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The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the President pro
tempore (Mr. LEAHY).

PRAYER

The guest chaplain, Reverend Gloria
Chaney-Robinson, Senior Pastor of
Shiloh Baptist Church in Scranton,
PA, offered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

Eternal Lord God, we pause in these
revered halls to give thanks and to
offer petition. We acknowledge in this
place You have called humankind to
exhibit righteousness and justice. You
desire harmony, accord, peace, and
wholeness. Bless now the representa-
tives who gather in this place of policy
and procedure.

We ask, O God, that You would im-
part the gift of now vision and future
sights. We pray for Your gifts of vision,
discernment, sensitivity, and percep-
tiveness. For those assembled present
and those to come, grant the posture of
patience and of cooperation. To those
in debate, discussion, discourse, and
duty, allow calm clarity.

Allow truth to reign, justice to re-
side, and mercy to resonate. Keep ever
before us the broken, the disappointed,
those in despair, and the destitute. Set
ears to hear the cries of the poor, the
needs of the sick, and the afflicted.
Please allow hearts assembled to do
that which is best for all.

In advance, for what You will do, we
say thank You. We pray in Your holy
Name. Amen.

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.

Senate

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
majority leader is recognized.

———

BIPARTISAN SPORTSMEN’S ACT
OF 2014—MOTION TO PROCEED

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to
proceed to Calendar No. 384, S. 2363, the
Hagan Sportsmen’s Act.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
clerk will report the motion.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 384, S.
2363, a bill to protect and enhance opportuni-
ties for recreational hunting, fishing, shoot-
ing, 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 11 a.m.
this morning, with the time equally di-
vided and controlled between the two
leaders or their designees.

At 11 a.m. the Senate will proceed to
executive session, and we will have five
rollcall votes which will be to confirm
three judges from Florida, one from
Vermont, and also a very important
cloture vote on the Rodriguez nomina-
tion, to be the Director of U.S. Citizen-
ship and Immigration Services at the
Department of Homeland Security.

NOMINATIONS

Mr. President, it is unfortunate that
we still have scores and scores of good
men and women on the Executive Cal-
endar waiting to be confirmed. The
delay by the Republicans is untoward.
It has never happened before, and we
are working through these as quickly
as we can. The judges only take an
hour of postcloture time, but the nomi-
nations take 8 hours of postcloture
time. We can yield back 4 hours, which
we do almost every time, but these
stalling tactics by the Republicans
have added to our doing nothing here
in the Senate not by hours or days or
weeks but by months. It is so unfortu-

nate. We have never had a situation
such as this before.

As everyone knows, we changed the
rules as they related to judges, and
thank goodness we did that. Justice
can move forward in our country with-
out the delay and obstruction that has
taken place over the last number of
years with Republicans holding up
judges. We, through the chairman of
the committee, have moved lots of
judges. We now have four circuit court
judges we have to move toward, and we
will do that, even though each one of
those takes 30 hours. We are nearly
caught up with district court judges,
which speaks well for the Judiciary
Committee and the Senators who are
forwarding names to the President for
submission to the committee.

WORKFORCE INVESTMENT ACT

Mr. President, tomorrow we are
going to turn to the Workforce Invest-
ment Act—a nice, important piece of
legislation. It is a picture of what we
should be doing here on legislation in
general. The Workforce Investment Act
is a very complicated piece of legisla-
tion. We are not going to spend a lot of
time on it, but that should not in any
way take away from the importance of
this legislation. It is very important
legislation. It is an example of how we
should be able to get done in the Sen-
ate.

I commend Senators MURRAY, HAR-
KIN, and ALEXANDER for working to get
this bill to us. They have spent unto-
ward hours and hours of time to get us
here. Everyone knows LAMAR ALEX-
ANDER is a peacemaker, and I appre-
ciate his work. I was told a few min-
utes ago that he came to the floor and
said: Why don’t we go ahead on the ap-
propriations bills and on amendments
that appear to be controversial, and we
can have a 60-vote threshold on those?
I suggested the same thing yesterday.

We voted here approximately 50
times. I have been forced to have, be-
cause of the McConnell rule, 60 votes
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on anything that is the least bit con-
troversial. Let’s move through the ap-
propriations bills. People on my side of
the aisle want to do this, and I don’t
know why the Republicans would pre-
vent us from doing that, but that is
where we are now.
VOTING RIGHTS

I will talk to the press about the next
issue in more detail at a subsequent
time, but I wish to congratulate RAND
PAUL, the junior Senator from Ken-
tucky.

About 15 years ago, I offered an
amendment on the Senate floor that
said if someone has been convicted of a
crime or felony and completed their
sentence, if they go to jail, and their
probation, if they got probation, they
should be able to vote, and that is what
RAND PAUL said.

RAND PAUL offered legislation that
said if it is a nonviolent crime, they
should be able to vote when they have
completed their time. I went a little
farther than that with my legislation,
but I appreciate his suggestion. I will
have more to say about that later, and
I hope I don’t get him in trouble with
the Republican caucus for congratu-
lating him.

This is something that is long over-
due. As a country, we should allow peo-
ple who have served their time and
penance, or however you want to state
it, the ability to vote. I have said it be-
fore, and I now have said it for a third
time. I will have a lot more to say
about it later today.

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

Will the Chair announce the business
of the day?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
BOOKER). Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.

——————

MORNING BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, there will be a pe-
riod of morning business until 11 a.m.
with Senators permitted to speak
therein for up to 10 minutes each, with
the time equally divided and controlled
between the two leaders or their des-
ignees.

The assistant majority leader.

———

FOR-PROFIT SCHOOLS AND
UNIVERSITIES

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, for a
number of years I have come to this
floor to talk about an issue I wish to
bring up again this morning, and the
issue is for-profit colleges and univer-
sities.

Many people, when they hear me de-
scribe this, don’t understand which
schools I am talking about. It is not
the public and private universities that
you would think of automatically, such
as the University of Illinois and North-
western University and others. It is the
for-profit world of higher education.

The for-profit colleges and univer-
sities are led by the Apollo Group,
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which owns the University of Phoenix,
and is the largest; DeVry University,
which is based out of Chicago; Kaplan
and Corinthian, and many others.

They bring about 10 to 12 percent of
all the high school graduates into their
for-profit colleges. They receive from
the Federal Government 20 percent of
all the Federal aid to education be-
cause the tuition they charge is very
high, and these for-profit colleges have
another distinction—their students ac-
count for 46 percent of all college stu-
dent loan defaults. They enroll 10 per-
cent of the students and account for 46
percent of the student loan defaults.

What is going on here? What is going
on here is they are charging these stu-
dents a high tuition for these for-profit
schools, and they are not preparing
them to go to work or at least not to
work at jobs where they can pay off
those student loans. As a result stu-
dents will drop out before they finish
or they will finish with a diploma that
is worthless. They can’t find a job,
they can’t pay back their student
loans, and now they are in the worst of
all possible worlds—deep in debt with
no education to speak of.

The reason I am raising the point
about the for-profit colleges and uni-
versities is because there have been
several significant developments. Edu-
cation Management Corporation owns
a group of schools called the Art Insti-
tutes. I have run into them in the
Chicagoland area. Argosy is another
one of these for-profit schools, as is
ITT Tech, and I mentioned Kaplan and
Apollo.

Career Education Corporation has
schools such as the American Inter-
continental University and the Har-
rington College of Design. They sound
very appealing.

I met one of the students who at-
tended Harrington. Her name is Han-
nah Moore. She is a young woman from
Chicago. She went to community col-
lege for 2 years, and then she trans-
ferred into the Harrington College of
Design in the suburbs of Chicago to get
a degree in design. When it was all
over, after she received her degree, she
could not find a job—not in that field.
It turned out the degree was basically
worthless.

When she left Harrington College of
Design, she had a college debt of
$125,000. She could not find a job, and
she could not make the payments. She
had to move back in with her parents
because that is all she could do, and be-
cause she could not keep up with the
payments, her college loan debt grew
to $150,000. Her father came out of re-
tirement to help her pay for it.

Think about it. She did what she
thought was a good thing in going to
college, went to one of these worthless
for-profit schools, and now her life has
literally changed forever because of
this mountain of debt.

Then there is a group called Corin-
thian College, which I want to focus on
here. Corinthian College is based out of
California. The local college’s name,
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you may recognize, is Everest Colleges.
We have 6 in Illinois, about 10 in Michi-
gan, a dozen in California, and they are
across the United States.

It turned out that last year evidence
surfaced that Everest Colleges were
falsifying the information they pro-
vided to the Federal Government. In
some cases it turns out they even paid
employers to hire Everest graduates
for a short period of time so they could
report to the government that their
graduates had found jobs, and then
after the report was made, the people
were let go. They didn’t have a job.

Everest was asked to send additional
information to the Federal Govern-
ment about this fraudulent practice,
and for 5 months they failed to do it.
Then last week the U.S. Department of
Education said: Because Everest won’t
provide us with the data they are sup-
posed to under the law, we are going to
suspend new student loan money to
them for 21 days. Everest Colleges—or
Corinthian, their parent corporation—
announced that because of this, they
will not have enough money and may
not be able to continue their oper-
ations. The value of stock in this cor-
poration, Corinthian Corporation, went
down to the range of 28 cents last
week. Nobody would loan them money.

Right now some 75,000 students
across America are enrolled in Everest
Colleges with student loans, and there
is a very good chance that Everest Col-
leges—Corinthian as we know it—will
not survive.

My obvious question is: What will
happen to these students? They have
the debt to go to this worthless school
that appears to be going out of busi-
ness.

We are working with the U.S. Depart-
ment of Education right now. I am con-
cerned about where these students are
going to end up. I contacted the com-
munity colleges in my State and said:
Reach out to the Everest College stu-
dents and see if you can rescue these
kids.

But when we look at this and put it
in perspective, we see this is only one
of many for-profit colleges and univer-
sities. Most parents and most students
don’t know this whole brand of higher
education is out there. They think it is
just like every other college. It is not,
and we are not doing a good enough job
at the Federal level to regulate these
for-profit colleges and universities that
are exploiting these students.

Let me tell my colleagues one story
that was reported recently that I think
is horrible, involving Corinthian Col-
leges. It is an article written by David
Halperin entitled ‘“‘For-profit College
Enrolls ‘Exploits’ Student Who Reads
at Third-grade Level.”

A 37-year-old man with what ap-
peared to be a developmental dis-
ability—he was described as shaking,
speaking haltingly, reading at an ele-
mentary school level—37-years-old—
was allowed to enroll in Everest Col-
lege’s criminal justice program.
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According to the librarian who
worked with him—and subsequently re-
signed because of the treatment of this
man—the man was rarely able to com-
prehend sentences, was unable to sound
out words, and does not have the abil-
ity to read documents he was asked to
sign. She was worried about his ability
to even understand the debt he was
signing on for, the student loan debt at
one of these Everest Colleges.

It apparently didn’t matter to Ever-
est. They were ready to sign him up
into college. As long as this man was
eligible to take out Federal loans, Ev-
erest was going to get paid. The man
was just an ATM machine spitting out
dollars to Everest Colleges.

Is that outrageous, to think they
would lure someone with a disability
into signing up?

The list goes on and on, including
Ashford University, another one of
these for-profit colleges and univer-
sities.

The obvious question we have to ask
is this: When will our Department of
Education and when will this Congress
address this travesty? What is existing
across the United States with these
for-profit colleges and universities is
an outrage, and it is exploiting the stu-
dents and their families.

Sadly, a couple of weeks ago we tried
to pass a bill on the floor of the Senate
so that students could renegotiate
their student loans and bring down the
interest rates. Every Democrat voted
for it. We needed 5 Republicans out of
45 to join us so that students in States
such as New Jersey and Illinois could
renegotiate their student loan rates
down and make them more affordable.
We got three Republicans: Senator
CoLLINS of Maine, Senator CORKER of
Tennessee, and Senator MURKOWSKI of
Alaska. We needed two more to start
the debate about renegotiating college
loans.

I think we have to wake up here.
This debt families across America are
facing—44 million individuals paying
college loans—is an outrage. Part of it
was started by these for-profit schools,
but another part of it just reflects a
debt that is out of control, and we
ought to be more sensitive to it.

We are going to call this again. ELIZ-
ABETH WARREN brought the bill to the
floor. This time we are going to hope
that some of our Republican colleagues
go home to their States and in town
meetings actually speak with families
who are paying college student loans.
If they will, I think they will under-
stand they should join us in this effort:
to give these college students and their
families a fighting chance to pay off
their loans and to reform this higher
education system to stop the out-
rageous conduct by these for-profit col-
leges and universities.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

———
RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Re-
publican leader is recognized.
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LEGISLATIVE LOGJAM

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, last
summer I said it felt as though the
White House had hung a ‘‘Gone
Campaignin’’’ sign outside the Oval Of-
fice. President Obama didn’t seem the
least bit interested in passing serious,
bipartisan solutions for the middle
class. It was all campaigning, all the
time.

On the rarest of occasions when he
did come to Congress, it was for inter-
nal campaign rallies with his party.
Well, it has actually only gotten worse.

Since last summer he has barely
picked up the phone and his bill-sign-
ing pen is literally starting to rust.
Here is the reason: This summer the
Democratic-controlled Senate seems to
have put out a ‘“‘Gone Campaignin’”’
sign of its own. That is why the Demo-
cratic Senate has become a veritable
graveyard of good ideas.

Most people assume the purpose of
the Senate is to pass legislation to help
the American people, but these days
the Democrats who run the Senate
seem to think their role is actually to
just bury good legislation. They are
more interested in pleasing their far
left political patrons—patrons who ap-
pear to oppose everything that could
actually help the American middle
class.

Case in point: The Republican-led
House of Representatives has already
passed hundreds of pieces of legislation
this Congress—Ilegislation introduced
by Members of both parties, including
dozens of jobs bills, that remain stuck
here in the Senate. That means Presi-
dent Obama has not had to sign or veto
them, and the Senate majority leader
has been all too happy to protect him
from choosing between helping the far-
left fringe and the vast American mid-
dle. In other words, Senate Democrats
are on a mission this summer to ob-
struct solutions for the middle class at
every turn and to prevent almost any
serious legislating from occurring at
all—at all.

Over in the House the minority party
has been offered more than 160 votes on
their amendments since last July. Here
in the Senate the Democratic leader-
ship has blocked all but nine Repub-
lican rollcall votes.

And it is not just Republican amend-
ments getting squashed either. The
Democrats who run the Senate are so
scared of legislating these days they
are blocking virtually every amend-
ment on both sides. It has gotten to the
point where one House Democrat, a
Congresswoman from Texas, has now
had twice as many rollcall votes on
amendments since last July—15—as the
entire Senate Democratic caucus com-
bined. One Member of the House in the
minority party has had more votes
than all of the Democratic Senators
combined over the last year. Between
the 55 Senate Democrats, they have
had seven amendments in a year.

In other words, the majority leader is
treating his one caucus even worse
than he is treating us.
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Even committee work can no longer
escape the Democratic majority’s po-
litical obsession. The majority shut
down the committee process on impor-
tant legislation that should have been
and would have been bipartisan—bills
about patents and appropriations.

This is the kind of stuff that makes
Americans so very mad at Washington.
I mean, how do we justify stifling the
voices of so many Senators and the
tens of millions of Americans they
were sent here to represent? It is inde-
fensible. It has gotten worse and worse
under current Democratic leaders.

Of course, every now and then, when
we push hard enough, we are able to
force our Democratic friends to allow a
few—a few—bipartisan ideas to go
through, such as the job training and
workforce development bill we expect
to pass tomorrow. But, boy, that is the
rare exception around here—a very
rare exception. Instead, we usually just
see the game playing on important
issues.

On energy, Democratic leadership
blocked every attempt to provide relief
to blue collar families who have been
bulldozed by the administration’s
elitist war on coal jobs. They will not
help the millions of Americans who
struggle every single day with high
utility bills, and they will not allow a
serious vote on shovel-ready projects
such as the Keystone Pipeline, either.
Senate Democrats have blocked just
about every effort to move forward on
these issues. In so doing the Demo-
cratic leadership actually embarrasses
the handful of Democratic Senators
who still call for action on energy and
Keystone—even veteran Members who
chair committees. It just shows what
little influence those Members actually
have under the current Democratic
leadership.

It all lays bare a very simple truth
about today’s Democratic Senate: If
the far left hates it, it ain’t happening.

That is true with health care too.
The middle class is being plummeted
by ObamaCare. A recent study showed
that an average 27-year-old Kentuckian
from Taylor County saw his premiums
skyrocket by almost 60 percent this
year. Constituents such as he are look-
ing to Washington for leadership and
for solutions, but Senate Democrats
will not even allow sensible bipartisan
health care solutions to come to a
vote.

Instead, we just get more politics,
such as the legislation we hear may be
coming up later this week—a tactic de-
signed by the Democratic campaign
committee to make Americans forget—
forget—that Democrats voted to raid
Medicare—voted to raid Medicare—by
$700 billion to fund new ObamaCare
spending. Every Democrat in the Sen-
ate, on Christmas Eve, 2009, without
exception, voted to take $700 billion
out of Medicare to help fund
ObamacCare.

Senate Democrats are actually try-
ing to distract from their votes to raid
Medicare by making it even harder to
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save and strengthen Medicare. But
Americans will not forget that the
sponsors of the proposal were the very
same people who voted to raid Medi-
care in the first place, through
ObamacCare.

And they will not forget what hap-
pened last week either when Repub-
licans advanced a series of bills aimed
at increasing flexibility in the work-
place and boosting upward mobility.
We thought Democrats might want to
work with us in a bipartisan manner to
move these bills forward, but appar-
ently the far left will not let them.
Democratic leadership will not even
consider legislation I have introduced
that would help more moms and dads
work from home while caring for young
children. My bill aims to bring tax pol-
icy in line with what life is really like
for working parents, and it would help
young families save on child care costs
too. But as I said, Senate Democrats
have just gone campaigning.

For the Democratic leadership, help-
ing the middle class seems to be far
from priority one. But the middle class
needs help right now, and the only way
to offer working moms and struggling
college graduates real solutions is to
break through the Senate Democratic
logjam.

There are two ways to accomplish
that. Either our friends on the other
side can get serious about working for
the people who elected them or the
people who elected them can make the
decision for them.

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. 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.

————
THE ECONOMY

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, yester-
day the White House held its Summit
on Working Families. On the summit’s
Web site, the White House notes: ‘“Too
many working Americans—both men
and women—are living paycheck to
paycheck, struggling to make ends
meet and respond to the competing de-
mands of work and family.”” That, un-
fortunately, is the truth.

But what the White House does not
acknowledge is how much its policies
have done to create that situation.
Working families have not fared well
under the Obama administration.
Household income has fallen by $3,500
on the President’s watch. Meanwhile,
prices for nearly everything have risen.
Food prices have gone up. Tuition costs
are soaring. Airline fares are rising.
The cost of recreational activities,
such as going to the movies, has risen.
And energy prices are placing a huge
burden on American families.

Gas prices have nearly doubled since
the President took office. Low-income
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families in my State of South Dakota
pay an average of 24 percent of their in-
come on energy costs alone. And things
are set to get much worse.

This month the President’s EPA an-
nounced plans to implement a massive
energy tax on Americans. Thanks to
this tax, energy bills could rise to crip-
pling levels for many families in the
next few years. That is not what fami-
lies need, especially—especially—when
they are already paying huge amounts
for health care.

ObamaCare was supposed to make
things better for American families.
The President assured the American
people that his health care law would
reduce premiums by $2,5600. But since
ObamaCare passed, not only have pre-
miums not fallen, they have actually
risen—gone up—by $2,500.

Millions of Americans were forced off
the health plans they were promised
they could keep and into exchange
plans that frequently cost more money
and offer less. Too many American
families now have exchange plans with
massive deductibles—some as high as
$12,000 or more.

What middle-class family can afford
to pay $12,000 a year for medical care—
$12,000 on top of their premiums? That
is like having an additional mortgage
payment every single month. It is no
wonder 54 percent of Americans do not
think the President ‘‘is able to lead the
country and get the job done,” accord-
ing to a recent Wall Street Journal/
NBC News poll.

So what can you do if you are a
working family living paycheck to pay-
check and struggling with the high
cost of everything from health care to
gasoline? Well, over the past few years
the answer has been not much because
opportunities are few and far between
in the Obama economy. Instead of pro-
moting policies to create jobs, too
often the President has proposed poli-
cies that kill jobs.

The nonpartisan Congressional Budg-
et Office has reported that ObamaCare
will cause 2.5 million full-time workers
to leave the workforce. Mr. President,
2.6 million Americans earning less than
$30,000 are in danger of having their
hours and wages cut thanks to
ObamaCare’s 30-hour workweek rule.
Mr. President, 63 percent of those
workers are women.

The President and his party have
also pushed hard for a minimum wage
hike the Congressional Budget Office
said would destroy up to 1 million jobs.
Low-income Americans would be hit
the hardest by that.

Then there is the President’s na-
tional energy tax. In addition to rais-
ing energy bills for all Americans, the
President’s energy tax would result in
the loss of tens of thousands, if not
hundreds of thousands, of jobs. The
rule would gut the coal industry, put-
ting tens of thousands of workers out
of work there.

It is difficult to reconcile the Presi-
dent’s ostensible commitment to fami-
lies with a policy that would put thou-
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sands and thousands of parents out of a
job.

The Keystone XL Pipeline would
allow the President to put thousands of
Americans to work. With a stroke of
his pen, the President could sign off on
this project and the 42,000-plus jobs it
would support. Instead, he has ignored
American workers and union leaders
and chosen to pander to the wishes of
his extremist environmental base.

