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‘‘(I) is employed by the Federal Govern-

ment; or 
‘‘(II)(aa) has met the requirements for a 

master’s degree or a doctorate degree from 
an institution of higher education (as defined 
in section 102 of the Higher Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1002)); and 

‘‘(bb) is conducting research in the Federal 
building under an arrangement between the 
parent or guardian and a Federal agency.’’; 
and 

(4) in subsection (d) (as so redesignated), by 
striking ‘‘subsection (b)’’ each place it ap-
pears and inserting ‘‘subsection (c)’’. 

SEC. 16. SENSE OF THE SENATE ON SIGNIFI-
CANTLY REDUCING CHILD POVERTY 
BY CALENDAR YEAR 2019. 

(a) FINDINGS.—The Senate finds that— 
(1) the United States has the highest rate 

of childhood poverty among 34 major coun-
tries in the Organisation for Economic Co-
operation and Development, including Den-
mark, Finland, Norway, Iceland, Cyprus, 
Austria, Sweden, the Czech Republic, Ger-
many, Slovenia, Hungary, South Korea, the 
United Kingdom, Switzerland, the Nether-
lands, Ireland, France, Malta, Luxembourg, 
Slovakia, Estonia, Belgium, New Zealand, 
Poland, Canada, Australia, Japan, Portugal, 
Greece, Italy, Lithuania, Latvia, Spain, and 
Bulgaria; 

(2) a record-breaking 46,496,000 individuals 
lived in poverty in the United States in 2012, 
which is an increase of 14,915,000 individuals 
since 2000; 

(3) 16,073,000 children in the United States 
lived in poverty in 2012, which is an increase 
of 4,486,000 children since 2000; 

(4) more than 7,100,000 children in the 
United States, 40 percent of children living 
in poverty in the United States, live in ex-
treme poverty (defined as living in families 
with an income that is less than half of the 
poverty level); 

(5) nearly 1,200,000 public school students 
in the United States were homeless in the 
2011–2012 school year, an increase of 73 per-
cent since the 2006–2007 school year; 

(6) in an average month in fiscal year 2011, 
1,200,000 households with children in the 
United States did not have any cash income 
and, for food, depended only on benefits 
under the supplemental nutrition assistance 
program established under the Food and Nu-
trition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2011 et seq.); 

(7) in 2012, government assistance pro-
grams removed from poverty 9,000,000 chil-
dren, including 5,300,000 children through the 
earned income tax credit under section 32 of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 and the 
child tax credit under section 24 of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986, and 2,200,000 chil-
dren through the supplemental nutrition as-
sistance program established under the Food 
and Nutrition Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2011 et 
seq.); 

(8) in 2012, child poverty would have been 
57 percent higher, and extreme poverty 
would have been 240 percent higher, without 
government tax credits and food, housing, 
and energy benefits; 

(9) in 2013, an individual working full-time 
at the Federal minimum wage could not af-
ford the fair market rent for a 2-bedroom 
rental unit and have enough money for food, 
utilities, and other necessities; 

(10) in school years 2009–2010 and 2010–2011, 
less than half of children ages 3 and 4 were 
enrolled in preschool; 

(11) Early Head Start programs carried out 
under the Head Start Act (42 U.S.C. 9831 et 
seq.) served only 4 percent of the 2,900,000 eli-
gible poor infants and toddlers each day in 
fiscal year 2012, and Head Start programs 
carried out under such Act served only 41 
percent of the 2,000,000 eligible poor children 
ages 3 and 4; 

(12) more than 220,000 children are on wait-
ing lists for child care assistance; and 

(13) child poverty costs the United States 
not less than $500,000,000 each year in addi-
tional education, health, and criminal jus-
tice costs and in lost productivity. 

