the United States of 
America.                                                                  Pages S3308–09 

National Pediatric Stroke Awareness Month: 
Senate agreed to S. Res. 459, expressing the sense of 
the Senate with respect to childhood stroke and rec-
ognizing May 2014 as ‘‘National Pediatric Stroke 
Awareness Month’’.                                           Pages S3308–09 

Asian/Pacific American Heritage Month: Senate 
agreed to S. Res. 460, recognizing the significance 
of May 2014 as Asian/Pacific American Heritage 
Month as an important time to celebrate the signifi-
cant contributions of Asian Americans and Pacific Is-
landers to the history of the United States. 
                                                                                    Pages S3308–09 

Honoring James L. Oberstar: Senate agreed to S. 
Res. 461, honoring James L. Oberstar as a remark-
able public servant who served in Congress with ex-
traordinary dedication and purpose.          Pages S3308–09 

Permitting the Use of the Rotunda of the Cap-
itol: Senate agreed to S. Con. Res. 36, permitting 
the use of the rotunda of the Capitol for a ceremony 
to award the Congressional Gold Medal to the next 
of kin or personal representative of Raoul 
Wallenberg.                                                                   Page S3309 

Measures Considered: 
Sportsmen’s Act: Senate began consideration of the 
motion to proceed to consideration of S. 2363, to 
protect and enhance opportunities for recreational 
hunting, fishing, and shooting. 
                                                                Pages S3245–46, S3273–78 

Conference Reports: 
Water Resources Reform and Development Act: 

By 91 yeas to 7 nays (Vote No. 163), Senate agreed 
to the conference report to accompany H.R. 3080, to 
provide for improvements to the rivers and harbors 
of the United States, to provide for the conservation 
and development of water and related resources. 
                                                                                            Page S3273 

Signing Authority—Agreement: A unanimous- 
consent agreement was reached providing that dur-
ing the adjournment or recess of the Senate from 
Friday, May 23, 2014, through Tuesday, June 3, 
2014, Senators Rockefeller and Reed be authorized 
to sign duly enrolled bills or joint resolutions. 
                                                                                            Page S3309 
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Authorizing Leadership To Make Appoint-
ments—Agreement: A unanimous-consent agree-
ment was reached providing that, notwithstanding 
the upcoming recess or adjournment of the Senate, 
the President of the Senate, the President Pro Tem-
pore and the Majority and Minority Leaders be au-
thorized to make appointments to commissions, 
committees, boards, conferences, or interparliamen-
tary conferences authorized by law, by concurrent ac-
tion of the two Houses, or by order of the Senate. 
                                                                                            Page S3309 

Pro Forma—Agreement: A unanimous-consent 
agreement was reached providing that Senate adjourn 
and convene for pro forma sessions only with no 
business conducted on the following dates and times, 
and that following each pro forma session, Senate ad-
journ until the next pro forma session: Friday, May 
23, 2014 at 10 a.m.; Tuesday, May 27, 2014 at 12 
noon; and Friday, May 30, 2014 at 2 p.m.; and that 
the Senate adjourn on Friday, May 30, 2014 until 
2 p.m., on Monday, June 2, 2014.                   Page S3309 

Harper Nomination—Cloture: Senate began con-
sideration of the nomination of Keith M. Harper, of 
Maryland, for the rank of Ambassador during his 
tenure of service as United States Representative to 
the UN Human Rights Council.                       Page S3284 

A motion was entered to close further debate on 
the nomination, and, in accordance with the provi-
sions of Rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate, and pursuant to the unanimous-consent 
agreement of Thursday, May 22, 2014, a vote on 
cloture will occur at 5:30 p.m. on Monday, June 2, 
2014.                                                                                Page S3284 

Bowen Nomination—Cloture: Senate began con-
sideration of the nomination of Sharon Y. Bowen, of 
New York, to be a Commissioner of the Commodity 
Futures Trading Commission.                     Pages S3284–85 