The American people need jobs—
steady, good-paying, long-term jobs
with opportunities for advancement.
Democrats and the President are not
giving that to them. Instead of spend-
ing time on real job-creation measures,
the majority leader has chosen to
waste the Senate’s time on gimmicky,
politically motivated legislation.

If Democrats were serious about pro-
viding real relief to American families,
they would be working with Repub-
licans on the many bills we have pro-
posed to spur job creation and to sup-
port American workers—bills such as
Senator COLLINS’ Forty Hours Is Full-
Time Act, which would repeal the
ObamaCare 30-hour workweek rule,
which is resulting in lower wages and
fewer hours for American workers; or
Senator FISCHER’s workplace advance-
ment amendment, which would further
equip women with the tools and knowl-
edge they need to fight discrimination
in the workplace; and Senator RUBIO’s
RAISE Act, which would amend the
National Labor Relations Act to allow
employers to give merit-based pay in-
creases to individual employees, even if
those increases are not part of a collec-
tive bargaining agreement; and Sen-
ator MCCONNELL’s Working Parents
Home Office Act, which would fix a
flaw in the Tax Code that prevents men
and women from claiming a home of-
fice deduction if their home office has
a baby crib so they can care for their
child while they are working.

President Obama has talked about
the importance of flextime for parents
so they can adjust their work hours for
parent-teacher conferences or soccer
games. Well, Senator LEE has a bill
that would help workers handle the
constant challenge of work-life balance
by allowing private-sector employers
to offer all individuals who work over-
time a choice between monetary com-
pensation and comp time. Unfortu-
nately, like so many other Republican
bills, the Lee Working Families Flexi-
bility Act is buried in the majority
leader’s Senate graveyard.

Traditionally thought of as a place
where bills go to be debated, the Sen-
ate has, instead, become the place
where bills go to die. But it is not just
bills that go to die here; it is the solu-
tions to improve the lives of millions
of Americans. In addition to the many
Senate Republican jobs bills that the
majority leader has prevented from
seeing the light of day, there are doz-
ens—literally dozens—of House-passed
jobs bills—several of them bipartisan—
that the majority leader refuses to
bring up. The Senate historically has
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been a place where the voices of all
Senators—Republican and Democrat,
majority and minority—have been
heard. But lately, the Senate seems to
have become nothing so much as an
arm of the Democrats’ campaign com-
mittee. Democrats have brought up
bills designed to win votes, not solve
problems.

The Democratic leadership has
worked hard to protect its vulnerable
Members from ever having to take
challenging votes. They do not want
Democrats in tough campaigns to have
to choose between the American people
and the Democratic Party’s far-left po-
litical base.

One of Congress’s most basic duties is
to consider appropriations, yet over
the past 2 weeks the majority leader
has pulled not one but two appropria-
tions bills from committee consider-
ation because he did not want his Mem-
bers to have to take votes on
ObamaCare or on the President’s na-
tional energy tax.

That is wrong. We are here to take
tough votes. If you do not want to have
to take hard votes, do not run for the
Senate. There is a lot of stuff that—
amendments get offered by our col-
leagues on the other side that I do not
like to vote on either, but that is what
we are here for. We are here to debate.
We are here to take votes. We are here
to offer amendments, to put legislation
on the floor.

All of us have different ideas. I may
not agree with some of the things that
are offered up by my colleagues on the
other side, but the fact of the matter
is, they have a right, on behalf of the
constituents they represent, to bring
the issues to the floor that are impor-
tant to their constituents, and for us to
debate them, and for us to vote on
them.

In fact, the majority leader has ex-
erted such tight control over the Sen-
ate that over the past year he has not
only blocked almost all Republican
amendments, he has blocked almost all
of his party’s amendments as well.

Since July of 2013—almost a year
ago—the majority leader has allowed
votes on just 9 Republican amend-
ments, and just 7 Democratic amend-
ments—out of 1,500 amendments that
have been filed on the floor of the Sen-
ate.

Think about that. The world’s great-
est deliberative body—open to amend-
ment, open to debate—1,500 amend-
ments get filed; Republicans get 9
votes. I understand the whole idea, the
political motivation of the leader in
trying to protect his Members from
having to take tough votes. But how
are you as a majority Member—how do
the Democrats in the Senate go back
to their constituents at home and say:
It is advantageous for us to be in the
majority in Washington, when you
have only had votes on seven amend-
ments? Think about that. How do you,
with a straight face, go back to your
constituents and say: Being in the ma-
jority matters in the Senate, when
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Democrats here are only getting—in
the last year—seven amendments voted
on? It is outrageous. One a month—
about one amendment a month—is
what we are voting on here, roughly.

Senators were elected to speak for
the people of their State and to make
sure their concerns are represented in
the Senate. When Senators cannot add
their voices to the process, the Amer-
ican people’s concerns are not getting
heard.

The American people have had a
tough time getting their voices heard
over the past few years. Over and over,
they have made it clear they need good
jobs and more economic opportunity.
Instead, they have gotten 5% years of
higher costs and low job creation, and
the jobs that are being created are not
the kinds of jobs that were lost—the
good-paying jobs that provide opportu-
nities for advancement.

Republicans have proposed numerous
bills to expand opportunities for Amer-
ican families and workers. It is time
for the Senate to vote on these bills.
The American people have spent
enough time being ignored. It is high
time for the Senate to change the way
it is conducting its business.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont.

MINE BAN TREATY

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, yester-
day in Maputo, Mozambique, represent-
atives of many of the 161 countries that
have joined the treaty banning the pro-
duction, stockpiling, export, and use of
antipersonnel landmines convened the
third review conference in the 15 years
since the treaty came into force.

The impact of that treaty, once ridi-
culed as a naive dream by many in the
U.S. defense establishment, has been
extraordinary. The vast majority of
landmine use and production has
stopped. New casualties have dropped
significantly. Many countries have
cleared the mined areas in their terri-
tories.

Of the 35 countries that have not yet
joined the treaty, including the United
States, almost all abide by its provi-
sions. We can be proud that the United
States has been the largest contributor
to programs to clear mines and to help
mine victims. Those programs have
saved countless lives. In fact, the
Leahy War Victims Fund was first used
in Mozambique.

But I remember during the negotia-
tions on the treaty how officials in the
U.S. administration at the time urged,
even warned, their counterparts in
other countries, including our NATO
allies, against signing the treaty. In
the end, every member of NATO except
the United States joined it.

Some in our government said it was
a meaningless gesture that would ac-
complish nothing. I think they re-
sented that other governments, espe-
cially Canada, and nongovernmental
organizations from around the world
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could achieve something outside the
U.N. negotiation process, which had ut-
terly failed to address this problem.

Instead, the treaty has already ac-
complished more than most people ex-
pected, thanks to the extraordinary ad-
vocacy of the International Campaign
to Ban Landmines and three-quarters
of the world’s governments, many of
whose people have suffered from the
scourge of landmines.

But the problem is far from solved.
There are still thousands of deaths and

injuries from mines each year, and
most are innocent civilians.
Twenty years ago this week, in a

speech at the United Nations that in-
spired people around the world, Presi-
dent Clinton called for a global ban on
antipersonnel mines. I was proud of
President Clinton for doing that, but
his Presidency, his administration, was
outmaneuvered by the Pentagon, and it
failed to join the treaty. Then, during
the 8 years of the last Bush administra-
tion, nothing happened. In fact, during
those years, the White House reneged
on some of the pledges of the Clinton
administration.

When President Obama was elected, 1
thought we would finally see the
United States get on the right side of
this issue. After all, we fought two long
wars without using antipersonnel
mines. All our NATO allies and most of
our coalition partners have banned
them.

But that has not happened.

Now we rightly condemned, and I do
condemn, the Taliban for using victim-
activated IEDs, which are also banned
by the treaty, but we still insist on re-
taining our right to use antipersonnel
mines.

Eighteen years ago, President Clin-
ton charged the Pentagon to develop
alternatives to antipersonnel mines.
Instead, the Pentagon has fought every
attempt to get rid of these indiscrimi-
nate weapons, even if they do not use
them.

As I have said many times, no one ar-
gues that antipersonnel mines have no
military utility. Every weapon does.
Poison gas has a military utility, but
we outlawed it a century ago. Are we
incapable of renouncing, as our closest
allies have, tiny explosives that are the
antithesis of precision-guided weapons,
weapons we have rightly not used dur-
ing two long wars, weapons that Kkill
children and innocent civilians, and
weapons that should bring condemna-
tion to anybody using them?

We talk about the importance of
avoiding civilian casualties. We all be-
lieve in that. We have seen how civil-
ian casualties can turn a local popu-
lation against us. We do not export
antipersonnel landmines. We do not use
them. We can drive a robot on Mars by
remote control, but we say we cannot
solve this problem. It begs credulity.

This is not an abstract issue. This
girl is who I am talking about. I have
met countless people like her. She is
lucky. She survived, even though with-
out hands and legs. Many others like
her bleed to death.
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I have been to clinics in poor coun-
tries where, instead of soccer balls,
they make artificial limbs like these.
We support them with the Leahy War
Victims Fund. I am glad we can help,
but I wish there was absolutely no need
for that.

I visited a young girl in a hospital
after the Bosnia war. Her parents had
sent her away so she could be safe. The
war ended. The soldiers returned home.
She was running down the road calling
out to her parents, and she stepped on
a mine. Both her legs were blown off.
The war was over, but not for her.

We recently sent people to that part
of the world after flooding. Why? Be-
cause thousands of landmines still in
the ground had washed up and moved
around. Schoolchildren now face the
danger again, because even though
they had mapped where the landmines
were that was before the floods.

As in the past, the White House hides
behind their failure to act by pointing
at North Korea. Who is not concerned
about North Korea? But are we so de-
pendent on antipersonnel landmines
that we cannot develop war plans to
defend South Korea without them? I
reject that just as former commanders
of our forces in South Korea rejected it
long ago.

Last week, after a cursory 2-minute
debate that inaccurately described the
landmines in the Korean DMZ as U.S.
mines, which they are not, and that in-
accurately asserted, based on erro-
neous press reports, that the White
House is about to join the mine ban
treaty, which it is not, the House De-
fense Appropriations Subcommittee
adopted by voice vote a prohibition on
the use of funds to implement the trea-
ty.

The amendment’s sponsor even
claimed that the one thing—the only
thing—stopping a North Korean inva-
sion is U.S. antipersonnel mines. Bal-
derdash. Did the Pentagon tell them
that? Of course not. I wonder how
many, if any, Members of that sub-
committee have even read the treaty.

One would think, 61 years after the
Korean war, that the Pentagon would
not still be arguing that the defense of
South Korea depends on tiny, indis-
criminate explosives that would pose a
threat to U.S. forces if we counter-
attacked. It makes you wonder.

This country, with the most powerful
army, that spends far more money on
its armed forces than any country in
the world, has to rely on antipersonnel
landmines? Oh, come on.

President Obama can still put the
United States on a path to join the
treaty, but time is running out. It will
require some revision of our Korea war
plans. That can be done in a manner
that protects the security of South
Korea and our troops. It needs to be
done, because without the participa-
tion and support of the United States,
the most powerful Nation on Earth, no
international treaty can achieve its po-
tential.

I commend the participants at the
Maputo review conference. I regret the
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United States is there only as an ob-
server, as it has been since the Ottawa
process began 18 years ago. We sit on
the sidelines as though we have no role
in this. What a missed opportunity,
what a stain on the country that
should be the moral leader.

The next review conference is in 2019,
the 25th anniversary of President Clin-
ton’s speech. What an anniversary it
would be if that next review conference
were held in Washington, with the
United States attending as a party to
the treaty.

I ask unanimous consent that a June
22 article in the Boston Globe and a
June 23 article in the New York Times
on this subject be printed in the
RECORD.

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

[From the Boston Globe, June 22, 2014]

FORMERLY A LEADER ON LAND MINE BAN,
OBAMA NOW BALKS
(By Bryan Bender)

WASHINGTON.—In 2005, then-Senator
Barack Obama wrote to a constituent that
he would use his influence to help advance
an international treaty banning land mines,
decrying what he called the ‘‘horrific inju-
ries and loss of life” among civilians long
after wars end.

But in his five-plus years as president,
Obama has not asked the US Senate to ratify
the pact signed by 161 other nations, showing
an unwillingness to take on military offi-
cials who assert that the devices, which the
Pentagon last used in battle in 1991, are still
needed. Instead, his administration has re-
peatedly delayed a review of the issue initi-
ated early in his first term.

Senator Patrick Leahy, the Vermont Dem-
ocrat who has spent more than two decades
directing federal funding to clear minefields
and provide victims with wheelchairs, pros-
thetics, and job training, is so frustrated at
Obama’s lack of action that he is com-
plaining bitterly and publicly about it.

“I think of children who have gone to
something shiny on the side of the road
thinking it was a toy and instead having
their legs blown off,”” Leahy said in a blunt
floor speech in late March, the first in a se-
ries he has delivered to focus attention on
the issue. ‘‘President Obama, you know what
you should do.”

Indeed, what is most vexing to many trea-
ty supporters is that the United States has
done more than other countries to address
the problem, but still hasn’t taken up the
treaty.

In addition to spending more than $2 bil-
lion over the last two decades to reduce the
threat and aid victims, the United States has
halted the production and export of so-called
‘“‘persistent’ or ‘‘dumb’ mines that have no
disarming mechanism and can remain a dan-
ger for unsuspecting villagers for decades.

‘““The United States has actually probably
lived up to about 90 percent of the require-
ments of the treaty,” said Lloyd Axworthy,
the former foreign minister of Canada who
hosted the treaty negotiations, expressing
incredulity that the United States has none-
theless long resisted giving up the weapons.

Although it was among the first to call for
a treaty banning land mines, the United
States is now the only member of the NATO
military alliance that has not joined the
pact. The only other nation in the Western
Hemisphere to refuse is Cuba. When treaty
signatories meet on June 23 in Mozambique
to discuss ways to accelerate the destruction
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of mines as well as strengthen the pact, the
United States will attend only as an ob-
server.

“It was US leadership that really got the
ball rolling,” said Bobby Muller, president of
the Vietnam Veterans of America Founda-
tion, who was a key organizer of the original
movement to ban the weapons. ‘“But the
United States is shamefully behind the
curve.”

THE KILLING CONTINUES

In late May, a six-year-old girl was killed
and five other villagers wounded in Myanmar
when they came upon a land mine near the
border with Thailand.

The same week the US State Department
dispatched a ‘‘quick reaction force’ to Ser-
bia and Bosnia-Herzegovina where flooding
had dislodged land mines left over from the
civil war in the former Yugoslavia.

Advocates for the ban believe America’s
continued reluctance to embrace the treaty
is slowing momentum to render politically
unacceptable a weapon that kills or injures
an estimated 10 people every day in the 60-
some countries where they remain in the
ground. For example, US allies Ukraine and
Finland have recently signaled they might
withdraw from the treaty out of military ne-
cessity.

Three dozen countries still remain outside
the treaty, according to a recent report by
the Arms Control Association, a nonprofit
advocacy group, including the United States,
China, Russia, India, and Pakistan. Together
they collectively account for an estimated
stockpile of 160 million landmines, while ex-
perts say there is no reliable way to estimate
how many landmines are still littering glob-
al battlefields.

AT FIRST, SOME HIGH HOPES

The ‘‘Convention on the Prohibition of the
Use, Stockpiling, Production and Transfer of
Antipersonnel Mines and on Their Destruc-
tion”’ was proposed in 1997, requiring member
nations to no longer use land mines, destroy
all remaining supplies, and remove those
planted on their territory.

The so-called Ottawa Treaty was heralded
as the first global arms treaty to emerge
from civil society, as opposed to govern-
ments. The International Campaign to Ban
Landmines, a coalition of 1,400 nongovern-
mental organizations from around the
world—led by American Jody Williams—was
awarded the 1997 Nobel Peace Prize for spear-
heading the effort, which also benefited from
high-profile advocates like the late Princess
Diana.

The treaty’s unique evolution is viewed as
a possible reason why the American military
brass is still resisting; the thinking goes
that commanders fear that giving up land
mines could encourage similar efforts by
human rights groups to seek to ban other
types of controversial weapons, such as
drones.

The United States initially was a leading
advocate of the pact; then-US President Bill
Clinton called the land mine problem ‘‘a
global tragedy.”’

“In all probability, land mines kill more
children than soldiers, and they keep killing
after wars are over,” Clinton said.

But he opted not to sign the treaty and
seek its ratification after US military lead-
ers insisted that they needed time to develop
alternatives to mines.

The Bush administration also adhered to
that position, while the US Army began de-
veloping so-called ‘‘smart’” mines as a re-
placement, devices officials say are now
ready to be part of the arsenal.

One alternative, called the Spider, is de-
signed to detonate only by command and to
self-defuse after a limited period. It is de-
signed and built in part by Textron Systems



June 24, 2014

in Wilmington, Mass. Textron officials did
not respond to a request for comment.

When Obama came into office in 2009 there
were high hopes that he would seek to join
the treaty; he instead ordered up a review
that has gone on for five years.

Asked about the assessment, Edward Price,
a spokesman for the White House’s National
Security Council, said, “We are pressing for-
ward to conclude our review of US land mine
policy” but declined to provide details.

“The United States shares the humani-
tarian concerns of the parties to the Ottawa
Convention,” Price added, noting that ‘‘the
United States is the single largest financial
supporter of global humanitarian demining
efforts.”

A Pentagon spokeswoman, Lieutenant
Commander Amy Derrickfrost, defended the
military’s position. She said that in addition
to ending the use of so-called ‘‘dumb’ mines
in 2010, the US military also no longer uses
plastic mines, which cannot be identified
with a metal detector or other mine surveil-
lance technologies.

But the military continues to say that it
must have the ability to use anti-personnel
land mines.

“I consider them to be an important tool
in the arsenal of the armed forces of the
United States,” General Martin Dempsey,
the chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff,
told a congressional hearing in March, espe-
cially on the Korean penninsula, where they
are intended to help blunt an invasion by the
North Korean army.

The Pentagon position has its share of sup-
porters on Capitol Hill, including Represent-
ative Randy Forbes, a Virginia Republican,
who calls land mines ‘‘vitally important to
the defense of South Korea.”” Fearing that
Obama will sign the treaty, he has proposed
an amendment to a new defense bill that
would prohibit the administration from im-
plementing the treaty.

Many observers, however, remain surprised
at the extent of opposition at the Pentagon
to the treaty.

‘““Some of the guys that wrote the [Korean]
war plans were advocates of the mine ban,”
said retired Army Lietenant General G. Rob-
ert Gard, who traveled to South Korea in the
late 1990s at Leahy’s request to make an as-
sessment.

Gard, who is chairman of the Center for
Arms Control and Nonproliferation, a non-
profit think tank, said commanders asserted
“we could accomplish the things that land
mines were purported to do for us by other
means.”’

A veteran of the Korean and Vietnam
Wars, Gard believes that the continued Pen-
tagon resistance is driven by fear that giving
in could embolden human rights groups to
try to ban other weapons.

He described the argument: “If you give in
to those flaky nongovernmental organiza-
tions they will try to to make us get rid of
other weapons we really need.”

Meanwhile, the ongoing land mine policy
review—the third such assessment since the
Clinton years—has treaty advocates such as
Williams, the peace prize recipient, deeply
frustrated.

She said in an e-mail that she ‘‘does not
understand why this review has taken place
at all and even less do we understand or ac-
cept why it has taken five years already and
President Obama still seems unable to bring
it to a conclusion that can be shared with
the American public.”

‘LIFE FOREVER RUINED’

The gruesome photographs, blown up to
nearly life size for maximum effect, line a
small, cluttered office of the Senate Appro-
priations Committee. One depicts a pair of
legless men looking up from their wheel

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

chairs, another a woman hobbling along with
the help of a stick.

The images were all captured by Leahy, an
amateur photographer who has personally
chronicled dozens of innocent war victims
from Central America to Southeast Asia.

His crusade against land mines began more
than two decades ago in a jungle village in
Nicaragua, at the height of its civil war.

“There was a little boy, probably 12 years
old, one leg, homemade crutch. He’d lost his
leg from a landmine,” Leahy recalled in an
interview in his Senate office, where some of
his war victim photos hang at eye level
above his desk.

Leahy asked the boy if he was injured by
the forces loyal to the Sandinista govern-
ment or the so-called Contra rebels. ‘“Well,
he had no idea. He just knew that his life was
forever ruined.”

Leahy later used his perch on the panel
overseeing the State Department budget to
establish a US fund to help the most vulner-
able victims of war, which was later named
the Leahy Victims Fund. He also provided
money for mine clearance groups around the
world.

Leahy later proposed legislation prohib-
iting the United States from exporting land
mines. To help convince a skeptical Senate,
he persuaded DC Comics to publish a Batman
comic edition in which the caped crusader, in
his effort to rescue a child, had to walk
through a minefield.

The last panel depicted the child reaching
for a shiny object and being warned by Bat-
man not to pick it up before there was a
“Kaboom.”

Leahy provided a copy of the special issue
to every senator; his legislation passed by
voice vote without opposition. He now re-
mains optimistic that if Obama would sign
the land mine treaty and send it to the Sen-
ate for ratification it has a good chance of
garnering the required two-thirds, or 67
votes, to pass—despite the overall partisan
rancor.

“I don’t want to sound like I am on a cru-
sade but nothing has gripped me as much
since I have been here,”’” Leahy said, tearing
up when recalling how he lifted a Viet-
namese landmine victim into his wheelchair.
(‘“‘He grabbed my shirt, he pulled me down,
and he kissed me”’.)

‘““This is today’s poison gas,”” Leahy said.
Failing to join the treaty, he believes, ‘‘is a
moral failure of our country.”’