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense 
of the Senate that the President should im-
mediately present to Congress a comprehen-
sive plan to significantly reduce child pov-
erty in the United States by calendar year 
2019. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to 
reconsider the vote, and I move to lay 
that motion on the table. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

CHANGE OF VOTE 
Mr. COBURN. Madam President, on 

rollcall vote 77 I voted ‘‘aye.’’ It was 
my intention to vote ‘‘nay.’’ I ask 
unanimous consent that I be permitted 
to change my vote since it will not af-
fect the outcome. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

(The foregoing tally has been 
changed to reflect the above order). 

f 

SUPPORTING SOVEREIGNTY AND 
DEMOCRACY IN UKRAINE—MO-
TION TO PROCEED 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to 
proceed to Calendar No. 329, S. 2124, 
which is the bill to support sovereignty 
and democracy in Ukraine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MAR-
KEY). The clerk will report the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 329, S. 

2124, to support sovereignty and democracy 
in Ukraine, and for other purposes. 

f 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT 
AGREEMENT—H.R. 3370 AND S. 2137 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Calendar No. 
317, H.R. 3370, the Homeowner Flood In-
surance Affordability Act; that there 
be up to 45 minutes of debate prior to 
a vote on passage of the bill, with the 
majority controlling 30 minutes and 
the Republicans controlling 15 min-
utes; further, that upon disposition of 
H.R. 3370, the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of S. 2137, introduced 
earlier today by Senator LEE; that the 
bill be read a third time and the Senate 
proceed to vote on passage of the bill; 
that each bill be subject to a 60 affirm-
ative vote threshold, with all of the 
above occurring with no intervening 
action or debate; finally, that there be 
2 minutes equally divided in between 
the votes; and that Senator COBURN be 
recognized for up to 30 minutes fol-
lowing the votes for his remarks rel-
ative to the flood insurance bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
f 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT 
AGREEMENT—EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that following disposi-

tion of S. 2137, the Senate proceed to 
executive session to consider the fol-
lowing two nominations en bloc: Cal-
endar Nos. 647 and 551; that the Senate 
proceed to vote without intervening ac-
tion or debate on the nominations in 
the order listed; that the motions to 
reconsider be considered made and laid 
upon the table, with no intervening ac-
tion or debate; that no further motions 
be in order; that any related state-
ments be printed in the RECORD; that 
the President be immediately notified 
of the Senate’s action and the Senate 
then resume legislative session; fur-
ther, that there be 2 minutes for debate 
equally divided in the usual form prior 
to each vote, and that the votes be 10 
minutes in length. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
f 

HOMEOWNER FLOOD INSURANCE 
AFFORDABILITY ACT OF 2013 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to the consideration of H.R. 3370. 

The clerk will report the bill by title. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 3370) to delay the implementa-

tion of certain provisions of the Biggert- 
Waters Flood Insurance Reform Act of 2012, 
and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there are now 45 
minutes for debate. 

The Senator from Utah. 
Mr. LEE. Mr. President, this par-

ticular bill has not been examined in 
committee—not in the Senate, not 
even in the House. It was rushed to the 
floor of the House without amendment, 
and it is rushed to the floor here with-
out amendment. This is not how the 
legislative process is supposed to 
work—especially not here in the Sen-
ate. 

My opponents may say we already 
had our chance to impact this policy, 
but what we have before us now is a 
different bill—a bill which we have 
never seen before. This bill is not a 
conference report. It takes zero cues 
from the Senate bill. Not a single rep-
resentative of the American people has 
been given the opportunity to offer 
even a single amendment to this legis-
lation. 

All I have been asking for is a vote 
on an amendment which eliminates 
certain insurance rebates for second 
homes. My amendment would not 
change homeowners’ flood insurance 
policies or even reduce the new tax-
payer subsidy we are going to give 
them. It simply removes a retroactive 
reimbursement for second homes. Es-
sentially we ask that working families 
around the country, including tax-
payers in my State, not have to cut an 
additional check to the owners of 
coastal vacation houses. I know of no 
one who objects to my provision on 
policy grounds. Let me repeat that. I 
don’t know of anyone, not one person 
who has raised a policy objection to 
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 CORRECTION

March 13, 2014 Congressional Record
Correction To Page S1627
On page S1627, March 13, 2014, in the second column, the following language appears: Madam President, 
on rollcall vote 77 . . . 

The online Record has been corrected to read: Mr. COBURN. Madam President, on rollcall vote 77 . . . 
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