A motion was entered to close further debate on 
the nomination, and, in accordance with the provi-
sions of Rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate, a vote on cloture will occur upon disposition 
of the nomination of Keith M. Harper, of Maryland, 
for the rank of Ambassador during his tenure of 
service as United States Representative to the UN 
Human Rights Council.                                         Page S3285 

Mastroianni Nomination—Cloture: Senate began 
consideration of the nomination of Mark 
Mastroianni, of Massachusetts, to be United States 
District Judge for the District of Massachusetts. 
                                                                                            Page S3285 

A motion was entered to close further debate on 
the nomination, and, in accordance with the provi-
sions of Rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate, a vote on cloture will occur upon disposition 
of the nomination of Sharon Y. Bowen, of New 

York, to be a Commissioner of the Commodity Fu-
tures Trading Commission.                                   Page S3285 

Hendricks Nomination—Cloture: Senate began 
consideration of the nomination of Bruce Howe 
Hendricks, of South Carolina, to be United States 
District Judge for the District of South Carolina. 
                                                                                            Page S3285 

A motion was entered to close further debate on 
the nomination, and, in accordance with the provi-
sions of Rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate, a vote on cloture will occur upon disposition 
of the nomination of Mark G. Mastroianni, of Massa-
chusetts, to be United States District Judge for the 
District of Massachusetts.                                      Page S3285 

Chutkan Nomination—Cloture: Senate began con-
sideration of the nomination of Tanya S. Chutkan, of 
the District of Columbia, to be United States Dis-
trict Judge for the District of Columbia.       Page S3285 

A motion was entered to close further debate on 
the nomination, and, in accordance with the provi-
sions of Rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate, a vote on cloture will occur upon disposition 
of the nomination of Bruce Howe Hendricks, of 
South Carolina, to be United States District Judge 
for the District of South Carolina.                     Page S3285 

Burwell Nomination—Cloture: Senate began con-
sideration of the nomination of Sylvia Mathews 
Burwell, of West Virginia, to be Secretary of Health 
and Human Services.                                        Pages S3285–86 

A motion was entered to close further debate on 
the nomination, and, in accordance with the provi-
sions of Rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate, a vote on cloture will occur upon disposition 
of the nomination of Tanya S. Chutkan, of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, to be United States District Judge 
for the District of Columbia.                               Page S3286 

Nominations Confirmed: Senate confirmed the fol-
lowing nominations: 

By 53 yeas to 45 nays (Vote No. EX. 162), David 
Jeremiah Barron, of Massachusetts, to be United 
States Circuit Judge for the First Circuit.     Page S3272 

Richard G. Frank, of Massachusetts, to be an As-
sistant Secretary of Health and Human Services. 
                                                                                            Page S3273 

15 Air Force nominations in the rank of general. 
4 Army nominations in the rank of general. 
6 Marine Corps nominations in the rank of gen-

eral. 
27 Navy nominations in the rank of admiral. 
Routine lists in the Air Force, Army, Marine 

Corps, and Navy.               Pages S3273, S3305–07, S3309–11 

Nominations Received: Senate received the fol-
lowing nominations: 
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Bruce H. Andrews, of New York, to be Deputy 
Secretary of Commerce. 

Marcus Dwayne Jadotte, of Florida, to be an As-
sistant Secretary of Commerce. 

Marcia Stephens Bloom Bernicat, of New Jersey, 
to be Ambassador to the People’s Republic of Ban-
gladesh. 

James D. Pettit, of Virginia, to be Ambassador to 
the Republic of Moldova. 