[From the New York Times, June 23, 2014]

TREATY IS MAKING LAND MINES WEAPON OF
PAST, GROUP SAYS

(By Rick Gladstone)

Despite the conflicts in Syria, Iraq and Af-
ghanistan, the armed uprising in Ukraine
and turmoil in other hot spots in the Middle
East and Africa, one of war’s most insidious
weapons—antipersonnel land mines—have
been largely outlawed and drastically re-
duced, a monitoring group said in a report
released Monday.

In the 15 years since a global treaty pro-
hibiting these weapons took effect, the use
and production of the mines has nearly
stopped, new casualties have plummeted, and
more than two dozen countries once con-
taminated by land mines buried since old
wars have removed them, said the report by
the group, the International Campaign to
Ban Landmines.

“The Mine Ban Treaty remains an ongoing
success in stigmatizing the use of land mines
and mitigating the suffering they cause,”
said Jeff Abramson, the project manager of
Landmine Monitor, the group’s research
unit.

The group, which won a Nobel Peace Prize
in 1997 for its work, released the report to co-
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incide with the Third Review Conference of
the Mine Ban Treaty, which convened Mon-
day in Maputo, Mozambique, where rep-
resentatives from its 161 signers and other
participants will spend five days discussing
how to further strengthen enforcement of
the agreement.

Antipersonnel mines are hidden explosive
devices that are buried in the ground and de-
signed to be detonated when a person steps
on or near them, causing indiscriminate
death and grievous injury. They can lie dor-
mant for decades, long after a conflict has
ended. Many of their victims are children.

The United States, which was among the
original countries to call for a treaty ban-
ning mines and has done much to help other
countries purge them, has not signed the
treaty. It is among the 36 countries that
have not signed it and is the only NATO
member outside the treaty. (Russia and
China also have not signed.)

An American delegation is attending the
Maputo conference only as observers.

Human rights advocates criticize the
United States for what they call a con-
spicuous lapse that may be dissuading other
countries from joining the treaty.

The Obama administration, which says it
has been evaluating the treaty’s provisions
since 2009, has issued conflicting signals
about its intentions.

“It’s going to be embarrassing for the U.S.
to have to explain to the high-level officials
at the summit meeting why it has been re-
viewing its land mine policies for five years
without making a decision,” said Stephen
Goose, the executive director of the arms di-
vision at Human Rights Watch and the
chairman of the United States Campaign to
Ban Landmines, a coalition of groups that
has been pressing the United States to join.

American defense officials have resisted a
blanket renunciation of land mines. Gen.
Martin E. Dempsey, chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff, told a congressional hearing
in March that he considered such weapons
“an important tool” in the American arse-
nal, citing as an example their use in South
Korea to deter an invasion from North
Korea.

Others, however, have expressed frustra-
tion over what they regard as an inexcusable
American refusal to join the treaty. Senator
Patrick J. Leahy, a Vermont Democrat and
a prominent supporter of the treaty, has
pressed the administration in speeches this
year to endorse it.

“If land mines were littering this coun-
try—in schoolyards, along roads, in corn-
fields, in our national parks—and hundreds
of American children were being crippled”
like children in Cambodia, Mr. Leahy said in
an April 9 statement, ‘“‘how long would it
take before the White House sent the Mine
Ban Treaty to the Senate for ratification.”

Despite its apparent reluctance to join the
treaty, the United States has spent more
than $2 billion in the past two decades to
help clear mines and aid victims, more than
any other country.

The United States also has stopped produc-
tion and export of so-called dumb mines that
cannot be disarmed, and it no longer uses
plastic materials that can foil metal detec-
tors used to decontaminate mine-infested
areas.

The report by the International Campaign
to Ban Landmines said that only five coun-
tries—Israel, Libya, Myanmar, Russia and
Syria, all nonsigners of the treaty—had used
antipersonnel land mines since 2009.

But it also reported that Yemen, which has
signed the treaty, disclosed last November
that it violated its pledge against land mine
use in 2011.

The report said global stockpiles of mines
had dropped sharply, with 87 signers of the
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treaty having completed their promised de-
struction of a total of about 47 million
mines, since the treaty took effect. Twenty-
seven nations contaminated with mines have
proclaimed themselves mine-free during that
period.

Casualties from leftover mines have also
declined by more than half since the treaty
took effect, the report said. Yet in the
roughly 60 countries where contamination
from land mines and other explosive rem-
nants of war remains a problem, an esti-
mated 4,000 people a year are Kkilled or
wounded.

The report said nearly half the victims
were children. In Afghanistan, it said, chil-
dren constitute 61 percent of all such casual-
ties since 1999.

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, what is
the parliamentary situation?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate is in morning business until 11 a.m.

Mr. LEAHY. I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida.

NOMINATIONS

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I inform
the Senate that the three judges from
Florida we are about to vote on have
the support of Senator RUBIO and I. It
is as a result of a bipartisan process. It
is actually a nonpartisan process as to
how we select our judges in Florida.
Senator RUBIO and I appoint a judicial
nominating commission in the three
judicial districts in Florida. They then,
when there is a vacancy of a judge or
U.S. attorney or U.S. marshal, receive
the applications, do the interviews, and
make—for one vacancy—three rec-
ommendations. Senator RUBIO and I
then take these three recommenda-
tions, the two of us together interview
the applicants. The arrangement we
have with the White House—and of
course we know the President could se-
lect whomever he wants, but the White
House has graciously agreed, and this
has been a longstanding practice with
the Federal judge selections from Flor-
ida, the White House has agreed they
will pick from among the three we
send.

Senator RUBIO and I send comments
to the White House about the three,
even though what we primarily do is
tell the White House if we have an ob-
jection to any one of the three who
come through the judicial nominating
commission process.

Therefore, what we do is we take pol-
itics out of the selection of judges.

I highly recommend to the Senate
Paul Byron and Carlos Eduardo Men-
doza, both of the Middle District, and
Beth Bloom of the Southern District.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

——————

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER
WALSH).

Morning business is closed.

(Mr.
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EXECUTIVE SESSION

NOMINATION OF PAUL G. BYRON
TO BE UNITED STATES DISTRICT
JUDGE FOR THE MIDDLE DIS-
TRICT OF FLORIDA

NOMINATION OF CARLOS
EDUARDO MENDOZA TO BE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT

JUDGE FOR THE MIDDLE DIS-
TRICT OF FLORIDA

NOMINATION OF BETH BLOOM TO
BE UNITED STATES DISTRICT
JUDGE FOR THE SOUTHERN DIS-
TRICT OF FLORIDA

NOMINATION OF GEOFFREY W.
CRAWFORD TO BE UNITED
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR
THE DISTRICT OF VERMONT

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to consider
the following nominations, which the
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nations of Paul G. Byron, of Florida, to
be United States District Judge for the
Middle District of Florida; Carlos
Eduardo Mendoza, of Florida, to be
United States District Judge for the
Middle District of Florida; Beth Bloom,
of Florida, to be United States District
Judge for the Southern District of
Florida; and Geoffrey W. Crawford, of
Vermont, to be United States District
Judge for the District of Vermont.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There
will be 2 minutes of debate prior to the
Byron nomination.

The Senator from Florida.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to yield back all
time.

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

VOTE ON BYRON NOMINATION

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nomination of
Paul G. Byron, of Florida, to be United
States District Judge for the Middle
District of Florida?

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask
for the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from New Mexico (Mr. HEIN-
RICH), the Senator from Arkansas (Mr.
PRYOR), the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. ROCKEFELLER), and the Sen-
ator from Hawaii (Mr. SCHATZ) are nec-
essarily absent.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Mississippi (Mr. COCHRAN) and the
Senator from Nebraska (Mr. JOHANNS).

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote?
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The result was announced—yeas 94,
nays 0, as follows:
[Rollcall Vote No. 206 Ex.]

YEAS—9%4
Alexander Franken Murkowski
Ayotte Gillibrand Murphy
Baldwin Graham Murray
Barrasso Grassley Nelson
Begich Hagan Paul
Bennet Harkin Portman
Blumenthal Hatch Reed
Blunt Heitkamp :
Booker Heller g?ld

N isch
Boozman Hirono Roberts
Boxer Hoeven X
Brown Inhofe Rubio
Burr Isakson Sanders
Cantwell Johnson (SD) Schumer
Cardin Johnson (WI) Scott
Carper Kaine Sessions
Casey King Shaheen
Chambliss Kirk Shelby
Coats Klobuchar Stabenow
Coburn Landrieu Tester
Collins Leahy Thune
Coons Lee Toomey
Corker Levin Udall (CO)
Cornyn Manchin Udall (NM)
Cru MeCatn ipter
Donnelly McCaskill “ﬁ’,:iir
Durbin McConnell Warren
Enzi Menendez Whitehouse
Feinstein Merkley .
Fischer Mikulski Wicker
Flake Moran Wyden

NOT VOTING—6

Cochran Johanns Rockefeller
Heinrich Pryor Schatz

The nomination was confirmed.
VOTE ON MENDOZA NOMINATION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is
now 2 minutes equally divided prior to
a vote on the Mendoza nomination.

The Senator from Florida is recog-
nized.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, just to
remind the Senate, this judge and the
next one—as was the previous one—
were done by the Judicial Nominating
Commission process that Senator
RUBIO and I use in order to take any
kind of politics out of the selection of
judges. It has worked very well for
years, and this judge and the next one
are part of that process.

Thank you very much, Mr. President.

I yield back all time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, all time is yielded back.

Under the previous order, the ques-
tion is, Will the Senate advise and con-
sent to the nomination of Carlos
Eduardo Mendoza, of Florida, to be
United States District Judge for the
Middle District of Florida?

Mr. WICKER. Mr. President, I ask for
the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk called
the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from New Mexico (Mr. HEIN-
RICH), the Senator from Arkansas (Mr.
PRYOR), the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. ROCKEFELLER), and the Sen-
ator from Hawaii (Mr. SCHATZ) are nec-
essarily absent.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
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from Mississippi (Mr. COCHRAN) and the
Senator from Nebraska (Mr. JOHANNS).
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote?
The result was announced—yeas 94,
nays 0, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 207 Ex.]

YEAS—9%4
Alexander Franken Murkowski
Ayotte Gillibrand Murphy
Baldwin Graham Murray
Barrasso Grassley Nelson
Begich Hagan Paul
Bennet Harkin Portman
Blumenthal Hatch Reed
Blunt Heitkamp :
Booker Heller gfsl(?h
Boozman Hirono
Roberts
Boxer Hoeven X
Brown Inhofe Rubio
Burr Isakson Sanders
Cantwell Johnson (SD) Schumer
Cardin Johnson (WD) Scott
Carper Kaine Sessions
Casey King Shaheen
Chambliss Kirk Shelby
Coats Klobuchar Stabenow
Coburn Landrieu Tester
Collins Leahy Thune
Coons Lee Toomey
Corker Levin Udall (CO)
Cornyn Manchin Udall (NM)
gmpo M&EK?Y Vitter
TUZ cCain

Donnelly McCaskill en
Durbin McConnell

: Warren
Enzi Menendez Whitehouse
Feinstein Merkley .
Fischer Mikulski Wicker
Flake Moran Wyden

NOT VOTING—6

Cochran Johanns Rockefeller
Heinrich Pryor Schatz

The nomination was confirmed.
VOTE ON BLOOM NOMINATION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is
now 2 minutes equally divided prior to
the vote on the Bloom nomination.

Ms. LANDRIEU. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to yield back all
time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, all time is yielded back.

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nomination of
Beth Bloom, of Florida, to be United
States District Judge for the Southern
District of Florida?

Mr. COATS. Mr. President, I ask for
the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Arkansas (Mr. PRYOR),
the Senator from West Virginia (Mr.
ROCKEFELLER), and the Senator from
Hawaii (Mr. SCHATZ) are necessarily
absent.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Mississippi (Mr. COCHRAN) and the
Senator from Nebraska (Mr. JOHANNS).

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms.
HEITKAMP). Are there any other Sen-
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 95,
nays 0, as follows:
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[Rollcall Vote No. 208 Ex.]

YEAS—95
Alexander Franken Moran
Ayotte Gillibrand Murkowski
Baldwin Graham Murphy
Barrasso Grassley Murray
Begich Hagan Nelson
Bennet Harkin Paul
Blumenthal Hapch Portman
Blunt He}nrlch Reed
Booker Heitkamp Reid
Boozman Hgller Risch
Boxer Hirono Roberts
Brown Hoeven Rubi
ubio

Burr Inhofe

Sanders
Cantwell Isakson Schumer
Cardin Johnson (SD) Scott
Carper Johnson (WI) X
Casey Kaine Sessions
Chambliss King Shaheen
Coats Kirk Shelby
Coburn Klobuchar Stabenow
Collins Landrieu Tester
Coons Leahy Thune
Corker Lee Toomey
Cornyn Levin Udall (CO)
Crapo Manchin Udall (NM)
Cruz Markey Vitter
Donnelly McCain Walsh
Durbin McCaskill Warner
Enzi McConnell Warren
Feinstein Menendez Whitehouse
Fischer Merkley Wicker
Flake Mikulski Wyden

NOT VOTING—5

Cochran Pryor Schatz
Johanns Rockefeller

The nomination was confirmed.
VOTE ON CRAWFORD NOMINATION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There
will now be 2 minutes equally divided
prior to the vote on the Crawford nomi-
nation.

The Senator from Vermont.

Mr. LEAHY. Madam President, is
this the Crawford nomination?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator is correct.

Mr. LEAHY. Let me say he is strong-
ly supported by both Senators from
Vermont, and I might say also by the
people of Vermont.

I yield back the remaining time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, all time is yielded back.

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nomination of
Geoffrey W. Crawford, of Vermont, to
be United States District Judge for the
District of Vermont?

Mr. INHOFE. I ask for the yeas and
nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. There is a sufficient second.

The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk called
the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Maine (Mr. KING), the
Senator from Arkansas (Mr. PRYOR),
and the Senator from Hawaii (Mr.
SCHATZ) are necessarily absent.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Mississippi (Mr. COCHRAN) and the
Senator from Nebraska (Mr. JOHANNS).

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are
there any other Senators in the Cham-
ber desiring to vote?

The result was annuonced—yeas 95,
nays 0, as follows:
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[Rollcall Vote No. 209 Ex.]

YEAS—95
Alexander Franken Murkowski
Ayotte Gillibrand Murphy
Baldwin Graham Murray
Barrasso Grassley Nelson
Begich Hagan Paul
Bennet Harkin Portman
Blumenthal Ha_tch Reed
Blunt He}nrlch Reid
Booker Heitkamp Risch
Boozman H('aller Roberts
Boxer Hirono Rockefeller
Brown Hoeven Rubi
ubio

Burr Inhofe

Sanders
Cantwell Isakson Schumer
Cardin Johnson (SD) Soott
Carper Johnson (WI) .
Casey Kaine Sessions
Chambliss Kirk Shaheen
Coats Klobuchar Shelby
Coburn Landrieu Stabenow
Collins Leahy Tester
Coons Lee Thune
Corker Levin Toomey
Cornyn Manchin Udall (CO)
Crapo Markey Udall (NM)
Cruz McCain Vitter
Donnelly McCaskill Walsh
Durbin McConnell Warner
Enzi Menendez Warren
Feinstein Merkley Whitehouse
Fischer Mikulski Wicker
Flake Moran Wyden

NOT VOTING—5

Cochran King Schatz
Johanns Pryor

The nomination was confirmed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under
the previous order, with respect to the
confirmed nominations, the motions to
reconsider are considered made and
laid upon the table.

The President will be immediately
notified of the Senate’s action.

——————

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There
are now 2 minutes equally divided prior
to a cloture vote on the Rodriguez
nomination.

Who yields time?

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, I yield
back all time.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, all time is yielded back.

Pursuant to rule XXII, the Chair lays
before the Senate the pending cloture
motion, which the clerk will state.

The bill 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 Leon Rodriguez, of Maryland, to be Direc-
tor of the United States Citizenship and Im-
migration Services, Department of Home-
land Security.

Harry Reid, Patrick J. Leahy, Richard J.
Durbin, Patty Murray, Jack Reed,
Sheldon Whitehouse, Christopher A.
Coons, Sherrod Brown, Tom Harkin,
Richard Blumenthal, Benjamin L.
Cardin, Angus S. King, Jr., Thomas R.
Carper, Elizabeth Warren, Amy Klo-
buchar, Debbie Stabenow, Charles E.
Schumer.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By
unanimous consent, the mandatory
quorum call is waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the nomination
of Leon Rodriguez, of Maryland, to be
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Director of the United States Citizen-
ship and Immigration Services shall be
brought to a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Arkansas (Mr. PRYOR)
and the Senator from Hawaii (Mr.
SCHATZ) are necessarily absent.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Mississippi (Mr. COCHRAN) and the
Senator from Nebraska (Mr. JOHANNS).

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms.
HEITKAMP). Are there any other Sen-
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote?

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 52,
nays 44, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 210 Ex.]

YEAS—52
Baldwin Harkin Nelson
Begich Heinrich Reed
Bennet Heitkamp Reid
Blumenthal Hirono Rockefeller
Booker Johnson (SD) Sanders
Boxer Kaine Schumer
Brown King Shaheen
Cantwell Klobuchar Stabenow
Cardin Landrieu Tester
Carper Leahy
Casey Levin Udall (CO)
Coons Markey Udall (NM)
Donnelly McCaskill Walsh
Durbin Menendez Warner
Feinstein Merkley Warren
Franken Mikulski Whitehouse
Gillibrand Murphy Wyden
Hagan Murray

NAYS—44
Alexander Fischer Moran
Ayotte Flake Murkowski
Barrasso Graham Paul
Blunt Grassley Portman
Boozman Hatch Risch
Burr Heller Roberts
Chambliss Hoeven Rubio
Coats Inhofe
Coburn Isakson Zgggicons
Collins Johnson (WI) Shelby
Corker Kirk
Cornyn Lee Thune
Crapo Manchin Tf)omey
Cruz McCain Vitter
Enzi McConnell Wicker

NOT VOTING—4

Cochran Pryor
Johanns Schatz

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote the yeas are 52, the nays are 44.
The motion is agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

————

ORDER OF PROCEDURE

Mr. REID. I ask unanimous consent
that following my remarks, the Senate
recess until 2:15 p.m.; that when the
Senate reconvenes, the time until 4:30
p.m. be equally divided and controlled
in the usual form; and that at 4:30 p.m.
all postcloture time be considered ex-
pired and the Senate vote on confirma-
tion of the Rodriguez nomination.

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

RECESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
in recess until 2:15 p.m.
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Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:39 p.m.,
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Ms. BALDWIN).

———

NOMINATION OF LEON RODRIGUEZ
TO BE DIRECTOR OF THE
UNITED STATES CITIZENSHIP
AND IMMIGRATION SERVICES,
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SE-
CURITY

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the nomination.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

Nomination of Leon Rodriguez, of Mary-
land, to be Director of the United States
Citizenship and Immigration Services, De-
partment of Homeland Security.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the time until 4:30
p.m. will be equally divided in the
usual form.

The Republican whip.

CRIMINAL JUSTICE REFORM

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President,
there are two things I wish to address
here briefly on the floor of the Senate.
The first, strangely enough, has to do
with an editorial that appeared in the
New York Times this weekend.

I remember one of the people who
was influential to me when I was com-
ing up through the political system in
Bexar County, TX, and in Austin, and
now working here in Washington and
back home in Texas. One of my men-
tors said: Don’t ever get into a fight
with somebody who buys ink by the
barrel.

That seemed like pretty sage advice,
but maybe it is a little dated these
days because so much of what we see in
the news is not in written newsprint
itself.

The point is, the editorial in the New
York Times this weekend I am refer-
ring to was talking about criminal jus-
tice reform, a topic that in recent
months has produced some genuine bi-
partisan legislation. I am proud to be a
cosponsor of one of those reform bills,
along with my colleague, the junior
Senator from Rhode Island, SHELDON
WHITEHOUSE.

Our bill would allow low-risk Federal
prisoners to earn credit toward com-
pleting a portion of their sentence out-
side of prison walls—for example,
through home confinement, through
halfway houses or community super-
vision.

Strangely enough, the Times edi-
torial praises our bill as an example
“‘of significant progress toward a legis-
lative solution.”

Unfortunately, it then proceeds to
blame Senate Republicans, including
me, for stalling progress on the bill and
preventing a vote on the sentencing
bill introduced by the distinguished
majority whip, DICK DURBIN of Illinois.

The strange thing about it is, as
every Senator and everybody within
the sound of my voice knows, it is Ma-
jority Leader REID who determines
what legislation comes up on the Sen-
ate floor, and this editorial didn’t men-
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tion him at all. An amazing oversight.
The last time I checked, the majority
leader was the only person in the
Chamber with the power to schedule a
vote on any legislation he wants, and
he can do so whenever he wants.

So for the record, I wish to correct
the error in the New York Times edi-
torial. I strongly support criminal jus-
tice reform, including sentencing re-
form. My concerns about the sen-
tencing reform bill cosponsored by
Senator DURBIN and Senator LEE are
that I believe the criteria it uses are
excessively broad in deciding whose
prison terms to shorten. But I think
those are the sorts of things that could
be worked out through an open amend-
ment process on the Senate floor.
And—I am sure we all agree on this—
we don’t want to prematurely release
dangerous, higher level drug traf-
fickers. That is my concern, that the
bill is overly broad and would include
them. Those kinds of concerns should
not be taken lightly—and I am sure
they are not—and I look forward to
working with my colleagues to address
them.

To reiterate, my opinions about the
sentencing bill have nothing to do with
the majority leader’s prerogative to
schedule a vote. He could schedule that
vote anytime he wants. I would like to
think the New York Times editorial
board is knowledgeable enough to
know that, but apparently they need a
reminder.

IMMIGRATION POLICY

In the last week I have come to the
floor a number of times to talk about
the humanitarian crisis in South
Texas. This of course is caused in large
part by 52,000 unaccompanied minors,
mostly from Central America, who
have shown up on America’s doorstep,
on our border, saying they want to live
in the United States. It is estimated
those numbers could rise to as many as
60,000 to 90,000 this year alone and
maybe double next year unless some-
thing is done.

I have to say I am somewhat encour-
aged because the Obama administra-
tion is finally acknowledging—some-
what belatedly, but finally they are ac-
knowledging their policies may have
contributed to this crisis in the first
place.

This past weekend Department of
Homeland Security Secretary Jeh
Johnson published what he called an
open letter to the parents of children
crossing our Southwest border. This
letter ran as an op-ed in Spanish lan-
guage media outlets, and it warned
parents of the extraordinary dangers
facing Central American migrants who
travel through Mexico, including the
danger of kidnapping, sexual assault,
torture, and murder.

Secretary of Homeland Security
Johnson also made clear that the chil-
dren who have been pouring into South
Texas will not be eligible for the
Obama administration’s so-called de-
ferred action programs. This is what he
said:
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There is no path to deferred action or citi-
zenship, or one being contemplated by Con-
gress, for a child who crosses our border ille-
gally today.

In other words, Secretary Johnson’s
op-ed implicitly acknowledged that
President Obama’s policies have cre-
ated a perception that children who
make it across the border will be al-
lowed to stay. I must say it is a very
dangerous perception and one that sim-
ply has to be corrected, not only for
the sake of U.S. border security and for
the rule of law but for the sake of the
very children who now constitute the
humanitarian crisis on our south-
western border.

In discussing this matter with a
number of our colleagues on a bipar-
tisan basis, it has been observed that
the drug cartels, which used to just
traffic in drugs, now traffic in people.
They have changed their business
model. Essentially, they control the
corridors by which drugs, people, and
weapons traverse Mexico and, in this
instance, come from Central America.

The fact is there should be a lot of
concern on our part that this flood of
unaccompanied children will prove to
be a distraction from the interdiction
of dangerous drugs coming across the
same borders. In fact, in the Rio
Grande sector of the Border Patrol, in
the Rio Grande Valley, as the distin-
guished chairman of the Homeland Se-
curity Committee knows, there has ac-
tually been a drop in the number of
drug interdictions coming across the
southwestern border in part because
the Border Patrol and other law en-
forcement have been diverted to deal
with this humanitarian crisis.

I see the chairman on the floor, and
it looks as though he has a question on
his mind. I yield to him for a question
if he has one.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Delaware.

Mr. CARPER. Madam President, I
thank the Senator from Texas for his
thoughtful comments.

When I was Governor, and long before
that, and certainly in the Senate, I
have liked to focus on underlying
causes, not just the symptoms or prob-
lems but how do we solve the under-
lying challenge that is before us.

In this case we focus so much on the
border and what we are doing on the
border. We have tens of thousands of
men and women arrayed there, drones,
all kinds of technology to stop people
from coming in. It is important for us
to defend and secure our borders. The
Senator from Texas has been a cham-
pion for that, and I would like to think
I have as well, also, having been to
Guatemala and El Salvador in the last
couple of months, and Mexico and Co-
lombia, trying to understand what is
the underlying cause here.

As the Senator from Texas knows
probably better than most of us, a big
part of the underlying cause is the
lives the folks are being forced to live
in Guatemala, El Salvador, and Hon-
duras. As we squeeze that bubble in
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northern Mexico to try to go after the
narco drug lords, we squeeze that bub-
ble and they go somewhere else—they
head south. They have made life miser-
able in those countries for a lot of peo-
ple.

So as we secure our borders and do
all the work there, sending a strong,
clear message, as Secretary Johnson
has said, to those parents of those in
Guatemala and El Salvador, it is also
important to figure out how we partner
with Colombia and those folks in Mex-
ico and Guatemala, El Salvador and
Honduras, to improve the hellacious
lives many are living, with a lack of
hope, lack of safety, lack of jobs, lack
of opportunity, lack of education. We
can do that. We can do that while at
the same time securing our borders. We
have to do both. And the underlying
cause is important.

I have no questions, but I want to
thank the Senator for his thoughts this
evening, for yielding, and for giving me
a chance to join him.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas.

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, the
chairman of the Homeland Security
Committee is exactly right to say we
can’t just look at the border in dealing
with this crisis.

My friend HENRY CUELLAR from La-
redo, TX, a Member of the House of
Representatives, likened this to a foot-
ball game. He said: You can’t only do
goal line defense. We need to find ways
of deterring people from leaving their
homes in the first place and coming to
the United States.

I know Vice President BIDEN was in
Guatemala this last week and Sec-
retary Johnson was in the Rio Grande
Valley, and I know they are looking at
all of this. There is no simple, single-
shot answer to it. But the fact is there
are a lot of people who want to come to
the United States, for obvious reasons.

But I look at it as even though we
are a nation of immigrants, we are a
nation of legal immigration, one of the
most generous in the world. I think we
naturalize roughly 800,000 people a year
now because they want to become
American citizens through the legal
system.

But to have this mass of humanity
come at such a great flood and in such
a short period of time, particularly as
unaccompanied minors, threatens to
capsize the boat. It creates a lot of
hardship in local communities, States,
and places around the country we
wouldn’t expect to be dealing with this,
because they are going to have to be
taken care of. We are committed to
making sure these children are taken
care of, but we have to send a message
very clearly that if you are a parent
contemplating this circumstance, you
should not send your children, particu-
larly on the perilous and dangerous
journey leading from Central America.

I have mentioned in recent days a
book written in 2013 called ‘‘The
Beast” by a courageous Salvadoran
writer named Oscar Martinez. Mr. Mar-
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tinez, a journalist, traveled I think
eight different times with the migrants
from Central America and wrote in this
book about their experiences and, un-
fortunately, the unspeakable brutal-
ities these migrants encounter on a
daily basis—again, because they are
traveling through a smuggling corridor
controlled by the cartels, in this in-
stance the Zetas. The Zetas are a spin-
off of the Sinaloa cartel. They used to
traffic in drugs, but now they realize
they can make money off these mi-
grants—and they do, in terrible sorts of
ways. Of course they are lawless, and
the brutalities they exact on these mi-
grants are shocking.

For example, Mr. Martinez in his
book ‘‘The Beast’ tells a story of one
migrant woman who was raped on the
dirt-and-straw floor of a cardboard
shack before being strangled to death
in a Mexican town along the Guate-
malan border. This woman’s picture
was subsequently published in a local
newspaper on a half page, with two
other pictures of tortured bodies. In
the meantime, an epitaph was written
on a small cross that read: The young
mother and her twins died November
2008.

I realize this is shocking and really
horrible, and we prefer not to even
think about it. But I think we need to
acknowledge—and certainly the par-
ents who send their young children un-
accompanied on this long, perilous
journey need to understand—what they
are vulnerable to.

The dangers of the trans-Mexican mi-
gration journey have become far worse
over the past decade as powerful drug
cartels have effectively taken over the
human trafficking business. As Caitlin
Dickson in the Daily Beast reported
yesterday:

While the journey north was always
treacherous and costly, in the hands of the
cartels it has become deadlier than ever. The
entire border, and the routes leading up to
it, are controlled by some combination of
Los Zetas, Sinaloa, and Knights of Templar
cartels, along with a few smaller groups—
making it impossible to cross without their
permission.

What they have to pay to exact their
permission is a tax or a fee—basically,
protection money—to allow them to
pass more or less safely through their
territory. As I have said many times,
there is nothing at all humane about
encouraging mothers, daughters, fa-
thers, and sons to put their lives in the
hands of such vicious criminals. Yet
when the President has talked as he
has over the years about dealing hu-
manely with migrants, he acts as if the
decision to demonstrate more and more
leniency or deferred action when it
comes to our enforcement or immigra-
tion laws is itself a humanitarian act.
Yet perversely what it does is it en-
courages this sort of illegal immigra-
tion and encourages mothers and fa-
thers to subject their children to these
tremendous brutalities.

I can only hope the ongoing crisis we
are seeing now along the southwestern
border will dispel any illusions that
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somehow by saying, well, we will not
enforce our immigration laws as to this
class of individuals, we are going to
pick and choose or we have deported
too many people, so we are going to
quit deporting people—these actions
and inactions have consequences, and
this is the sort of consequence that
sort of action produces. I hope it will
dissuade the President from announc-
ing yet another unilateral suspension
of immigration enforcement later this
summer.

There are various stories written and
rumors told that the President, if im-
migration reform doesn’t pass this year
in Congress, will take action unilater-
ally through an Executive order. He
has encouraged that perception, say-
ing, “I have a pen and I have a phone,”’
and he has issued a number of Execu-
tive orders in a number of different
areas, but I hope the President doesn’t
compound the problem by further send-
ing the message that he is going to uni-
laterally suspend enforcement of our
immigration laws because the con-
sequences will be big and they will fur-
ther jeopardize the health, welfare, and
well-being of the people he thinks he is
trying to help.

I would ask the President: What is
more important, is it political pos-
turing—trying to show to an important
constituency that you are sympathetic
to their concerns—or are we going to
focus primarily on people’s lives and
their welfare?

Given all that has happened in this
humanitarian crisis, how on Earth
could the President possibly justify an-
other unilateral change in immigration
enforcement that will likely lead to
another surge like we have seen on the
border.

It is pretty simple. Unless we send a
clear message that our borders are
being enforced and that our laws are
being upheld, we will continue to face
crisis after crisis after crisis. Mean-
while, untold numbers of migrants will
continue suffering and dying in Central
America and Mexico just trying to get
here or get here—showing up on our
doorstep—and overwhelm our capacity
to deal with them in a responsible way.

I yield the floor, and I would suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceed to do
call the roll.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from South Carolina.

Mr. SESSIONS. 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. SESSIONS. Colleagues, there is
an unprecedented crisis unfolding on
our border. The crisis threatens the
very integrity of our national border,
our laws, and our system of justice. It
is something I have been talking about
for a number of years, but it has
reached unusual and dangerous propor-
tions. It is a crisis of this administra-
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tion’s own making and a crisis the ad-
ministration’s policies continue to en-
courage.

America deserves leaders in the exec-
utive branch who will stand up and say
clearly: The crisis must end now. The
border is closed. Please do not come
unlawfully to America. If you do come
unlawfully, you will be deported. This
is what we expect from our Chief Exec-
utive, the chief law enforcement officer
in America and, for that matter, the
head of Homeland Security, the office
in charge of Border Patrol and ICE offi-
cers.

But President Obama and Secretary
Johnson at the Department of Home-
land Security refused—just refused—to
plainly make this statement. How can
they not? It is their duty. It is the law
of the United States, and it is causing
people around the world, particularly
in Central America, to believe they can
come unlawfully to America. It is en-
couraging this to happen. They are get-
ting wrong messages from the leader-
ship in our country.

So let’s review the evidence.

On March 20, 2014, the University of
Texas at El Paso did a study that was
funded and supported by the U.S. De-
partment of Homeland Security
Science and Technology Directorate,
and it states that ‘“both Border Patrol
and ICE officers agreed that the lack of
deterrence for crossing the U.S./Mexi-
can border has impacted the rate at
which they have apprehended UACs.”

UACs are unaccompanied alien chil-
dren.

Officers assert that “UACs are aware of the
relative lack of consequences they will re-
ceive when apprehended at the U.S. border.”

Get this: Officers are certain the
UACs are aware of this.

UTEP [University of Texas El Paso] was
informed that smugglers of family members
of unaccompanied alien children understand
that once a UAC is apprehended for illegal
entry into the United States, the individual
will be reunited with a U.S.-based family
member pending the disposition of the immi-
gration hearing.

There will be some sort of hearing set
for them.

This process appears to be exploited by il-
legal alien smugglers and family members in
the United States who wish to reunite with
separated children. It was observed by the
researchers that the current policy is very
similar to the ‘‘catch and release’ problem
that the Department of Homeland Security
faced prior to the passage of the Intelligence
Reform and Terrorism Prevention Act of
2004.

If we catch somebody in the United
States unlawfully, they will be given
some minimal process and then re-
leased on bail and told to return back
to court in so many weeks or months.
In many cases, they do not show up.
They enter the country unlawfully
against the laws of the United States.
They are apprehended but released—
and why would they show up?

Recently Border Patrol agents in the
Rio Grande Valley questioned 230 ille-
gal immigrants about why they came.
These are particularly related to chil-
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dren, and 95 percent said they believed
they would be allowed to stay and take
advantage of the ‘“‘new” U.S. ‘“law”
that grants a free pass or ‘‘permiso”’
being issued by the U.S. government to
adults traveling with minors and unac-
companied children.

So this is what they said 95 percent
of the people who came illegally be-
lieve. This memo that leaked out of the
Department of Homeland Security con-
tinued:

The information is apparently common
knowledge in Central America and is spread
by word of mouth and international and
local media. A high percentage of the sub-
jects interviewed stated that their family
members in the United States urged them to
travel immediately, because the United
States government was only issuing immi-
gration ‘permisos’ until the end of June 2014.

On June 10, 2014, newspapers in Hon-
duras and Guatemala quoted Secretary
of Homeland Security Jeh Johnson as
saying this—this is what he is being
quoted as saying in Central America:
““Almost all agree that a child who
crossed the border illegally with their
parents or in search of a father or a
better life, was not making an adult
choice to break our laws, and should be
treated differently than adult violators
of the law.”

This conveys a message. Isn’t it clear
that people who are not students of the
esoteric aspects of American law would
hear the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity basically saying if you are a young
person and you come you will be treat-
ed differently? Then they hear they
will be given a ‘‘permiso’ and allowed
to stay and be taken care of, that there
is no risk or danger in coming to the
United States unlawfully.

On June 13, the Washington Post pub-
lished an article entitled ‘‘Influx of mi-
nors across Texas border driven by be-
lief they will be allowed to stay in
U.S.” How hard is it to reverse that be-
lief? We have not done it.

On June 19, Democratic Congressman
HENRY CUELLAR of Texas said, ‘‘As long
as they know they are going to be re-
leased and allowed to stay here, they
are going to keep coming.” Isn’t that
true?

The New York Times quoted one
teenager from Honduras whose mother
had sent for him: “‘If you make it, they
take you to a shelter and take care of
you and let you have permission to
stay.”

Records show the administration
knew this surge we are seeing at the
border, which is unprecedented in our
history, was coming, and they knew of
it for some time and did nothing to
stop it or to send the message: Don’t do
this. Do not come to America unlaw-
fully. Make your application if you feel
you are justified in coming, and it will
be processed in regular order. Indeed,
the administration sought, rather than
to stop this dramatic surge, to accom-
modate it.

Even before the public became aware
of the beginning of the surge of this na-
ture at our border, on January 29 of
this year, the Federal Government—
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get this—posted an advertisement
seeking bids from a contractor to han-
dle 65,000 ‘“‘unaccompanied alien chil-
dren’ crossing the southern border.
This was in January.

In 2011 we had approximately 6,000
coming into the country unlawfully. So
in January of this year they posted an
advertisement to handle 65,000. So this
raises serious questions. Why would
the administration claim to be sur-
prised by the current influx of unac-
companied minors when they were tak-
ing bids in January for a contract to
handle the exact situation—almost the
exact number—we are seeing? This
year it is expected to hit about 90,000
children; whereas, in 2011 it was 6,000.
Projections from official sources say
we may hit 130,000 next year. How did
the administration anticipate the very
numbers it seems we have at least to
date?

In March of this year the Department
of Health & Human Services estimated
in its fiscal year 2014 budget proposal
that the number of unaccompanied il-
legal alien children apprehended in 2014
this year would rise to 60,000, which is
up 814 percent from the 6,560 who were
apprehended in the United States only
3 years ago.

Over the weekend the Secretary of
the Department of Homeland Security
published an ‘‘open letter to the par-
ents of children crossing our Southwest
border” on a Spanish language wire
service. I had demanded of him in the
Senate Judiciary Committee that he
send a clear message, and he actually
refused to do so. I had to ask him about
three or more times before he would fi-
nally say: It is unlawful to come here,
and that is the reason you shouldn’t.
He said: You shouldn’t come because it
is dangerous. He said: You shouldn’t
come. It is not a good idea. But he was
not simply saying: Do not come unlaw-
fully.

In newspapers in Central and South
America and on Univision’s Web site
the letter noted, in part, that the Sen-
ate comprehensive immigration bill
“‘provides for an earned path to citizen-
ship, but only for certain people who
came into this country on or before De-
cember 31, 2011.”

The Senate bill died in the House and
will not become a law, and it was
wrong to have done that very thing.
That is what the law said, but it wasn’t
passed. But the very fact that Mr.
Johnson is advertising in foreign coun-
tries an earned path to citizenship for
illegal immigrants undermines his pri-
mary responsibility, which is to en-
force the law. The most primary re-
sponsibility for Mr. Johnson is not to
see how many people he can apprehend
and actually go through the cost and
process of deporting; the primary job is
to deter criminal activity to begin
with, to send a message and back it up
that people cannot come successfully
illegally. Don’t come. Then you will
see a large dropoff instead of this 800-
percent increase we see today.

Human beings are rational actors,
and if they believe the United States is
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granting citizenship to illegal aliens
who arrived before 2012, it stands to
reason that the U.S. Government will
move that date back if more illegal
aliens arrive in the years to come. Why
wouldn’t they think they would be
given amnesty too? That is what hap-
pened in 1986—amnesty was given.
There were 3 million people who were
given legal status, and the message was
heard.

Some say that today, we have over 11
million illegal aliens in the country.

Even a 2009 internal Department of
Homeland Security report on ap-
proaches for implementing immigra-
tion reform recognizes this funda-
mental fact. This 2009 report said:

Virtually all immigration experts agree
that it would be counterproductive to offer
an explicit or implied path to permanent
resident status (or citizenship) during any le-
galization program. That would simply en-
courage the fraud and illegal border cross-
ings that other features of the program seek
to discourage. In fact, for that reason and
from that perspective, it would be best if the
legislation did not even address future per-
manent resident status or citizenship.

That is from an official government
report.

Contrary to the administration’s
claims that illegal immigrants are act-
ing on mere rumor and misinforma-
tion, it is the sad reality of lax enforce-
ment plus the lack of a clear message
that is driving the surge. The reality is
if you get into the country today, you
are not going to be deported. That is
true.

A leaked May 30 internal memo writ-
ten by the top border official, Deputy
Chief Ronald Vitiello, said:

Currently only 3 percent of apprehensions
from countries other than Mexico are being
repatriated to their countries of citizenship,
which are predominately located in Central
America.

I repeat, only 3 percent are being re-
patriated back home.

According to the former head of En-
forcement and Removal Operations for
ICE, the Immigration and Customs En-
forcement agency, Gary Mead:

It’s taking a year or more in some places
for people to come up on a hearing and many
times, they don’t have an attorney, or
they’ve lost an attorney, and they get an ex-
tension, and maybe it’s two years before
they have a hearing. And in the interim pe-
riod, they enroll in school, or they get a job,
or they are reunited with family members,
and then they are no longer an enforcement
priority.

That is significant. Even if after 2 or
3 years a judge finally orders removal—
assuming the individuals show up in
court at all—many illegal immigrants
simply ignore that order, and having
been here for a period of years, no one
makes them leave.

As former ICE Director John
Sandweg said: “‘If you are a run-of-the-
mill immigrant here illegally, your
odds of getting deported are close to
zero.”’

Yesterday, Byron York published in
the Washington Examiner the findings
of Jessica Vaughan, Director of Policy
Studies at the Center for Immigration
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Studies, which shows that the United
States deported a total of 802 minors to
Guatemala, Honduras, and El Salvador
in 2011, 677 in 2012, and down to 496 last
year. Weighed against the tens of thou-
sands pouring in, it is clear that once
again the reality on the ground—not
merely rumor, talk, or policy—of the
lax enforcement has influenced deci-
sionmaking in Central America.

It is obvious to me. I have been a
Federal prosecutor. You have to send
the message, and if the message is
heard that if you violate a certain law,
you will be disciplined, the number of
people who violate the law will drop. If
you never enforce speeding tickets,
people will speed. If you enforce them
systematically, people will slow down.

York quotes ex-ICE official Gary
Mead:

If you're getting 90,000 a year, or 50,000 a
year, or even 25,000 a year, and you only re-
move 1,200, you’re not eliminating the back-
log.

How obvious is that?

Additionally, those here illegally
have taken advantage of an asylum
system that is easily open to abuse and
that the administration has sought to
widen rather than narrow. This asylum
question is very serious. House Judici-
ary Committee Chairman GOODLATTE
recently stated:

Many of the children, teenagers, and
adults, arriving at the border are able to
game our asylum and immigration laws be-
cause the Obama administration has se-
verely weakened them and many thousands
have already been released into the interior
of the United States. What does President
Obama plan to do with those who have al-
ready been released from custody?

That is a good question. We have a
situation now where illegal immigrants
seek out and turn themselves in to the
Border Patrol officer. They come
across the border and go straight to
them and turn themselves in. That is a
fact. What happens then? They are
taken farther into the United States to
be reunited with family members,
apply for a job, attend school, have
children in U.S. hospitals, and stay in
the United States—whether through
skipping court hearings, receiving asy-
lum, or simply ignoring orders to
leave.

We can all expect that 5 or 10 years
from now—and correct me if I am
wrong—politicians in this body will
probably say these illegal immigrants
‘“‘came here through no fault of their
own’’ and are entitled to citizenship. Is
this a policy of a great nation? It is a
policy of a nation that believes and ad-
vocates for open borders, but it is not a
policy that is compatible with a sys-
tem of law, duty, and order.