Laura S. Wertheimer, of the District of Columbia, 
to be Inspector General of the Federal Housing Fi-
nance Agency.                                                              Page S3309 

Messages from the House:                                 Page S3290 

Petitions and Memorials:                           Pages S3290–93 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages S3295–97 

Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions: 
                                                                             Pages S3297–S3303 

Additional Statements:                                Pages S3287–90 

Amendments Submitted:                           Pages S3303–04 

Notices of Hearings/Meetings:                        Page S3305 

Authorities for Committees to Meet:         Page S3305 

Privileges of the Floor:                                        Page S3305 

Record Votes: Two record votes were taken today. 
(Total—163)                                                         Pages S3272–73 

Adjournment: Senate convened at 10 a.m. and ad-
journed at 6:54 p.m., until 10 a.m. on Friday, May 
23, 2014. (For Senate’s program, see the remarks of 
the Majority Leader in today’s Record on page 
S3309.) 

Committee Meetings 
(Committees not listed did not meet) 

APPROPRIATIONS: MILITARY 
CONSTRUCTION AND VETERANS AFFAIRS, 
AND AGRICULTURE, RURAL 
DEVELOPMENT, AND FOOD AND DRUG 
ADMINISTRATION 
Committee on Appropriations: Committee adopted the 
fiscal year 2015 302(b) allocations. 

Also, committee ordered favorably reported the 
following business items: 

An original bill making appropriations for Mili-
tary Construction and Veterans Affairs, and Related 
Agencies for fiscal year 2015; and 

An original bill making appropriations for Agri-
culture, Rural Development, Food and Drug Admin-
istration, and Related Agencies for fiscal year 2015. 

AUTHORIZATION—DEFENSE 
Committee on Armed Services: Committee ordered favor-
ably reported an original bill entitled, ‘‘Carl Levin 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2015’’. 

TRANSIT INFRASTRUCTURE 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs: 
Subcommittee on Housing, Transportation and 
Community Development concluded a hearing to ex-
amine bringing our transit infrastructure to a state 
of good repair, after receiving testimony from Dorval 
Carter, Chief Counsel, Federal Transit Administra-
tion, Department of Transportation; Joseph M. 
Casey, Southeast Pennsylvania Transportation Au-
thority, Philadelphia; Beverly Scott, Massachusetts 
Bay Transportation Authority, Boston; and Gary 
Thomas, Dallas Area Rapid Transit, Dallas, Texas. 

ACCESS AND SUPPORTS FOR 
SERVICEMEMBERS AND VETERANS IN 
HIGHER EDUCATION 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions: 
Committee concluded a hearing to examine access 
and supports for servicemembers and veterans in 
higher education, after receiving testimony from 
Lauren Thompson Starks, Senior Policy Advisor, Of-
fice of the Under Secretary, Department of Edu-
cation; Thomas L. Langdon, Director, State Liaison 
and Education Opportunities for Military Commu-
nity and Family Policy, Readiness and Force Man-
agement, Department of Defense; William Hubbard, 
Student Veterans of America, Washington, DC; 
David Carlson, University of Vermont, Burlington; 
and Kimrey Rhinehardt, The University of North 
Carolina, Chapel Hill. 

h 

House of Representatives 
Chamber Action 
Public Bills and Resolutions Introduced: 28 pub-
lic bills, H.R. 4714–4741; and 5 resolutions, H. 

Con. Res. 100; and H. Res. 593–596 were intro-
duced.                                                                       Pages H4828–30 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages H4830–31 

Reports Filed: There were no reports filed today. 
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USA Freedom Act: The House passed H.R. 3361, 
to reform the authorities of the Federal Government 
to require the production of certain business records, 
conduct electronic surveillance, use pen registers and 
trap and trace devices, and use other forms of infor-
mation gathering for foreign intelligence, counterter-
rorism, and criminal purposes, by a yea-and-nay vote 
of 303 yeas to 121 nays, Roll No. 230. 
                                                                             Pages H4789–H4804 

Pursuant to the rule, the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute printed in part B of H. Rept. 
113–460 shall be considered as adopted, in lieu of 
the amendments in the nature of a substitute rec-
ommended by the Committee on the Judiciary and 
the Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence 
now printed in the bill.                                          Page H4789 