If people apply and wait in line, why
should other people be able to come
from the outside, break in line, move
ahead of them unlawfully, and then ul-
timately receive the very thing they
sought unlawfully? The chaos con-
tinues.

Indeed, the President actively con-
tinues to incentivize even more illegal
immigrants. That is the effect of what
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he has accomplished here. He reauthor-
ized his DACA program—based on a bill
that did not pass the Senate or the
House—for 2 years, which is a policy
that exempts whole classes of certain
individuals, particularly young people,
from the immigration laws of the
United States. He held a White House
ceremony in the White House honoring
10 DACA recipients. DACA recipients
are people who enter the country ille-
gally. He also unilaterally authorized
an additional 100,000 guest workers,
and now the Justice Department is hir-
ing lawyers to represent unaccom-
panied alien children in immigration
court to maximize the number of those
who will receive permission to stay in
the country.

Claims that DACA—this policy of
nonenforcement unilaterally carried
out by the President of the United
States not to enforce the law—does not
apply to these new arrivals is simply a
distraction. DACA is a unilateral ac-
tion that established the precedent
that those who come to America at a
certain age will receive special exemp-
tions from the law. That is what it
says.

ICE officers report they are often
forced to release even high-risk indi-
viduals of unknown ages and dates of
entry who simply assert DREAM Act
privileges.

In the internal Border Patrol memo,
Deputy Border Patrol Chief Vitiello
stressed the only way to stop the flow
is to show potential illegal immigrants
that there will be real consequences for
their action. He said:

If the U.S. government fails to deliver ade-
quate consequences to deter aliens from at-
tempting to illegally enter the U.S. the re-
sult will be an even greater increase in the
rate of recidivism and first-time illicit en-
tries.

Our immigration system is unravel-
ing before our very eyes. It is unbeliev-
able. The American people have been
denied the protections they are enti-
tled to under our immigration system.
Washington is failing the citizens of
this country in a most dramatic and
open way. Laws are passed by elected
representatives of the people. We have
passed laws that say you can’t come to
America without permission, and you
need to file your papers and follow the
rules. It is unlawful to just walk across
the border because you want to come
to this country. That is not lawful in
this country.

I am calling on all the leaders and of-
ficials in this town to take the firm,
bold, and decisive steps that are nec-
essary to restore order and restore our
borders. It is important for the chil-
dren who are at risk. Many of them are
having a difficult time. They have run
out of money and the coyotes and
smugglers have taken their money and
mistreated them. We have heard a lot
of horrible stories.

What is the best way to fix this prob-
lem? The best way to fix it is to have
the President of the United States and
the Secretary of Homeland Security
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say we are not going to accept you
coming unlawfully. Please do not
come. Don’t do it. Make your applica-
tion like everybody else. Wait your
turn like everybody else. We are not
against immigration or young people,
but it is unacceptable to have a lawless
system—as we have today—that is
placing children at risk and over-
whelming our enforcement officers.

One TV program today said the Bor-
der Patrol officers, instead of doing
their duty, are changing diapers. We
have gone from 6,000 to maybe 90,000 to
100,000-plus next year. The cost of the
budget item last year for these kinds of
things was about $800 million. I think
they are now saying they need $2.28 bil-
lion a year just to handle this overflow.
We don’t have money to do that. It is
not the right thing. It is dangerous for
children, it is corrosive of the law.

The President must send a clear mes-
sage: Do not come. Please follow the
law, and if you come anyway, contrary
to the law, you will be apprehended,
you will be deported, and you will be
required to return home.

I thank the Chair, yield the floor,
and note the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
MANCHIN). The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. GRASSLEY. 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. GRASSLEY. Mr. President,
today, I would like to discuss the nomi-
nation of Leon Rodriguez to be the Di-
rector of the U.S. Citizenship and Im-
migration Service. Mr. Rodriguez was
appointed on December 19 and approved
by the Judiciary Committee on April
3rd by a vote of 11-7.

I want to explain my opposition.

First and foremost, Mr. Rodriguez
lacks adequate immigration experience
to lead this agency. I only say that be-
cause his nomination comes on the
heels of potentially sweeping immigra-
tion reform legislation. When we read
his responses to my questions, it be-
comes clear that he has little apprecia-
tion for what this job as director en-
tails. He basically says that he has a
lot of studying to do. I think, with the
situation of immigration in this coun-
try—the need for immigration reform—
that we need to do better than have a
director of the agency who says he has
a lot of studying to do.

Second, his previous experience with
Casa de Maryland is a concern as well.
He was a member of the board of direc-
tors there from 2005 to 2007. The mis-
sion of Casa de Maryland is to help im-
prove quality of life and fight for equal
treatment for low-income Latinos.
There is surely nothing wrong with
that. That is a very noble cause. But if
we peel back their mission statement,
we will see that the activities they are
involved in are a lot greater than just
improving the quality of life for low-in-
come people. They aid people here ille-
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gally in finding employment and gain-
ing legal status in this country. They
provide legal services to do so, and
they fund day labor centers that focus
on ensuring undocumented workers can
find work on a daily basis. And, of
course, that entails the use of tax-
payers’ money to accomplish that goal.

Their efforts are in direct conflict
with the mission of the U.S. Citizen-
ship and Immigration Service. That
agency has to ensure the integrity of
immigration programs and benefits.
Casa de Maryland believes that anyone,
even those who are here in contraven-
tion of our law, should be eligible for
benefits. The organization has pushed
for driver’s licenses for people here un-
lawfully. They have worked to under-
mine REAL ID, a Federal law that
needs to be fully implemented by the
States. They have organized rallies
that promote legal status for people
who have broken the law. They have
trained undocumented workers to un-
derstand their rights and published a
cartoon pamphlet advising people not
to speak to law enforcement when ap-
proached. They go so far as to encour-
age them not to even provide their
names.

Mr. Rodriguez claimed that he had no
knowledge of this pamphlet put out by
Casa de Maryland. Yet, he was on the
board at the time the pamphlet was
published and disseminated.

Mr. Rodriguez doesn’t disavow their
work or their contempt for law en-
forcement. In fact, he stated in one re-
sponse that he was ‘‘supportive of the
use of local tax measures to support
the day labor centers’” that Casa de
Maryland established.

So it is concerning that he could
bring this same philosophy to an agen-
cy whose mission is to oversee legal
immigration in the United States. And
we all know that we are a welcoming
Nation of immigrants because about a
million people come here every year le-
gally, and they are welcomed, and our
laws allow that.

Now, a third reason to oppose him is
my concern about Mr. Rodriguez’s
commitment to responding to congres-
sional oversight, and my colleagues
know how strongly I feel about
Congress’s doing its constitutional job
of oversight; in other words, to be a
check on the executive branch of gov-
ernment, to make sure that the laws
are faithfully executed. Despite assur-
ances given during his hearing, Mr.
Rodriguez repeatedly failed to provide
responsive answers to many of my
questions. Mr. Rodriguez was not re-
sponsive to the questions I posed even
in writing. While he repeatedly stated
he would review the programs and poli-
cies if confirmed, Mr. Rodriguez claims
not to be privy—that is his word—to
internal functions or have knowledge
of how the agency works. He refused to
provide his opinions on very critical
matters facing the agency, and I will
give my colleagues examples.

In his initial responses he stated the
following response not once, not twice,
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but 17 times: “‘If confirmed, I will cer-
tainly commit to a careful study of
this program to determine any addi-
tional appropriate steps forward, in-
cluding any possible changes to address
this matter.”

We are talking about a person who
gives that response, and he is directing
an agency of 18,000 people. He is not
going to be ready to go to work on day
one, and they need somebody who is
ready to go to work yesterday.

The second time around asking ques-
tions, he responded a bit differently in
each question, but always alluded to
the fact that he was ‘‘not privy to the
internal factors upon which USCIS and
its leadership base its decisions.”

I wish to give my colleagues one ex-
ample. I asked about whether drunk
drivers or sex offenders should be eligi-
ble for legal status and immigration
benefits. He responded in both in-
stances saying, ‘‘In most cases, individ-
uals who have been found guilty of a
serious crime should not receive immi-
gration benefits.”

Well, that is a big question mark.
What does he mean by ‘“in most
cases”? I would read that this way: So
when should these individuals be al-
lowed to receive benefits and legal sta-
tus? That is the question that is unan-
swered by his response.

By not answering the questions about
felons, drunk drivers, or even gang
members, he is essentially toeing Casa
de Maryland’s line that no one should
be deported.

He could not offer an opinion of his
own or elaborate when such people
should get benefits. He said he would
be forthcoming with Congress, but his
repetitive answers show, No. 1, he is
avoiding the questions, and No. 2, he
has a lot of studying to do before he
takes this job.

A fourth reason: He wasn’t forth-
coming with his views on what we call
around here DACA, the Deferred Ac-
tion for Child Arrivals program that
grants work authorizations and stays
of deportation for anyone under the
age of 31.

One of the most pressing items on
the agency’s plate right now is whether
we are going to renew the President’s
DACA directive. In his hearing and
twice afterwards in questions for the
record, I asked Mr. Rodriguez about his
plans with DACA and whether he would
expand the program. I couldn’t get a
straightforward answer from him. I
asked if he had any discussions about
the program, and he stated that he was
only ‘‘generally aware’ of the renewal
process. He clearly knew the agency
published a renewal form for public
comment, yet he claimed to have little
knowledge or opinion on the matter.

What is more, I am told by employees
within the agency that he has a person
at the table who is reporting to him di-
rectly on the agency’s decisions. I am
told he has a conduit during discus-
sions on the deferred action program.
It is not clear how much he is driving
the policies, but it concerns me that he
claims no knowledge of this matter.
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Had Mr. Rodriguez been more forth-
coming, we would also know what is in
store for the President’s directive. Will
he simply renew it, or will he expand
it, as many believe is the plan? Con-
gress should know this man’s views on
those very important matters.

In connection to DACA, I asked
about information sharing with USCIS
and other Federal entities. My col-
leagues know I rely on whistleblowers
for a lot of information. Just recently,
a whistleblower brought me a case in
which the FBI asked for information
on a DACA applicant. The FBI agent,
in an email, said this:

I am checking to see if there was any infor-
mation available regarding fugitive ‘‘john
smith”’? We would love to get him in cus-
tody. I was interested in knowing where he
submitted his fingerprints and if he left a
home address.

Now, that is the Federal Bureau of
Investigation doing its work. Here is
what the USCIS provided in response
to the FBI:

We cannot confirm that a DACA request
has been filed without reason to believe that
the requestor would represent an enforce-
ment priority. However, according to your
email, the agent can see what form was filed.
As such, you could also direct him to our
website for additional publicly available in-
formation regarding immigration forms.

The USCIS’s response to the FBI was
essentially this: Sorry. We can’t help
you. We must protect the confiden-
tiality of the applicant. That is not
quoting anybody; that is the hypo-
thetical answer I think our immigra-
tion agency gave to the FBI.

But this isn’t the only case we have
like this. I have been informed about
the lack of information sharing by the
USCIS since DACA began in 2012. I
asked Mr. Rodriguez about his commit-
ment to provide law enforcement with
information on people who apply for
immigration benefits. Now, I didn’t ask
about the statutory or regulatory hur-
dles in information sharing, but he re-
fused to answer. I asked about his com-
mitment to making sure people who
defraud the government—or who are
lawfully denied benefits—are turned
over to law enforcement for removal.
In one instance, he said it depended on
the person’s circumstances.

The immigration agency is part of
the Department of Homeland Security.
Its core mission is, as we would expect,
to protect the homeland. Yet, this
agency has a culture that I call ‘‘get-
ting to yes.” In other words, cut a
whole bunch of red tape and don’t
worry about what the law says. Just
get people approved to be in this coun-
try.

Mr. Rodriguez’s nonresponsive an-
swer on this matter of ‘‘getting to yes”
concerns me, because it is not con-
sistent with the mission of the depart-
ment. I wanted a firm commitment he
would change that culture, and I
couldn’t get that from him.

Let me also address his connection to
Mr. Perez, former head of the Civil
Rights Division at the Department of
Justice, now the Secretary of Labor.
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Mr. Perez, of course, was involved in
the Department’s decision to decline
the prosecution of the New Black Pan-
ther Party voter intimidation case.

During his hearing, Mr. Rodriguez
admitted he was aware of emails be-
tween political employees and career
prosecutors discussing the decision to
decline to prosecute that case. At that
time, Mr. Rodriguez was serving as Mr.
Perez’s chief of staff and personally as-
sisted in preparing Mr. Perez for his
testimony before Congress. Yet, after
Mr. Perez testified that the political
appointees were not involved in the de-
cision when Mr. Rodriguez said that
they were involved in that decision,
Mr. Rodriguez made no effort to cor-
rect the testimony after the fact.

The U.S. Citizenship and Immigra-
tion Service can be a very powerful
agency. They grant benefits to foreign
nationals and are implementing the
President’s weak prosecutorial discre-
tion initiatives. This agency will have
a lot of responsibility if an immigra-
tion reform bill is passed by Congress.
We are talking about 12 to 30 million
undocumented people applying for ben-
efits if this legislation is passed. They
will carry out an administrative am-
nesty if a bill is not passed.

Under President Obama, this agency
has implemented very controversial
policies and practices. Many of the
policies this agency has undertaken
were included in the July 2010 internal
memo I obtained entitled ‘‘Administra-
tive Alternatives to Comprehensive
Immigration Reform.” That sounds a
little bit like ‘I have got a pen and a
phone, and if Congress won’t, I will.”
The purpose of the memo was to ‘‘pro-
mote family unity, foster economic
growth, achieve significant process im-
provements and reduce the threat of
removal for certain individuals present
in the United States without author-
ization.”” The memo highlighted cre-
ative ways to achieve ‘‘meaningful im-
migration reform absent legislative ac-
tion.”

Remember when the President said: I
have got a pen and a phone, and if Con-
gress won’t, I will.

That is a perfect example of it.

While the administration suggested
this memo was only an internal delib-
erative document concocted by some
bored bureaucrats, the Department has
already undertaken many of these pro-
posals. They will do even more under
the new Director’s leadership if the
President decides to act unilaterally
regarding immigration.

Remember the President who said: I
have a pen and a phone, and if Congress
won’t, I will.

The agency’s culture of ‘‘getting to
yes’’ must change before any legaliza-
tion program is carried out. The Home-
land Security inspector general has re-
ported on this culture. Their own inter-
nal watchdog, the IG, admonished the
leadership for appearing to pressure
line adjudicators to ‘‘get to yes.”” Their
report clearly shows that the immigra-
tion service has a lot of work to do to
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get rid of the ‘‘get to yes’ culture that
has pervaded this agency in recent
years.

The fact that one-quarter of the im-
migration service officers felt pres-
sured to approve questionable applica-
tions and 90 percent of the respondents
felt they did not have sufficient time
to complete interviews of those who
seek benefits certainly warrants sig-
nificant changes be made immediately.
It does not appear Mr. Rodriguez is in-
clined to do that.

This culture stems from the leader-
ship suggesting that line adjudicators
lean toward approval and focus on eli-
gibility and less on fraud. Unfortu-
nately, I did not get any sense from
Mr. Rodriguez that he was committed
to changing the culture.

Mr. Rodriguez’s appointment to this
agency concerns me a great deal. I
hope my colleagues, before voting this
afternoon, will have that same con-
cern. I question his experience and his
managerial judgment to lead an agency
of 18,000 Federal employees. Unfortu-
nately, I doubt his sincerity in working
with Congress on oversight requests. 1
wish he had been more forthcoming.

For these reasons and others, I op-
pose the nomination.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona.

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. President, later this
afternoon the Senate will vote on Leon
Rodriguez as head of the U.S. Citizen-
ship and Immigration Services. While 1
am unable to support this nomination,
this is the prime time to raise some of
the issues that are happening on the
southwest border. I will summarize
some of my remarks.

We have an incredible situation, as
we all know, happening on the border
today. We have had thousands of kids
cross the border. In fact, from October
1 to mid-May, there were 148,017 appre-
hensions. Of those, a significant num-
ber—this is just the Rio Grande Valley
in Texas—a significant number of those
were unaccompanied minors. In fact,
there were so many that we did not
have the capacity to deal with them
there, and many, to the great chagrin
of many in Arizona, were shipped to
Arizona to process and then released
into the custody of a guardian or some-
one.

The Border Patrol and others are try-
ing to make the best of a very tragic
and unfortunate circumstance. I do not
think anybody faults them for the big
burden they have. I think they are
doing the best they can.

But what the situation really points
out is that not only do we have insuffi-
cient resources on the border itself to
deal with those trying to cross, but
once people get here, we have insuffi-
cient resources, infrastructure, and
policies to actually deal with them in a
timely fashion. They are actually re-
leased—most of them—and asked to ap-
pear at a later date. It is estimated
that quite a few do not. In fact, very
few will show up at their court date.
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What are we to do here? Obviously
those of us who have dealt with this
situation for a long time—those of us
from border States—have advocated
broad legislation to deal with border
security, a guest worker plan, mecha-
nisms to deal with those who are here
illegally now, employer enforcement—
many items. But if we cannot get to
that yet—I wish we could, but if we
cannot get to that yet, then we need to
have better policies for dealing with
those who have come across the border
and whom we are going to hold. If we
are going to grant them asylum—or
some of them—then that needs to be
done. If not, we cannot just assume
that we are going to release them and
assume they will come back for their
court date or at their appointed time.

So this is a situation with which we
have to deal. One thing we need to ad-
dress immediately is to try to stem the
tide of those who are coming. Inter-
views suggest overwhelmingly—in fact,
in one case there were 250 crossers dur-
ing a 1-week period or a 2-week period
into Texas. I believe 95 percent of them
indicated that the main motivation for
them coming across the border—this is
largely unaccompanied minors—was
that they would be granted some Kkind
of legal status that would allow them
to stay. This is contrary to our law.
This is contrary to the President’s de-
ferred action program. To qualify for
that program, you would have had to
have been here for 7 years. You cannot
just arrive today or yesterday or to-
morrow and qualify for this program.
Nor was this contemplated by any leg-
islation that has been passed by either
body. The legislation we passed in the
Senate does not allow those who come
now to stay. You will have had to have
been here since, I believe, December of
2011.

But what is happening is cartel mem-
bers, human smugglers, and others are
misinterpreting or willingly telling
people they will receive some kind of
legal status when they come. Too
many people believe that, particularly
from the countries of El Salvador, Hon-
duras, and Guatemala.

Some suggest it is just economic con-
ditions or violence in those countries
that is driving people northward. That,
no doubt, has some truth to it. There
are some who come for those reasons.
But we have seen a massive spike just
in the last couple of months that can-
not be explained by economic condi-
tions or violence in those countries. It
is because they believe they will be af-
forded some legal status.

Senator McCAIN, I, and many others
in this body have raised this with the
administration and have asked the ad-
ministration to make it clear that
those who come now will not be al-
lowed to stay.

I have a letter that has been—I think
this is an advertisement or has been
translated into Spanish. It is being cir-
culated in the affected countries from
Secretary Jeh Johnson at the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security. It is a
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good letter. It says the right things. I
am glad we have taken that step. Vice
President JOE BIDEN was in those coun-
tries telling those in charge and others
that those who come now will not be
allowed to stay; they will be deported.
That is good. We need to keep that up.
But what we really need right now is
for President Obama himself to make
such a statement. In all deference to
the Vice President and the Secretary of
Homeland Security, they simply do not
carry the weight of the President of
the United States making a statement
and then following up that statement
with a concerted effort in those coun-
tries to let people know they should
not come north. That would make a
tremendous difference. I call upon the
President to make such a statement
and to follow up that statement with
efforts in those countries to make sure
people understand this.

First and foremost, we need to stem
the tide of those coming. It is esti-
mated that this year there could be as
many as 90,000 unaccompanied minors
who come across the border. That fig-
ure may be higher next year. We have
to stem that tide and then quickly fig-
ure out how we can deal with those
who cross the border and whom we ap-
prehend. We simply do not now have
the infrastructure or policies that
allow us to deal with them in a ration-
ale, humane way.

I would call upon the President to
make such a statement.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Montana.

(The remarks of Mr. WALSH per-
taining to the submission of S. Res. 483
are printed in today’s RECORD under
‘“Resolutions Submitted.”)

Mr. WALSH. 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. BARRASSO. 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. BARRASSO. I ask unanimous
consent to speak for up to 20 minutes
in a colloquy with a number of my col-
leagues.

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

KEYSTONE XL PIPELINE

Mr. BARRASSO. I come to the floor
today with the ranking member of the
Senate energy committee to discuss
the issues of the Keystone XL, Pipeline.

I turn to my colleague from Alaska
to invite her to share with the Senate
some of her observations, consider-
ations, and concerns as we seek ap-
proval of an opportunity to create
more jobs in America and improve our
economy, as well as energy security for
our country. I turn to the Senator from
Alaska and ask her concerns, com-
ments, and solutions that she may
have regarding the Keystone XL, Pipe-
line.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Alaska.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. I appreciate that
my friend and colleague from Wyoming
is helping to lead this discussion about
the Keystone XL Pipeline and really to
encourage the Senate to move on it, to
do something on this rather than just
talk about it.

We are sitting here Tuesday after-
noon. We had a series of votes on
judges here this morning, and it looks
like we are going to have some more
this week. But from the view of so
many around this country who are wor-
ried about jobs, worried about the
economy, worried about what is hap-
pening with the IRS, with the VA—and
not to mention what has happened on
the world scene—it looks like we are
going to have yet another unproductive
week in the Senate.

Since we are here and we have time,
I can’t think of a better time on a bet-
ter issue to take up than this Keystone
XL Pipeline.

The bill that we are asking to be
brought up is Senate bill S. 2280. It was
introduced by our colleague from
North Dakota, Senator HOEVEN. He in-
troduced it on May 1.

It was placed on the legislative cal-
endar a few days later. It has 55 co-
sponsors. When we talk about bipar-
tisan issues and initiatives within the
Senate, 55 is a very good number. It in-
cludes 11 Democrats, including the
chair of the Energy and Natural Re-
sources Committee.

We are well behind the House of Rep-
resentatives, though, on this initiative.
They passed a Keystone bill over 1 year
ago, but we have been working in the
energy committee. We had a Keystone
bill that was reported out of the energy
committee just last week.

We passed an original bill on a bipar-
tisan basis. It has not yet been filed,
but it is virtually identical to Senator
HOEVEN’s bill, which we are discussing
today.

But I did vote. I know my colleague
from Wyoming and I know the Pre-
siding Officer voted for Senator LAN-
DRIEU’s original bill. I did so because I
think it is good policy to approve the
Keystone XL Pipeline. I committed at
that hearing, and I certainly commit
now, that I am going to do everything
I can to help advance this initiative. If
and when her bill is placed on the cal-
endar, I intend to support that as well.

But the problem that we have—and it
should be no surprise to most—is no
matter how many Keystone bills are
added to the calendar, it appears that
the majority leader is going to ignore
them. It doesn’t matter how long Key-
stone has been under review, it doesn’t
matter how many new jobs will be cre-
ated, and it doesn’t matter that the
delays are political and mnot sub-
stantive.

The fact of the matter is we cannot
get to that point where we can take up
this important initiative. The majority
leader could have offered us a vote on
Senator HOEVEN’s bill at any point over
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these past 6 weeks, but he has chosen
not to.

It seems very clear to me that he has
no intention of moving to it, especially
if we just kind of sit back on this and
don’t push. It may be that is the will of
some in this body—that they don’t
want us to do anything, they don’t
want us to push forward. But I think
that is contrary to the will, to the wish
of 56 Members of this Chamber, and it
is contrary to our national interests.

It is interesting to note Democrats
were not always opposed to importing
crude oil from Canada, as they would
appear today. Back in 1970 the Nixon
administration announced that it
would place a quota on Canadian oil
imports, and it was none other than
Senator Ted Kennedy who led the fight
against this decision.

Senator Kennedy said in a Senate
hearing in March of 1970:

The reason why Canadian oil has never
been restricted in the past is obvious. Cana-
dian oil is as militarily and politically se-
cure as our own and thus there can be no na-
tional security justification for limiting its
importation.

Those were pretty telling words back
then, and I think they still hold true
today. It wasn’t only Ted Kennedy.
There were other Democrats who op-
posed the Nixon administration’s re-
striction on trade with Canada: Sen-
ator Proxmire of Wisconsin and Sen-
ator McIntyre of New Hampshire.

I think we have had such an oppor-
tunity on this floor to debate the mer-
its of the Keystone XL Pipeline and to
debate not only how many good-paying
jobs it can bring to us but how it can
help this Nation and Canada as we
work to promote our North American
energy independence.

Our energy partnership with Canada
has taken decades to develop. It has
had some rocky times, but all good and
worthy relationships take a little bit of
work to maintain.

So if the Obama administration is
unwilling to do the hard work of diplo-
macy and make this remarkably easy
decision—approving a job-creating and
a security-enhancing pipeline—then I
think it is time for Congress to act.
That is why a few of us have gathered
here today to move this issue forward,
to do more than just talking about it,
but to get the Senate to the point
where we might actually have an op-
portunity to vote on it and do some
good for this country.

So we are sitting here waiting. We
have an opportunity to do it, and I
think we should end the delay. I think
we should move forward with this bill.

Mr. BARRASSO. I agree, Mr. Presi-
dent. Just think about what happened
last week. Extremists from the Islamic
State of Iraqg and Syria, a terrorist
group, attacked the largest oil refinery
in Iraq. This terrorist group was actu-
ally kicked out of Al Qaeda for being
too extreme.

It is a striking reminder to all of us—
all of us in this Chamber and all of us
in this Nation—how important it is for
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the United States to take swift action
to increase energy production here in
North America. Energy security is key.

President Obama essentially con-
ceded the point last week during a
press conference when he announced he
was sending troops back into Iraq. He
was asked what Iraq’s civil war is in
terms of national security interests to
the United States, and he gave a couple
of reasons:

Obviously issues like energy and global en-
ergy markets continue to be important.

Despite the urgency, the President
refuses to take steps to reduce the ef-
fect that Iraq’s oil can have on Amer-
ican national security in the future.
The President admits energy is a na-
tional security interest but he refuses
to do anything about it that is mean-
ingful.

What do the President and the ad-
ministration think should happen? The
President was asked a week or so ago,
as a result of a huge spike in oil prices
per barrel of oil as a result of what was
happening with ISIS in the Middle
East: What about all of this?

He said he was concerned, but he
said: The gulf should pick up the slack
and produce more oil. Not North Amer-
ica, not the United States. The gulf. He
was talking about the Persian Gulf
should pick up the slack.

Vice President BIDEN put out a plan
last week to support energy produc-
tion—but not in the United States, in
the Caribbean.

America shouldn’t be asking for more
energy from the Caribbean or the Per-
sian Gulf. We should be producing more
energy on our own, in our own gulf
coast, offshore, on Federal lands, in
Alaska.

That is why last week the Energy
and Natural Resources Committee
passed legislation approving construc-
tion of the Keystone XL Pipeline. The
bill passed the committee. The ranking
member said there was bipartisan sup-
port. Even Democrats voted for it.
That bill would send oil from Canada
into States such as North Dakota. The
Senator from North Dakota is here on
the floor. It will send oil from Canada
and North Dakota to refiners in Texas
and Louisiana.

Last week Democrats in the com-
mittee voted for this bill and talked
about how important it is. The Key-
stone XL Pipeline application has been
pending for more than 5 years. The
State Department has done five envi-
ronmental reviews of the project. All
five have found the Keystone XL Pipe-
line will cause no significant environ-
mental impact. We should not delay
this project any longer. Democrats
should push their party leaders to vote
on this bill.

I am disappointed—I know my col-
leagues are—that Senate Democrats up
to this point have chosen to block this
important bill. I think it is outrageous
the way a small group of Democrats
refuse even to consider having a debate
on this vital measure—energy security
for our country, energy at home.



S3920

America needs the jobs. We need the
energy. According to the U.S. State
Department, this bill would support
thousands and thousands of jobs. En-
ergy is a national security issue for the
United States, and this bill would help
produce energy here in North Amer-
ica—mot what the President said,
where they will pick up the slack in
the Persian Gulf.

The bill is on the calendar right now.
The Democratic majority leader can
bring it up for a vote, and we are going
to ask him to do so today. The Chair of
the Energy Committee should call on
the majority leader and demand that
he act on the bill.

We are here in the Senate and we get
elected to the Senate to vote. The Key-
stone XL, Pipeline is important. This
bill is important. Democrats who want
to vote against it can make their argu-
ments and cast their vote.

So I turn to my friend and colleague,
the Senator from North Dakota—a
Senator who has been an incredible
leader, a former Governor of his State,
a Senator who knows the issue well,
who knows the value of American en-
ergy—U.S. energy, North American en-
ergy—the impact on jobs, the impact
on the economy, the impact of energy
as a geopolitical weapon in what is
happening around the world.

I ask my friend and colleague from
North Dakota if he thinks there is any
reason whatsoever to delay action on
this bill or if we should move ahead.

I see the Senator from Oklahoma has
also joined us. So there are obviously
significant and growing voices coming
to the floor to say it is time to vote
now, not additional delay, not addi-
tional studies, not additional talk. It is
time to vote.

I turn to my friend and colleague
from North Dakota, the former Gov-
ernor of North Dakota—I think the
longest serving Governor in the history
of the State—for his impression of why
it is time to vote today.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota.

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, I thank
the esteemed Senator from Wyoming
not only for being here today to talk
about this important issue but for his

tremendous leadership on energy
issues.
Wyoming produces an incredible

amount of energy for this country, and
the Senator from Wyoming well knows
that you not only have to produce that
energy, you have to get it to market,
and you need pipelines to move oil and
gas to market. We move some by
truck, some by train. But we can’t
move everything by truck and by train.
We have to have pipelines, and that is
what this is all about.

The Keystone XL Pipeline is the lat-
est, greatest technology that is the
most efficient and the safest way to
move this product to market. It will
actually result in less greenhouse gas
than if we don’t build the pipeline, as
was determined by the administra-
tion’s own environmental impact state-
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ment produced by the Department of
State.

I have some additional comments I
wish to make on this important issue,
but first I would turn to the esteemed
Senator from Oklahoma and ask that
he provide some of his comments and
insights from a State that produces an
incredible amount of energy, and where
actually hydraulic fracturing started
in this country and has been done safe-
ly since I think the 1950s; somebody
who understands not only that we have
to produce energy so we can get to en-
ergy independence, but that we have to
have the infrastructure to move that
product safely to market.

With that, I turn to the distinguished
Senator from Oklahoma and ask his
thoughts on this important issue as
well.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma.

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I do ap-
preciate that. I might elaborate a little
bit.

Oklahoma is not just the place where
they first started hydraulic fracturing,
it was done in Oklahoma in 1948, and,
according to Lisa Jackson, who was
the Obama-appointed EPA Director,
never has there been a confirmed case
of groundwater contamination.

I know we are getting strapped for
time here and I regret that. I draw the
Presiding Officer’s attention to the
chart I am holding up here.

It happens that Cushing, OK, is con-
sidered to be the crossroads of the pipe-
lines throughout the United States. In
Cushing, OK, we had I guess the only
trip President Obama has ever made to
Oklahoma. He came to Oklahoma.
Looking in the background, there are
all the tubes up there to dramatically
make a statement. And that state-
ment:

I’'m directing my administration to
cut through the red tape, break
through the bureaucratic hurdles, and
make this project a priority, to go
ahead and get it done.

That is what the President said in
Oklahoma. I wasn’t there, but that is
what he said. That is a direct quote.
Then he did everything he could do to
destroy the Keystone Pipeline.

He made the statement down there:
I'm not going to do anything to create
a problem for the southern leg that
goes from Cushing down into Texas.
Well, there is a reason for that. The
reason is, he couldn’t do it. The reason
he is stopping up there, because it
crosses the country line from Canada
into the United States. He has some ju-
risdiction there. But there is nothing
he could do to stop it. So he came down
to tell us that he wasn’t going to do
that.

I have to say to the President: People
in Oklahoma aren’t that dumb. They
know you didn’t have that authority or
you would have stopped it.

The portion between Canada and
Cushing is the part that remains
stalled. At this point I think the rea-
son is one guy named Tom Steyer. Let
me introduce him.
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First, we always hear a lot of things
about the Koch brothers and other peo-
ple who are putting money in or are
concerned about it. This actually is a
statement made by this very wealthy
person. I am sure he is a nice person.
Tom Steyer is a multibillionaire. He is
very liberal. He is from the State of
California. He is a good friend of the
junior Senator from California, and he
has made the statement that he is
going to put up $100 million to spend in
campaigns of people who would do two
things: one, try to resurrect the issue
of global warming—which is dead. I can
remember when global warming would
be polled as the No. 1 or No. 2 problem
in the country. Right now, according
to last week’s Gallup poll, it is No. 14
out of 15. So that is a dead issue.

But $100 million would do two things:
first, to resurrect that issue; secondly,
to stop the Keystone Pipeline.

A few weeks ago he said explicitly—
and these are his words, not mine:

It is true that we expect to be heavily in-
volved in midterm elections. We are looking
at a bunch of races. My guess is that we will
end up being involved in eight or more races.

We just learned this week that as the
President marks his 1-year anniversary
of his climate action plan, Tom Steyer
is going to meet personally with him.
So there is $100 million at work right
there, if that is what it takes for a
meeting. And we all know what the
cost would be.

This is very important. One thing
that has not been refuted, way back in
the beginning of the whole global
warming thing they talked about the
cost is going to be somewhere between
$300 billion and $400 billion a year. The
Wharton Economics Foundation, MIT,
Charles Rivers, everyone agreed with
that.

The Keystone Pipeline, which Tom
Steyer wants to stop, would create
42,000 jobs, and tens of thousands more
would be supported in the manufac-
turing sector. But Keystone is just the
tip of the iceberg.

If we look at this chart, No. 3, we can
see all of the domestic energy re-
sources being developed around the
country right now. We are going
through a shale revolution in America,
and the only thing that is getting in
the way is the Federal Government.

This is interesting: In the last 6
years, oil production on private and
State lands is up 61 percent. On Federal
land, however, oil production is down 6
percent. Now how could that be?

This map shows throughout the
United States—not all in the western
part. Look at New York and Pennsyl-
vania. This is where the development is
coming from, all of it on State and pri-
vate land, an increase in 5 years, 5%
years, of 61 percent. At the same time,
on Federal land it is down by 6 percent.

The IFC International, a well-re-
spected consulting firm, released a re-
port last month which said U.S. compa-
nies would need to invest $641 billion of
infrastructure over the next 20 years to
keep up with the growing oil and gas
production.
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What does it mean for jobs? Accord-
ing to the analysis, the spending on
these new pipelines alone will create
432,000 direct jobs. And that is based on
a conservative estimate. That does not
assume we develop all of the resources
in our country. If that were included, it
would be a lot more.

So keeping this from happening
would be a great impact for imposing
anti-energy, global warming policies.
We need to build the Keystone Pipeline
and provide regulatory certainty for
the entire energy infrastructure sector.
Without it, we will never reach energy
independence.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time
for the colloquy has expired.

Mr. INHOFE. How much time is re-
maining on our side?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is
33 minutes remaining on the Repub-
lican side. But the question of the col-
loquy time has expired.

Mr. INHOFE. I ask unanimous con-
sent I be given 4 more minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mrs. BOXER. Reserving the right to
object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California.

Mrs. BOXER. What time do we have
the vote?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At 4:30.

Mrs. BOXER. That is the reason we
were very careful with the time. And
we gave my good friends—and they are
my good friends—a lot of extra time.

I will allow the Senator to proceed
for 1 minute. But after that, we need
equal time on this. So I give 1 minute.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the Senator asked for 4 min-
utes.

Mrs. BOXER. I ask for 1 minute.

Mr. INHOFE. If I could ask my friend
if we could compromise: 2 minutes.

Mrs. BOXER. Let me think it over.
OK.

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

Mr. INHOFE. I appreciate my good
friend from California thinking it over.

Anyway, 432,000 direct jobs. And
when we stop and think about it, keep-
ing it from happening would have the
impact and effect of stopping us from
becoming oil independent. We could do
that.

The Keystone Pipeline needs to be
built. We all know about the jobs. More
importantly, there is not a single good
reason why it shouldn’t happen.

Tom Steyer’s goal is to stop the oil
in Canada from being developed, but he
can’t do it. We have seen this just in
the last week. The Canadians have con-
versations going with China to have
them accept it if we don’t complete our
Keystone Pipeline.

With that, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 2280

Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to call up Calendar
No. 371, S. 2280, to approve the Key-
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stone XL Pipeline; that there will be
up to 4 hours of debate and that the
Senate then proceed to vote on pas-
sage.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

The Senator from California.

Mrs. BOXER. Reserving the right to
object, I wish to explain how I come to
my conclusion at the end by saying a
couple of things.

I see that my dear friend—and these
are all my friends whom I particularly
enjoy working with—I say to my friend
from OKklahoma, he said Tom Steyer is
from California. This is correct. So is
Justice Kennedy, and so is Richard
Nixon, who signed the Clean Air Act.
Richard Nixon signed the Clean Air
Act, and I was a cosponsor of that act.
And Republican Herbert Walker Bush
signed the Clear Air Act Amendments.

Mr. INHOFE. Would the Senator
yield to that point, because I was a co-
sponsor of that act.

Mrs. BOXER. I will not yield.

The fact is that Republican objec-
tions to controlling carbon pollution
took that all the way to the Supreme
Court.

Another thing on which I need to cor-
rect the record is my friend Senator
BARRASSO talked about our President
as if our President doesn’t care about
our being energy self-sufficient. The
United States is producing more oil at
home than it is buying from the rest of
the world for the first time in nearly
two decades. Let me repeat that. The
United States is producing more oil at
home than it is buying from the rest of
the world for the first time in nearly
two decades. And PolitiFact marked
that as true and accurate.

I want to say to my friend who has
left the floor, Senator MURKOWSKI—an-
other good friend of mine—we offered a
vote on Keystone as part of Senator
SHAHEEN and Senator PORTMAN’s bill
on energy efficiency, and we said we
would treat it the way MITCH MCCON-
NELL recommends treating controver-
sial amendments. We offered a 60-vote
threshold. Now they come to the floor
decrying the fact that we didn’t offer a
vote, but we did.

Here is the point: Whenever America
considers building a major infrastruc-
ture project, we make sure there is a
process in place, and we have done that
since 1968. It is a well-established proc-
ess, and that process was updated by
George W. Bush in 2004. So this unani-
mous consent request that would ap-
prove the pipeline would bypass the en-
tire process we have set up in this
country for these kinds of major infra-
structure projects that has been in
place since 1968.

We need to know whether the build-
ing of this pipeline is in the national
interest, and it is critical that the
process not be circumvented because
there are major issues on behalf of
America’s families. Frankly, the re-
quest that is before us would cut short
the process that protects our families.
So rhetorically I ask, why would any-
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one want to do that? They talk about a
lot of jobs. That is in great dispute.
The permanent jobs are like 35. So let’s
be clear. It is about other things. It is
about special interests. That is what it
is about. There is a lot of money that
follows this pipeline.

Now I want to talk about the human
health impacts. Tar sands is one of the
filthiest kinds of oil on the planet—
filthy dirty oil. That is why Senator
WHITEHOUSE and I called on the State
Department to conduct a comprehen-
sive health impact study—because the
pipeline itself is one thing; it is the
type of oil that is going through the
pipeline, this dirty, filthy tar sands oil.

If you don’t believe me, ask our
health professionals. A Gallup Poll
found 12 years in a row that the most
trusted profession is America’s nurses.
National Nurses United—the Nation’s
largest professional association of reg-
istered nurses, with 185,000 nurses—also
called for a health impact study of
Keystone because we know if this pipe-
line is built, immediately we will see a
45-percent increase in the tar sands
coming in. Eventually we will see a 300-
percent increase in the filthiest, dirti-
est of oils coming into our country. We
also know this oil has higher levels of
dangerous o0il pollutants and carcino-
gens because we documented that in
our own country where they burn tar
sands oil.

Mr. INHOFE. A parliamentary in-
quiry, I ask of the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator will state his inquiry.

Mr. INHOFE. Our point is, I believe
the distinguished Senator from Cali-
fornia is reserving the right to object.
I would ask her does she object.

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. President, may I
complete my remarks before I make a
decision on the pending request.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. INHOFE. A further parliamen-
tary inquiry: Is the time unlimited to
finish remarks before objecting or not
objecting?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A res-
ervation for the right to object occurs
at the suffering of other Senators.

Mrs. BOXER. I didn’t understand
what the Chair said.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is
no right to reserve the right to object.

Mrs. BOXER. All right. Then I would
ask unanimous consent that I complete
my remarks—the other side had many
minutes—and then object.

And I would also ask the Chair, do we
not have time on our side at this point
in the debate?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator does, but there is a unanimous
consent request pending.

Mrs. BOXER. OK. Well, just to allay
my friend’s concern and his excitement
about whether or not I will object, I
will absolutely object. I do object be-
cause we know that misery——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

Mrs. BOXER. Misery follows the tar
stands from extraction, to transpor-
tation, to refining, to waste storage.
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We are going to show you some pic-
tures, folks, in case you don’t know
what it looks like when you refine this
oil. We are going to show you photos
from Port Arthur, TX.

This is what it looks like. There is a
playground where this filthy, dirty
stuff is burned. This is not a good place
to be. We had people at a press con-
ference with the nurses from Port Ar-
thur, TX, and they brought us these
pictures and said this is what it is like
when they burn the tar sands.

Now let’s talk about the types of can-
cers that are linked to these toxic
chemicals, including leukemia, non-
Hodgkin lymphoma.

Why would anyone want to short-cir-
cuit a process? Just because the oil
companies want it? We have to think
about our people. Tar sands oil from
the Keystone Pipeline will flow to our
gulf refineries, increasing this toxic air
pollution that already plagues commu-
nities such as Port Arthur, TX. I ask
you to meet with some of those Kkids,
meet with some of their parents, meet
with some of those health profes-
sionals, and they will tell you the asth-
ma rates that are happening, the res-
piratory illnesses, the skin irritations,
the cancer. All they talk about is the
pipeline. What about what flows
through it? What about the toxins that
get burned into our air?

We know a pipeline does burst. We
know a pipeline does burst. We have
seen many of those incidents, and we
know one did burst with tar sands oil
in Kalamazoo, MI. They still haven’t
cleaned up the river—3 years, they still
haven’t cleaned it up. And we know
that the pipeline goes through commu-
nities and environmentally sensitive
areas in six States.

Why would my friends want to bypass
a process that is going to look at the
potential damage to the health of our
citizens, to the safety of our drinking
water, and the effect on kids and asth-
ma and cancer?

And let’s not forget the tar sands
waste, by the way. Here is a picture of
that, in case my friends don’t know
what it looks 1like. This is called
petcoke, petroleum coke. Already, be-
cause we have increased tar sands im-
portation, it is lining up around our
cities—in Chicago, in Detroit—massive
open piles of tar sands, waste products
known as petcoke, billowing black
clouds containing heavy metals. There
was a story that was told to our com-
mittee. Children playing baseball have
been forced off the field to seek cover
from the clouds of black dust that pelt
homes and cars.