H. Res. 590, the rule providing for further con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 4435) and providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3361), was agreed to 
yesterday, May 21st. 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2015: The House passed H.R. 4435, to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 2015 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense and for 
military construction and to prescribe military per-
sonnel strengths for such fiscal year, by a recorded 
vote of 325 ayes to 98 noes, Roll No. 240. 
                                                                                    Pages H4804–12 

Rejected the Peters (CA) motion to recommit the 
bill to the Committee on Armed Services with in-
structions to report the same back to the House 
forthwith with an amendment, by a recorded vote of 
194 ayes to 227 noes, Roll No. 239.      Pages H4809–11 

Agreed to amend the title so as to read: ‘‘To au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year 2015 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, and for other 
purposes.’’.                                                                     Page H4812 

Agreed to: 
McKinley amendment (No. 1 printed in part A of 

H. Rept. 113–460) that was debated on May 21st 
that prohibits funds for the Administration to con-
duct any anti-fossil fuel climate change agenda, 
which includes the National Climate Assessment, 
the IPCC report, the UN’s Agenda 21, and the So-
cial Cost of Carbon (by a recorded vote of 231 ayes 
to 192 noes, Roll No. 231);                         Pages H4804–05 

Shimkus amendment (No. 6 printed in part A of 
H. Rept. 113–460) that was debated on May 21st 
that delays relinquishment or agreeing to any pro-
posal relating to the relinquishment of the responsi-
bility of NTIA over Internet domain name system 
functions by the Assistant Secretary of Commerce for 
Communications and Information until GAO sub-

mits a report to Congress on the role of the NTIA 
with respect to the Internet domain name system (by 
a recorded vote of 245 ayes to 177 noes, Roll No. 
232);                                                                                 Page H4805 

Lamborn amendment (No. 17 printed in part A 
of H. Rept. 113–460) that was debated on May 21st 
that limits the use of funds for implementing the 
New START treaty until certification that the Rus-
sian Federation is respecting Ukrainian sovereignty 
and is no longer violating the INF or CFE treaties 
(by a recorded vote of 233 ayes to 191 noes, Roll 
No. 236); and                                                      Pages H4807–08 

Blumenauer amendment (No. 24 printed in part 
A of H. Rept. 113–460) that was debated on May 
21st that requires CBO to update, on an annual 
basis, their report on the projected costs of U.S. nu-
clear forces (by a recorded vote of 224 ayes to 199 
noes, Roll No. 238).                                                 Page H4809 

Rejected: 
Smith (WA) amendment (No. 10 printed in part 

A of H. Rept. 113–460) that was debated on May 
21st that sought to provide a framework for closure 
of the detention facility at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, 
by December 31, 2016 (by a recorded vote of 177 
ayes to 247 noes, Roll No. 233);               Pages H4805–06 

Smith (WA) amendment (No. 11 printed in part 
A of H. Rept. 113–460) that was debated on May 
21st that sought to eliminate indefinite military de-
tention of any person detained under AUMF author-
ity in the United States, its territories, or posses-
sions, by providing for immediate transfer to trial 
and proceedings by a court established under the 
Constitution or any appropriate State court (by a re-
corded vote of 191 ayes to 230 noes, Roll No. 234); 
                                                                                    Pages H4806–07 

Jenkins amendment (No. 15 printed in part A of 
H. Rept. 113–460) that was debated on May 21st 
that sought to create a moratorium on the 
insourcing of previously contracted activities within 
DOD. Exceptions would be made (1) if the activity 
was ‘‘inherently governmental’’, and thereby should 
never have been contracted out in the first place; and 
(2) if DOD would employ a ‘‘reverse A–76’’ to 
itemize specific costs saved to the taxpayer should 
the DOD be able to perform the commercial activity 
more efficiently for the taxpayer (by a recorded vote 
of 179 ayes to 244 noes, Roll No. 235); and 
                                                                                            Page H4807 