So you have problems when you ex-
tract, you have problems when you
transport, you have problems when you
refine, and you have problems when
you store the waste. Why do my col-
leagues want to bypass a process that
has been put in place since 1968 so we
can look at the impact on our people?
Petcoke dust is particulate matter. It
is among the most harmful of all air
pollutants. When inhaled, these par-
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ticles can increase the number and se-
verity of asthma attacks, cause or ag-
gravate bronchitis and other lung dis-
eases, and reduce the body’s ability to
fight infections.

Do you know the Federal Govern-
ment has said that asthma is a na-
tional epidemic? I am quoting. It af-
fects 1 of every 12 people or 26 million
Americans. I know if I asked people in
this Chamber—which I cannot do be-
cause it is against the rules of the Sen-
ate—to raise their hands if they have
asthma or they know someone who has
asthma, I guarantee half of the people
in the room would raise their hands.

We don’t need more asthma. We have
a very important system in place to
look at the effects of tar sands oil, and
I don’t think we should be pushing this
project forward. Exposing Americans
to pollutants linked to cancer and res-
piratory illness is not in the national
interest.

Lastly I want to talk about the cli-
mate change impacts. For those people
who are listening to the news, they
must be surprised to see how many
former Republican Environmental Pro-
tection Agency officials have come out
and said to their colleagues who are
here now: Wake up. Climate change is
here, it is real, and human activity is
adding to it.

The planet is in trouble. Tar sands
oil has at least 17 percent more carbon
pollution than domestic oil. The State
Department concluded even in their
flawed study that the annual carbon
pollution from just the daily operation
of the pipeline, should it be built, will
be the equivalent of adding 300,000 new
cars on our roads.

So why do we want to short-circuit a
process which has been in place since
1968 and which was then renewed by
George W. Bush in 2004 to protect our
people from just this kind of a project?

If you walk up to an average Amer-
ican and say ‘‘Should we build the Key-
stone Pipeline?” they will say ‘‘Pipe-
line? A pipeline is a pipeline.” But
when you explain the kind of oil you
are putting through the pipeline, that
is a different situation because this is
the filthiest, dirtiest oil—more carbon
intensive. The oil is linked to all kinds
of illness.

I stood next to people from Canada,
doctors who were so glad I was raising
these issues. Even the newspapers in
Alberta have called for a much better
study on health impact.

So outside of this Chamber more and
more Republicans are coming out in
support of doing something serious
about climate change.

My friend showed a picture of Tom
Steyer. Let me thank him from the
bottom of my heart. This is someone
who is a very successful businessperson
who realized he has to step up to the
plate and preserve the planet for his
kids and his grandkids. Thank you,
Tom Steyer.

Just last week four former Repub-
lican EPA Administrators who served
under Presidents Nixon, Reagan,
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George Herbert Walker Bush, and
George W. Bush spoke out on the need
to address climate change.

I thank Senator WHITEHOUSE, my
subcommittee chair on the committee,
who called these four incredible—it was
an iconic moment, frankly. Let’s see if
I remember them all. There was
Ruckelshaus, who started off with
Nixon. There was Christie Todd Whit-
man, who worked for George W. Bush.
There was William Reilly, who worked
for George Herbert Walker Bush. Then
there was Mr. Thomas, who worked for
Ronald Reagan—Ronald Reagan. There
they sat, and there they spoke, and
there they said very clearly: Wake up,
Republicans. This is a serious matter.

Now today a bipartisan group of
former Treasury Secretaries released a
report showing that the U.S. economy
is already feeling the negative finan-
cial impacts of climate change. These
respected leaders say climate change is
real and we must act.

So why would we want to short-cir-
cuit a critical review process when ap-
proval of the Keystone Pipeline would
be a major step in the wrong direction?
It is the equivalent of 300,000 cars
added back on our roads after we strug-
gled so hard to clean up carbon pollu-
tion.

Another concern that remains to be
addressed is the Keystone Pipeline’s
impact on national security. I met
with a former SEAL Team 6 leader, and
he was involved in the assessment of
the Keystone tar sands pipeline and the
risk of that pipeline becoming a high-
profile target wvulnerable to attack.
They concluded it absolutely was a
high-profile target, and it would be vul-
nerable to an attack that could trigger
a catastrophic tar sand spill.

As I said, the last tar sand spill 3
years ago in Michigan has still not
been cleaned up. This stuff is filthy,
dirty oil—the dirtiest. Why on Earth
would we want to see an eventual 300-
percent increase in the importation?
The nurses don’t want it and the public
health doctors don’t want it. They
came to the press conference with us.
We cannot afford to take a shortcut in
the Keystone tar sands pipeline review
project when so much is at stake—the
health of our communities and the im-
pact on climate change.

Finally, I have a picture that I show
a lot these days, and it is a picture of
what it looks like when you throw the
environment under the bus. This is a
picture of a province in China where
the people walk out with masks over
their faces because everybody says:
Who cares? We can just do anything we
want. Who cares?

I recently went to China. Over the
course of 2 weeks, I never saw the Sun.
I did not see the Sun. On one day when
we had a little bit of Sun peeking
through—I mean barely at all—the peo-
ple there got so excited. The people
who work in our embassy there get
hazardous duty pay because it is so
dangerous for their families. They
can’t go out and breathe the air be-
cause they can get sick.
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We can have economic growth and a
clean environment. You know why? We
did it in the 1970s when everybody ob-
jected to the Clean Air Act. You should
have seen the folks come to the Senate
floor. You should have heard the Cham-
ber of Commerce railing against the
Clean Air Act. You know what hap-
pened since then? Tens of millions of
jobs have been created. The air is
clean. Thousands and millions of lives
over time have been saved. Heart at-
tacks, asthma attacks, and cancer have
reduced. We can quantify it.

When colleagues come here and try
to do something to bypass a procedure
to protect human health and the envi-
ronment, you can count on me stand-
ing right here. I am proud to do it.

I can report that California—under
the great leadership of our Governor
Jerry Brown—is moving to clean en-
ergy. We are moving to thousands and
millions of new jobs. We have added
more jobs over the last couple of re-
porting periods than any other State.
We are balancing our budget. We have
a surplus because we are moving to en-
ergy efficiency, and that means people
are going to work.

I understand that my friend from
New Hampshire is interested in making
a few remarks, so at this time I wish to
say to my Republican friends that it is
with great respect and friendship,
truly, that we see the world dif-
ferently, and that is OK. That is what
makes this the greatest country on
Earth. We can come here and speak
out.

I wish to say to the American people
today that this rush to build the pipe-
line before the process is completed is
dangerous to the health of people and
to the health of the planet and to the
importance of our national security.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from New Hampshire.

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I ap-
preciate my colleague from California
giving me an opportunity to respond.

As those of us on the floor probably
remember, several weeks ago we were
talking about trying to address the En-
ergy Efficiency and Industrial Com-
petitiveness Act, also known as Sha-
heen-Portman, an effort that Senator
PORTMAN and I had worked on for 3%
years to try and put in place a com-
prehensive energy efficiency strategy
for this country. The bill has no man-
dates in it and no new spending. It has
the support of over 260 groups—every-
body from the U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce to the National Association of
Manufacturers to the NRDC to several
trade unions, companies from Johnson
Controls to Honeywell, the American
Chemistry Council. It has the support
of a broad coalition of people.

According to the American Council
for an Energy-Efficient Economy, if
the legislation of Senator PORTMAN and
myself were to pass this year, by 2030 it
would help create 192,000 jobs, save con-
sumers $16.2 billion a year, and it
would be the equivalent of taking 22
million cars off the road.
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As part of that discussion, we actu-
ally had what we thought was an agree-
ment to have a vote on Shaheen-
Portman on a date certain that would
have a 60-vote threshold and also have
another vote on the Keystone Pipeline
on a date certain. All the Senators
would know when the vote would take
place, and again it would have a 60-vote
threshold. Sadly, some of the sponsors
of that legislation who worked with us
to try and get a bill put forward re-
fused to vote to consider the bill, and it
went down. It is unfortunate because
we could have had a vote on the Key-
stone Pipeline at that time. It was an
agreement I thought we had all agreed
made sense.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 2262

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that at a time to be determined by
the majority leader, after consultation
with the Republican leader, the Senate
resume consideration of S. 2262, the
Shaheen-Portman energy efficiency
bill; that the motion to commit be
withdrawn; that amendment Nos. 3023
and 3025 be withdrawn; that the pend-
ing substitute amendment be agreed
to; that there be no other amendments,
points of order, or motions in order to
the bill other than budget points of
order and the applicable motions to
waive; that there be up to 4 hours of de-
bate on the bill equally divided be-
tween the two leaders or their des-
ignees; that upon the use or yielding
back of time, the Senate proceed to
vote on passage of the bill, as amended;
that the bill be subject to a 60-affirma-
tive-vote threshold; that if the bill is
passed, the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of Calendar No. 371, S. 2280,
at a time to be determined by the ma-
jority leader, after consultation with
the Republican leader, but no later
than Thursday, July 17, 2014; that there
be no amendments, points of order, or
motions in order to the bill other than
budget points of order and the applica-
ble motions to waive; that there be up
to 4 hours of debate on the bill equally
divided between the two leaders or
their designees; that upon the use or
yielding back of time, the Senate pro-
ceed to vote on passage of the bill; fi-
nally, that the bill be subject to a 60-
affirmative-vote threshold.

THE PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. INHOFE. Reserving the right to
object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I do re-
serve the right to object. I have lis-
tened carefully to my very good friend
from California, and it affects my deci-
sion as to whether to object.

The reason the American people are
no longer interested in all the hype and
all the world coming to an end on glob-
al warming is for four reasons. No. 1,
according to the IPCC—let’s keep in
mind, the IPCC, the Intergovernmental
Panel on Climate Change, is the
science that is behind this opinion.
They even admit today that there has
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been no warming in the last 14 years.
This is not just a report from the IPCC
but Nature magazine.

Mrs. BOXER. Parliamentary inquiry,
please.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the
Senator state the inquiry.

Mrs. BOXER. My understanding is
the Senator is using the time of the
Senators on this side of the aisle to
make a speech before he objects. Am I
correct? Is it our time?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is
correct.

Mrs. BOXER. I ask that the Senator
object, and then Senator SHAHEEN have
the rest of the time because we are
running out of time.

Mr. INHOFE. I am reserving the
right to object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator does not have the right to reserve
the right to object.

Mr. INHOFE. I recall that a few min-
utes ago, the distinguished Senator
from California reserved the right to
object and gave her reasons. Is that in-
correct?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time
was under Democratic control at that
time.

Mr. INHOFE. Very well. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ob-
jection is heard.

The Senator from New Hampshire.

Mrs. SHAHEEN. I wish to say I am
disappointed we can’t move forward to
address the concern on both voting on
the Keystone Pipeline as well as the
concern Senator PORTMAN and I have
to consider the Shaheen-Portman en-
ergy efficiency bill.

Shaheen-Portman is legislation that
would go very far to address our energy
needs. After all, energy efficiency is
the first fuel. It is the cheapest, fastest
way to deal with this country’s energy
needs. It has support from those people
who believe in fossil fuels and from
those people who support alternatives,
such as wind and solar. It is something
everybody benefits from, and it is
something that would move us in a di-
rection that would help address the
pollution we are seeing—not just from
carbon but from so many other pollut-
ants that are being thrown into the air.
It is a reasonable way to address both
our concerns as well as the concerns of
those people who support the Keystone
Pipeline.

Let’s have this vote—up or down—
with a 60-vote threshold. I believe we
have strong bipartisan support for Sha-
heen-Portman. We saw that in the mo-
tion to proceed when it got more than
70 votes here on the floor. We had
strong bipartisan cosponsors on the
legislation. I think we could have those
votes now, everybody would be happy,
and let the votes fall where they may.

I am disappointed to hear the objec-
tion. I hope we will have an oppor-
tunity to reconsider, and I hope we can
all agree that there is a benefit to both
sides of the aisle in voting on both of
these issues in a way that gives the
American people some idea of where we
stand.
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I thank the Presiding Officer, and I
yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota.

Ms. HEITKAMP. Will the Senator
from New Hampshire yield for a ques-
tion?

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Happily.

Ms. HEITKAMP. I am obviously not
as schooled in the procedures of the
Senate, but I want to better under-
stand what happened here. Obviously
the Senator moved to bring forward a
bill she and Senator PORTMAN worked
tirelessly on, which is critical to jobs
in America and to energy efficiency,
while also agreeing to allow a number
of amendments, which included an
amendment this Senator would have
loved a vote on, the Keystone Pipeline.
Obviously I don’t believe the Senator
and I share the same opinion, but I
think it is important to have a discus-
sion about it.

With all of the discussion about how
we are not moving legislation forward
in the Senate, I am curious as to why
someone would object to that consider-
ation and moving that bill forward. It
seems as though it is a reasonable and
appropriate consequence.

Mrs. SHAHEEN. I know my colleague
from California wishes to answer, but I
will say that I share the Senator’s dis-
appointment. I think this was a great
opportunity for us to address both en-
ergy efficiency in the Shaheen-
Portman legislation and to also get a
vote on the Keystone Pipeline, which is
something we discussed several weeks
ago when the energy efficiency legisla-
tion came to the floor. I thought we
had an agreement where we would vote
on the bill and then separately vote on
Keystone, and they would both have a
60-vote threshold. Sadly, some of those
sponsors of the legislation didn’t vote
for it when the bill was filibustered,
and so it did not pass. I am hopeful we
can still bring it back. I am happy to
bring it back in a way that allows us to
have the same 60-vote threshold for a
vote on the Keystone Pipeline.

Mrs. BOXER. Will the Senator yield.

Mrs. SHAHEEN. I will.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California.

Mrs. BOXER. I wish to say through
the Chair, I spoke for quite a while on
why I feel it is not good governance to
come to the floor and ask unanimous
consent to move to a bill and to short
circuit a process that is in place and
has been in place since 1968. The proc-
ess was renewed by President George
W. Bush to make sure when we build an
American infrastructure project that it
is safe, that it is in our national secu-
rity interests, that public health is
considered, and all the rest.

I have said all along on an amend-
ment of controversy—I am ready to
vote on the Keystone Pipeline, and I
support Senator SHAHEEN and Senator
PORTMAN’s bill. What a great bill. What
a win-win. Senator SHAHEEN is willing
to take a 60-vote threshold for that,
and those of us who worry about the
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pipeline are willing to vote with a 60-
vote threshold. That is the way to go.

The minority leader, the Republican
leader Senator MCCONNELL, said it over
the years over and over. Whenever
there is controversy, if people feel it is
controversial, have a 60-vote threshold.
He said that I don’t know how many
times, but I have the quotes. All of a
sudden, when it comes to repealing
President Obama’s Climate Action
Plan or Keystone, somehow that
doesn’t qualify as controversial from
his point of view, but the thing about
“‘controversial’’ is it is in the eye of
the beholder. I don’t think it is con-
troversial to raise the minimum wage.
It hasn’t been raised in years, but my
friends on the other side don’t like it.
They demand 60 votes. So we had a 60-
vote threshold.

That is where we are, and that is why
we are in this mess.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time
has expired.

Mrs. BOXER. I thank the Chair.

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I applaud
the Senate today for voting on the con-
firmation of Leon Rodriguez to be Di-
rector of the United States Citizenship
and Immigration Services, USCIS. This
is a vital leadership position within the
Department of Homeland Security, re-
sponsible for administering and proc-
essing asylum and refugee applications,
immigration benefits, and naturaliza-
tion and visa petitions, including the
EB-5 Regional Center Program.

Mr. Rodriguez’s confirmation comes
at a critical time. Nearly 1 year after
the Senate’s historic vote on the Bor-
der Security, Economic Opportunity
and Immigration Modernization Act,
House Republicans have failed to pass
comprehensive immigration reform,
and have maintained a status quo that
leaves our immigration system in tat-
ters. We are now seeing the human cost
of this inaction, as tens of thousands of
young, unaccompanied alien children
flood our Southwest border. Many of
these children fled their homes to es-
cape unimaginable violence, only to
endure a harrowing journey and, once
here, yet another humanitarian crisis.
House Republicans must act to fix our
broken immigration system, as we did
in the Senate 1 year ago this week.
Until then, our borders will be under-
manned, our immigration courts over-
whelmed, our economy will lag, and
millions of people who have lived and
worked in our country for years will be
left in limbo.

Although he will face these extraor-
dinary challenges, I am confident that
Mr. Rodriguez will ably lead USCIS. He
currently serves as the Director for the
Office for Civil Rights at the U.S. De-
partment of Health and Human Serv-
ices. He previously served as the Dep-
uty Assistant Attorney General and
Chief of Staff for the Justice Depart-
ment’s Civil Rights Division. Prior to
joining the administration, Mr. Rodri-
guez was the county attorney for Mont-
gomery County, Maryland. Before that
he was in private practice here in
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Washington. He has vast leadership and
management experience, spanning both
public and private practice, and often
intersecting with issues of national ori-
gin and immigration status, making
him extremely qualified to lead USCIS
effectively.

Mr. Rodriguez understands the need
for both a comprehensive and compas-
sionate response to the humanitarian
crisis facing children seeking refuge in
our country. With parents who fled an
oppressive regime in Cuba, and grand-
parents who fled anti-Semitism and
poverty in Turkey and Poland before
that, Mr. Rodriguez understands the
challenges and remarkable potential of
immigration, both for the immigrant
and for our country. This process be-
gins with the fair, swift adjudication of
asylum, refugee, and visa petitions.

Mr. Rodriguez also understands how
important the USCIS-administered EB-
5 jobs program is to States like
Vermont. This important economic
program has transformed parts of our
State, providing much-needed capital
and creating jobs. I have spoken to Mr.
Rodriguez about the challenges facing
the program, including long applica-
tion processing delays that have
threatened to undermine important
projects. He is committed to working
with us in Congress to strengthen the
program and make it permanent.

He has the strong support of law en-
forcement, including the Major Cities
Chiefs Association, as well as a coali-
tion of 37 Latino organizations from
across the country. I too support Mr.
Rodriguez. I was proud to advance his
nomination through the Senate Judici-
ary Committee and on the Senate
floor. He is uniquely suited to lead this
important office, and I look forward to
seeing the progress to come at USCIS.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is, Will the Senate advise and
consent to the nomination of Leon
Rodriguez, of Maryland, to be Director
of the United States Citizenship and
Immigration Services, Department of
Homeland Security?

Mrs. BOXER. I ask for the yeas and
nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Arkansas (Mr. PRYOR)
and the Senator from Hawaii (Mr.
SCHATZ) are necessarily absent.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Mississippi (Mr. COCHRAN) and the
Senator from Nebraska (Mr. JOHANNS).

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. WAR-
REN). Are there any other Senators in
the Chamber desiring to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 52,
nays 44, as follows:
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[Rollcall Vote No. 211 Ex.]

YEAS—52
Baldwin Harkin Nelson
Begich Heinrich Reed
Bennet Heitkamp Reid
Blumenthal Hirono Rockefeller
Booker Johnson (SD) Sanders
Boxer Kaine Schumer
Brown King Shaheen
Cantwell Klobuchar
Cardin Landrieu gtaltae{low
Carper Leahy ester
Casey Levin Udall (CO)
Coons Markey Udall (NM)
Donnelly MoCaskill Walsh
Durbin Menendez Warner
Feinstein Merkley Warren
Franken Mikulski Whitehouse
Gillibrand Murphy Wyden
Hagan Murray

NAYS—44
Alexander Fischer Moran
Ayotte Flake Murkowski
Barrasso Graham Paul
Blunt Grassley Portman
Boozman Hatch Risch
Burr A Heller Roberts
Chambliss Hoeven Rubio
Coats Inhofe Scott
Coburn Isakson Sessions
Collins Johnson (WI)
Corker Kirk Shelby
Cornyn Lee Thune
Crapo Manchin Toomey
Cruz McCain Vitter
Enzi McConnell Wicker

NOT VOTING—4

Cochran Pryor
Johanns Schatz

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.

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

Mr. REID. I ask that the Senate now
resume legislative session.

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

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. REID. I move to proceed to exec-
utive session to consider Calendar No.
738.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

———

NOMINATION OF CHERYL ANN
KRAUSE TO BE UNITED STATES
CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR THE THIRD
CIRCUIT

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the nomination.

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Cheryl Ann Krause, of New
Jersey, to be United States Circuit
Judge for the Third Circuit.

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. REID. Madam President, 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.
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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 Cheryl Ann Krause, of New Jersey, to be
United States Circuit Judge for the Third
Circuit.

Harry Reid, Patrick J. Leahy, Richard J.
Durbin, Patty Murray, Jack Reed,
Sheldon Whitehouse, Christopher A.
Coons, Jeff Merkley, Sherrod Brown,
Tom Harkin, Richard Blumenthal, Ben-
jamin L. Cardin, Angus S. King, Jr.,
Thomas R. Carper, Debbie Stabenow,
Elizabeth Warren, 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.

———

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.

————
MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to a period of morning busi-
ness, with Senators allowed to speak
therein for up to 10 minutes each.

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

RECOGNIZING BISHOP DON DIXON
WILLIAMS

Mr. REID. Madam President, today I
honor and recognize the career of
Bishop Don diXon Williams, a member
of the organization Bread for the World
and the face of antihunger advocacy for
over 25 years. At Bread for the World,
Bishop Williams has been the national
associate for African-American church
engagement and a globally recognized
advocate for the poorest among us.

During his tenure at Bread for the
World, Bishop Williams traveled across
the world confronting the problem of
hunger both at home and abroad.
Bishop Williams also served as a US
delegate to the G8 summit, and he has
traveled to Israel and Palestine to help
engage Muslim, Jewish, and Christian
leaders in discussions about peace.