Schiff amendment (No. 21 printed in part A of 
H. Rept. 113–460) that was debated on May 21st 
that sought to sunset the 2001 AUMF effective 12 
months from date of enactment of the bill (by a re-
corded vote of 191 ayes to 233 noes, Roll No. 237). 
                                                                                    Pages H4808–09 
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Agreed that the Clerk be authorized to make 
technical and conforming changes to reflect the ac-
tions of the House.                                                    Page H4812 

H. Res. 590, the rule providing for further con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 4435) and providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3361), was agreed to 
yesterday, May 21st. 
Meeting Hour: Agreed that when the House ad-
journs today, it adjourn to meet at 3 p.m. tomorrow, 
May 23rd; when the House adjourns on that day, it 
adjourn to meet at 12 noon on Tuesday, May 27th; 
and when the House adjourns on that day, it adjourn 
to meet on Wednesday, May 28th at 12 noon for 
Morning Hour Debate and 2 p.m. for legislative 
business.                                                                          Page H4815 

Senate Message: Message received from the Senate 
today appears on page H4804. 
Senate Referral: S. 2086 was referred to the Com-
mittees on Transportation and Infrastructure and En-
ergy and Commerce.                                                 Page H4804 

Quorum Calls—Votes: One yea-and-nay vote and 
10 recorded votes developed during the proceedings 
of today and appear on pages H4803–04, 
H4804–05, H4805, H4805–06, H4806–07, H4807, 
H4807–08, H4808–09, H4809, H4811 and 
H4811–12. There were no quorum calls. 
Adjournment: The House met at 9 a.m. and ad-
journed at 2:43 p.m. 

Committee Meetings 
FEDERAL AND STATE ENFORCEMENT OF 
FRAUDULENT PATENT DEMAND LETTERS 
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Subcommittee on 
Commerce, Manufacturing, and Trade held a hearing 
on legislation regarding federal and state enforce-
ment of fraudulent patent demand letters. Testimony 
was heard from Representatives Polis and Marino; 
and Lois Greisman, Associate Director, Bureau of 
Consumer Protection; Wendy Morgan, Chief, Public 
Protection Division, Office of Attorney General of 
Vermont; and public witnesses. 

MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES 
Committee on Financial Services: Full Committee con-
cluded a markup on the following legislation: H.R. 
4200, the ‘‘SBIC Advisers Relief Act’’; H.R. 4554, 
the ‘‘Restricted Securities Relief Act’’; H.R. 4568, 
the ‘‘Small Business Freedom to Grow Act’’; H.R. 
4571, to direct the SEC to revise its rules so as to 
increase the threshold amount for requiring issuers 
to provide certain disclosures relating to compen-
satory benefits plans; H.R. 4569, the ‘‘Disclosure 
Modernization and Simplification Act’’; H.R. 4570, 
the ‘‘Private Placement Improvement Act’’; H.R. 

4565, the ‘‘Startup Capital Modernization Act’’; 
H.R. 1779, the ‘‘Preserving Access to Manufactured 
Housing Act’’; H.R. 2673, the ‘‘Portfolio Lending 
and Mortgage Access Act’’; H.R. 4466, the ‘‘Finan-
cial Regulatory Clarity Act’’; and H.R. 4521, the 
‘‘Community Institution Mortgage Relief Act’’. The 
following bills were ordered reported without 
amendment: H.R. 4200; H.R. 4554; H.R. 4568; 
H.R. 4570; H.R. 4565; H.R. 1779; H.R. 4521; and 
H.R. 2673. The following bills were ordered re-
ported, as amended: H.R. 4571; H.R. 4569; and 
H.R. 4466. 

GULF COOPERATION COUNCIL: 
DEEPENING RIFTS AND EMERGING 
CHALLENGES 
Committee on Foreign Affairs: Subcommittee on Mid-
dle East and North Africa held a hearing entitled 
‘‘The Gulf Cooperation Council: Deepening Rifts 
and Emerging Challenges’’. Testimony was heard 
from public witnesses. 

PROTECTING RELIGIOUS FREEDOM: U.S. 
EFFORTS TO HOLD ACCOUNTABLE 
COUNTRIES OF PARTICULAR CONCERN 
Committee on Foreign Affairs: Subcommittee on Africa, 
Global Health, Global Human Rights, and Inter-
national Organizations held a hearing entitled ‘‘Pro-
tecting Religious Freedom: U.S. Efforts to Hold Ac-
countable Countries of Particular Concern’’. Testi-
mony was heard from public witnesses. 

EXAMINING INNOVATIVE POSTAL 
PRODUCTS FOR THE 21ST CENTURY 
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform: Sub-
committee on Federal Workforce, U.S. Postal Service 
and the Census held a hearing entitled ‘‘Examining 
Innovative Postal Products for the 21st Century’’. 
Testimony was heard from James P. Cochrane, Chief 
Information Officer and Executive Vice President, 
Postal Service; David C. Williams, Inspector Gen-
eral, Postal Service, Office of Inspector General; and 
public witnesses. 

EVALUATING PUBLIC HOUSING IN THE 
U.S.: REINING IN WASTE, FRAUD, ABUSE 
AND MISMANAGEMENT AT PUBLIC HOUSE 
AUTHORITIES 
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform: Sub-
committee on Government Operations held a hear-
ing entitled ‘‘Evaluating Public Housing in the U.S.: 
Reining in Waste, Fraud, Abuse and Mismanage-
ment at Public House Authorities’’. Testimony was 
heard from Cecil House, General Manager, New 
York City Housing Authority; Kelvin Jeremiah, 
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President and CEO, Philadelphia Housing Author-
ity; and David Montoya, Inspector General, Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development. 

UNFAIR TRADE PRACTICES: ADDRESSING 
BARRIERS FACING SMALL BUSINESS 
EXPORTERS 
Committee on Small Business: Subcommittee on Agri-
culture, Energy and Trade held a hearing entitled 
‘‘Unfair Trade Practices: Addressing Barriers Facing 
Small Business Exporters’’. Testimony was heard 
from public witnesses. 

MISCELLANEOUS MEASURE 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: Full Committee held a 
markup on a motion to issue subpoenas to Dr. 
Thomas Lynch, Ms. Joan Mooney, Mr. Michael Huff 
to compel their testimony on May 30, 2014, for an 
explanation for the failure of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs to produce all emails and written cor-
respondence demanded through the previous sub-

poena duces tecum served on April 8, 2014. The 
motion was agreed to, as amended. 

MISCELLANEOUS MEASURE 
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence: Full Com-
mittee held a markup on H.R. 4681, the ‘‘Intel-
ligence Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 2014 and 
2015’’. The bill was ordered reported, as amended. 

Joint Meetings 
No joint committee meetings were held. 

f 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR FRIDAY, 
MAY 23, 2014 

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Senate 
No meetings/hearings scheduled. 

House 
No hearings are scheduled. 
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March 12, 2015 Congressional Record
Correction To Page D559
May 22, 2014, on page D559, the following appeared: Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence House: Full Committee held a markup on H.R. 4681, the ``Intelligence Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 2014 and 2015''.The online version should be corrected to read: Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence: Full Committee held a markup on H.R. 4681, the ``Intelligence Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 2014 and 2015''. The bill was ordered reported, as amended.
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Next Meeting of the SENATE 

10 a.m., Friday, May 23 

Senate Chamber 

Program for Friday: Senate will meet in a pro forma 
session. 

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

3 p.m., Friday, May 23 

House Chamber 

Program for Friday: The House will meet in pro forma 
session at 3 p.m. 
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