In addition to his service for Bread
for the World, Bishop Williams has
been the consummate churchman. He
was consecrated a bishop in 2007 for the
United Church of Jesus Christ, and he
has served in various capacities with
other faith-based organizations
throughout his career.

On behalf of the Senate, I commend
Bishop Don diXon Williams on a life-
time of public service and wish him the
best in all his future endeavors.

————
CHILDREN’S HEALTH

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I am
pleased, although not surprised, with
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the latest news that Vermont’s chil-
dren rank as the healthiest. Recent
data released by the Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention shows
that Vermont ranks at the top or near
the top of the list on a variety of
metrics, including a child’s access to
health care, and percentage of children
who exercise regularly. We all know
that healthy habits begin in childhood,
and Vermont has worked for years to
ensure that all Vermont children have
access to healthy beginnings.

Vermont has long been a trailblazer
on health care, particularly for chil-
dren. Recognizing that access to health
care for children and pregnant women
is critical to a healthy society,
Vermont created the Dr. Dynasaur
Program in 1989 to help families who
could not afford health insurance but
could not qualify for Medicaid. The
program was such a success, Governor
Howard Dean expanded Dr. Dynasaur in
1991 to cover all children and teens.
Governor Dean’s success with the pro-
gram and leadership on the issue paved
the way for Congress to create the
Children’s Health Insurance Program.

Vermont has taken other steps as
well to ensure all children can grow up
healthy. In addition to having one of
the lowest rates of uninsured children,
Vermont has worked hard to give chil-
dren access to healthy meals at school.
Vermont brings local food into schools
and teaches children about healthy
eating through the Farm to School
Program. And in order to make sure all
children have access to school meals,
Vermont gives those eligible for re-
duced-price lunches those meals for
free. By working in a coordinated fash-
ion across agencies and with advocacy
groups, Vermont reaches out to chil-
dren in need to help those families re-
ceive access to health care, nutrition
assistance, and other vital safety net
programs.

Unfortunately, there are still some
troubling national trends related to
children’s health of which Vermont is
not immune. Larger serving sizes and
greater access to junk food combined
with sedentary lifestyles have contrib-
uted to the steady rise in childhood
obesity rates. Additionally, we are see-
ing a rise in the number of children liv-
ing in poverty and without consistent
access to nutritious food and health
care. If we fail to reverse these trends,
we are setting our children up for
health problems that will last well into
adulthood.

We must continue to support the ef-
forts of our States and so many fami-
lies who are trying to help their chil-
dren make healthy choices. Instead of
working to undermine the efforts we
have made to ensure children can eat
nutritious meals in school or to repeal
the Affordable Care Act, or reducing
eligibility in the Special Supplemental
Nutrition Program for Women, Infants,
and Children Program or other nutri-
tion programs, we should be working
together to ensure all American chil-
dren have the chance to succeed.
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Vermont has shown tremendous leader-
ship in this area, and I hope we can all
learn from its model.

I ask unanimous consent that the fol-
lowing Washington Post article, ‘‘Best
state in America: Vermont, for its
healthy Kkids,” be printed in the
RECORD.

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

[From the Washington Post, June 21, 2014]

BEST STATE IN AMERICA: VERMONT, FOR ITS
HEALTHY KIDS

A lifetime of good health starts in child-
hood. Health insurance, access to health care
and regular exercise make for fit kids with
long life expectancies. And nowhere in Amer-
ica are kids healthier than in Vermont.

Across a range of metrics, the Green Moun-
tain State excels, according to the latest
data collected by the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention. Fewer than one in
four Vermont children are overweight or
obese. More than 81 percent have access to
medical and dental care. Nearly 99 percent
have health insurance. And one-third of all
Vermont children report exercising at least
20 minutes a day.

Vermont’s relatively small and prosperous
population makes it easier than in some
other states for officials to reach out to po-
tentially vulnerable children, said Cathy
Hess, managing director for coverage and ac-
cess at the National Academy for State
Health Policy. What’s more, Vermont has
been a pioneer in children’s health reform.

The state’s Dr. Dynasaur program, created
in 1989, covered tens of thousands of low-in-
come children long before the federal Chil-
dren’s Health Insurance Program came into
being. Congressional authors modeled the
federal program in part on Vermont’s plan.

Vermont policymakers have also worked
for years to build partnerships between pub-
lic and private institutions to promote chil-
dren’s health. There’s the Vermont Child
Health Improvement Program, run through
the University of Vermont; Children’s Inte-
grated Services, run through the state De-
partment for Children and Families, which
works to connect low-income families with
young children to social services; and the
Blueprint for Health, established in 2006 to
improve health-care services and control
costs.

“They’re focusing on the child and the
family, and not so much trying to fit the
child in different bureaucratic holes,” Hess
said.

Other states can brag about their suc-
cesses: Children in West Virginia, Missouri,
Tennessee and Oklahoma report getting
more exercise than their compatriots in
Vermont. Kids in Utah and Colorado are less
likely to be obese or overweight. And Hawaii
and Massachusetts insure a greater propor-
tion of their children.

States with higher percentages of low-in-
come families tend to fall at the less healthy
end of the spectrum, especially if those fami-
lies are minorities with less access to health
care. Nearly 40 percent of children in Lou-
isiana and Mississippi are obese or over-
weight. Only 56 percent of children in Nevada
and 59 percent in Idaho have access to med-
ical and dental care. Just 18 percent of Utah
children say they get 20 minutes of daily ex-
ercise.

Perhaps those states should study
Vermont’s model. The Green Mountain State
is a lap ahead of the rest of the field.
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HONORING OUR ARMED FORCES

LANCE CORPORAL ADAM WOLFF

Mr. GRASSLEY. Madam President, I
have the sad task of paying tribute to
a fellow Iowan who has given his life in
service to his country. LCpl Adam
Wolff was killed while supporting com-
bat operations in Helmand province,
Afghanistan. He was 25 years old. Adam
was a native of Eldon, IA, and lived in
Cedar Rapids. Eldon is home to the
house depicted in Grant Wood’s famous
painting ‘‘American Gothic,”” which
has come to symbolize a certain indom-
itable American spirit. Certainly there
can be no greater representation of the
spirit of self-sacrifice that has pre-
served American liberty through the
generations than patriots like Lance
Corporal Wolff. We can never repay
him for his sacrifice, but we as a coun-
try must remember him and all those
who have given their lives in defense of
freedom. My thoughts and prayers go
out to his family and friends who are
feeling his loss very deeply, particu-
larly his father Nicholas, his mother
Deborah, and his siblings. We cannot
begin to comprehend their loss, but
they should know that Adam’s service
and sacrifice have earned the gratitude
of an entire nation.

CHIEF WARRANT OFFICER TWO RANDY L.
BILLINGS

Mr. INHOFE. Madam President, I
wish to remember the life and sacrifice
of a remarkable young man, Army CW2
Randy L. Billings. Randy died Decem-
ber 17, 2013, of injuries he sustained
when his helicopter crashed in Zabul
Province, Afghanistan, in support of
Operation Enduring Freedom.

Randy was born September 1, 1979, in
Poteau, OK, and later moved to
Heavener, OK. After graduating
Heavener High School in 1997, he joined
the military and served our country for
16 years.

While attending flight school to
Rucker, AL, Randy met his wife Ash-
ley. Bonding through a mutual enjoy-
ment of the outdoors, they were mar-
ried in 2008.

In September 2009, Randy transferred
to the 3rd Assault Helicopter Bat-
talion, 1st Aviation Regiment, 1st
Combat Aviation Brigade, and 1lst In-
fantry Division in Fort Riley, KS.

The couple made a home in Manhat-
tan, KS, but they planned to move
south after he retired from the mili-
tary and start a family.

Ashley and her family are suffering
their second loss to war. Ashley Bil-
lings’ brother died in a 2004 helicopter
crash in Iraq. ‘‘It’s much harder be-
cause we’ve been through this before,”
she said. However, they were comforted
by the knowledge that Randy ‘‘loved
what he did and was going to do it
right.”

On December 17, 2013, Randy trag-
ically died of injuries he sustained
when his Black Hawk U-60 helicopter
crashed in southern Afghanistan. Five
other soldiers on board were Kkilled
alongside of Randy.
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His uncle Hurschel Billings said, ‘‘He
really loved it. Every time he came
back, he couldn’t wait to go back.” He
served two tours in Iraq and two in Af-
ghanistan. ‘“‘He died loving what he
does. Serving the country.”

‘‘He was just one of the nicest people
you could possibly be around ... He
was the definition of what a hero is. He
served his country well,” said Amanda
Morrison, Billings’ cousin.

A memorial service was held January
4, 2014, at Cornerstone Baptist Church
in Inverness, FL, and he was buried at
Florida National Cemetery. Oklahoma
Governor Mary Fallin ordered flags on
State property to fly at half-staff from
3-6 January, 2014.

‘“‘He’s pushed me to be a better per-
son for myself every single day of my
life,”” his wife Ashley said. ‘“‘“That’s the
kind of person he was.”

Chief Warrant Officer Billings’ wife
Ashley Billings resides in Manhattan,
KS; mother Eva Cooper in Poteau, OK;
and father Robert Billings in Heavener,
OK.

Today we remember Army CW2
Randy L. Billings, a young man who
loved his family and country and gave
his life as a sacrifice for freedom.

———

COMMENDING TOM CARPER

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President, on
June 4, 2014, I was proud to participate
with the National Energy Resource Or-
ganization in bestowing its Distin-
guished Service Award to Senator ToMm
CARPER.

NERO has, since 1978, recognized in a
nonpartisan manner outstanding
achievements in the energy field, par-
ticularly in the areas of public aware-
ness regarding energy development,
supply, and use.

Senator CARPER was recognized for
his long career of honorable public
service and his leadership. In the Sen-
ate, Senator CARPER has served as a
senior member of the Senate Environ-
ment and Public Works Committee and
as one of the wisest supporters of nu-
clear power. Senator CARPER is the
past chair of the Clean Air and Nuclear
Safety Subcommittee. In that role he
led the effort to pass the Diesel Emis-
sions Reduction Act with Senator
George Voinovich and conducted vig-
orous oversight of the Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission. It has been my
privilege to work with him on this
committee as his ranking member.

As we all know, Senator CARPER has
been willing to work across the aisle on
energy issues, and he is simply one of
the best people we have in this body.
He lives by the Golden Rule and sets
the kind of example on a daily basis
that we all admire and should seek to
emulate. I wanted to share this good
news with my colleagues.

COMMENDING JIM INHOFE

Mr. SESSIONS. Madam President, I
was proud to participate on June 4,
2014, with the National Energy Re-
source Organization when it presented
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its Distinguished Service Award to our
colleague, Senator JIM INHOFE.

Since 1978, NERO has recognized in a
nonpartisan manner outstanding
achievements in the energy field, par-
ticularly in the areas of public aware-
ness regarding energy development and
use. In addition to working for 30 years
in the private sector, JIM is the past
mayor of Tulsa, U.S. Congressman, and
has represented the State of Oklahoma
in the U.S. Senate since 1994.

Senator INHOFE was recognized for
his service as the lead Republican on
the Senate Environment & Public
Works Committee for 10 years, 4 of
those years as its chairman. He has
been a strong proponent of Oklahoma’s
energy resources and truly believes in
an ‘“‘all of the above” approach to
American energy. Through his work on
both of his committees, he has dem-
onstrated that energy independence is
not just an economic issue but a na-
tional security issue.

Senator INHOFE is well respected in
the Senate on energy issues, and he has
been in the forefront of every energy
and environmental issue in the Senate
for the last 20 years.

All of us know of Senator INHOFE’S
dedication to this Nation, his faith,
and to a strong energy production. We
also know of his giving spirit and his
heart for Africa. We are amazed at all
he accomplishes. Every day he gives
his total and relentless effort towards
making America a better place.

I wanted to share this good news with
our colleagues.

FOREIGN DUMPING

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Madam President,
I wish to speak about the importance
of a level playing field for Minnesotan
miners and American steel. My State’s
iron ore mines and the thousands of
Minnesota jobs they support are the
backbone of the Iron Range. It started
in the days when miners like my
grandfather worked in the underground
mines with picks and shovels and con-
tinues today in open-pit mines with
giant electric shovels and haul trucks.

Through the generations, these Min-
nesotans have earned a reputation for
possessing a strong work ethic. They
have proven that our miners on the
range can compete with anybody in the
world on a level playing field. Unfortu-
nately, that fairness is being com-
promised by foreign trading practices
that are putting steelworker jobs in
jeopardy.

The U.S. Department of Commerce is
currently investigating the trading
practices of countries that are dumping
steel products in the U.S. market. This
flood of foreign oil country tubular—
OCTG—goods is causing our Nation’s
steel industry to lose sales and market
to underpriced foreign competitors. An
example is South Korea, which is the
world’s largest steel industry but has
no domestic OCTG market. The result
is Korean producers exporting more to
the United States, creating a drop in
the price of steel.
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While the U.S. demand for OCTG
products is increasing, American pro-
ducers are not seeing the benefits. In
fact, they are losing sales to foreign
competitors, with imports of OCTG
doubling since 2008 and increased by 61
percent this year compared to the pre-
vious year. This is already having an
impact in American facilities with re-
duced hours and the threat of layoffs
for workers.

Dumping of steel products has na-
tionwide economic implications. The
OCTG steel produced for the U.S. en-
ergy market accounts for approxi-
mately 10 percent of domestic steel
production. U.S. OCTG producers di-
rectly employ nearly 8,000 workers
across the country, and every one of
those jobs in turn supports another 7
jobs in the supply chain. Here in Min-
nesota, where the steelmaking process
begins, there are more than 10,000 high-
quality, steel-related jobs.

That is why I recently joined 58 of
my colleagues in sending a bipartisan
letter to the Secretary of Commerce
expressing concern at the antidumping
investigation of OCTG imports from
South Korea. The letter asks the ad-
ministration to more closely examine
these imports for any misrepresenta-
tions in origin and nature of the prod-
ucts and to take action against any un-
fair dumping practices.

We all know our industries need to be
competitive—but they also need to be
competing on fair terms. It is critical
that our trade laws serve as the last
line of defense for American companies
and workers. I will continue fighting to
ensure that we have a level playing
field for this Minnesota industry vital
to the economic prosperity of our
State.

————

PENNSYLVANIA’S ACA
MARKETPLACE

Mr. CASEY. Madam President, I wish
to speak about encouraging news from
Pennsylvania. A June 17 article from
the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette details
how Pennsylvania’s health insurance
marketplace, established through the
Affordable Care Act, is working as in-
tended for enrollees. I would like to
enter this article into the RECORD as
evidence of how the Affordable Care
Act is expanding access to health in-
surance, in Pennsylvania and through-
out our Nation. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the full text of the article be
printed in the RECORD.

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

[From the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette, June 17,
2014]
PA. HEALTH MARKETPLACE ‘WORKING’ FOR
ENROLLEES
68% HAD PREMIUMS OF $100 OR LESS: REPORT
(By Steve Twedt)

Pennsylvanians who selected midrange
coverage ‘‘silver” plans in the new private
health insurance marketplace created as
part of the federal Affordable Care Act paid
an average monthly premium of $60 with tax
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credits, according to a new report by the
U.S. Department of Health and Human Serv-
ices.

Overall for all four plans—bronze, silver,
gold and platinum—68 percent of enrollees
had premiums of $100 or less after factoring
in tax credits and 47 percent found plans
with premiums of $560 a month or less, the re-
port said.

“What we’re finding is that the market-
place is working for Pennsylvanians,” said
HHS Secretary Sylvia Burwell in a release.
“‘Consumers have more choices, and they're
paying less for their premiums.”’

More than 300,000 Pennsylvanians have
signed up for a marketplace health plan
since enrollment began Oct. 1. Nationally,
the number of enrollees has surpassed 8 mil-
lion who HHS says have collectively saved
nearly $1.2 billion in premiums from what in-
surers had originally sought.

The exchanges are an integral part of the
2010 Patient Protection and Affordable Care
Act, designed to give people, and particu-
larly the uninsured, access to low-cost
health insurance.

The tax credits for lower income enrollees
are a major factor in plan affordability, as
the HHS report said; Pennsylvanians who
were eligible for tax credits saw their month-
ly premiums decrease by T4 percent, from
$330 to $84.

Information about the tax credits, includ-
ing eligibility requirements, can be found at
the IRS website: www.irs.gov/uac/Newsroom/
Questions-and-Answers-on-the-Premium-
Tax-Credit.

———

LITTLE LEAGUE INTERNATIONAL
ANNIVERSARY

Mr. TOOMEY. Madam President, I
wish to recognize Little League Inter-
national on its 75th anniversary. Little
League International was founded in
Williamsport, PA, in 1939 by Carl Stotz
as a means for area youth to learn the
sport at a time when they were consid-
ered too young to play organized base-
ball. The basic goal of Little League
was, and remains, to introduce children
to a game that teaches its set of val-
ues, including courage, character and
loyalty, that will guide them through-
out their lives. Congress recognized the
valuable role Little League has played
in America’s communities when it
unanimously granted Little League a
Federal charter on July 16, 1964. That
charter was signed into law by Presi-
dent Lyndon B. Johnson the very next

day.
Over the course of its 75 years, Little
League Baseball has become the

world’s largest organized youth sports
program, growing from 3 teams in 1939
to nearly 200,000 teams located in all 50
States and more than 80 countries
worldwide. Each year, more than 2.4
million children participate in Little
League Baseball in various divisions,
including baseball, softball, and a chal-
lenger division for physically and de-
velopmentally challenged children.
Some notable Little League alumni in-
clude former U.S. President George W.
Bush, two Vice Presidents, numerous
U.S. Senators and Representatives, two
Nobel Prize laureates, and a Medal of
Honor recipient. Also, several profes-
sional athletes and Hall of Fame base-
ball players began their journey in Lit-
tle League. In keeping with the tradi-
tion of our national pastime, thousands
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of games are played throughout the
summer months at various levels of
competition. These events bring to-
gether children from the international
community and foster principles that
transcend cultural or regional dif-
ferences.

Since the very first game was played
on June 6, 1939, Little League Inter-
national has made an invaluable con-
tribution to the lives of millions of
children across the globe. I wish Little
League International all the best as it
continues to grow and fulfill its mis-
sion by laying a strong foundation for
today’s youth.

———

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

CONGRAULATING SOUTHEAST
ISLAND SCHOOL DISTRICT

e Mr. BEGICH. Madam President, I
wish to pay tribute to the hard work of
the students and faculty of the South-
east Island School District, their local
community members, and their Super-
intendent, Lauren Busch.

In response to high food costs, the
school district sought funding and
community support to build green-
houses for students at each of its four
schools: Thorne Bay, Coffman Cove,
Naukati, and Barry Stewart. Students
and community members found fund-
ing, purchased and constructed green-
houses and are now using locally
sourced biomass to heat them.

While building a few greenhouses
may not sound like much to those in
the lower 48, things are different in
Alaska. High transportation costs,
high energy costs, the lack of access to
raw materials, and sometimes severe
weather all combine to make for a high
cost of living. This makes this district-
wide greenhouse project a tremendous
achievement.

A central part of my job is to explain
how different Alaska is to my col-
leagues here and to help them under-
stand these high costs our Alaska com-
munities face. These are the central
challenges of our State and, in one
project, have been smartly and cre-
atively addressed through the South-
east Island School District greenhouse
program. In addition, the program also
teaches students many other valuable
skills, including entrepreneurship.

I am proud to congratulate these
hard-working and resourceful Alaskans
and I wish them continued success.®

——————
VAN BUREN COUNTY, IOWA

e 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-
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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. 1 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 Van Buren 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 successfully acquire
financial assistance from programs I
have fought hard to support, which
have provided more than $13 million to
the local economy.

Of course, one of my favorite memo-
ries of working together is the success
that the Van Buren County Hospital
has had in securing funds for wellness
activities and facilities expansions
through programs I fought for as chair
of the Senate Agriculture Committee.

Among the highlights:

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
Bonaparte to use that money to lever-
age other investments to jumpstart
change and renewal. I am so pleased
that Van Buren County has earned
$65,000 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
yvears, 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-
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mendous multiplier effect within a
school district. Over the years, Van
Buren County has received $2,722,823 in
Harkin grants. Similarly, schools in
Van Buren County have received funds
that I designated for Iowa Star Schools
for technology totaling $144,729.

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, Van Buren County has re-
ceived more than $5 million from a va-
riety 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, Van Buren County’s fire depart-
ments have received over $2,000,000 for
firefighter 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 Van
Buren County has recognized this im-
portant issue by securing more than
$350,000 in grants for community
wellness activities.

Disability Rights: Growing up, 1
loved and admired my brother Frank,
who was deaf. However, I was deeply
disturbed 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
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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 1
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 Van Buren 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 ITowa, and spe-
cifically Van Buren 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 Van
Buren 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.e

———

FLOYD COUNTY, IOWA

e 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 Floyd 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
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Floyd County worth over $600,000 and
successfully acquire financial assist-
ance from programs I have fought hard
to support, which have provided more
than $9 million to the local economy.

Of course, one of my favorite memo-
ries of working together is their work
to combine several issues I care deeply
about by renovating a former Carnegie
Library to serve the community as the
Charles City Art Center, and by mak-
ing it accessible to people with disabil-
ities.

Among the highlights:

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
Charles City and Hampton to use that
money to leverage other investments
to jumpstart change and renewal. I am
so pleased that Floyd County has
earned $72,000 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, Floyd
County has received $538,648 in Harkin
grants. Similarly, schools in Floyd
County have received funds that I des-
ignated for Iowa Star Schools for tech-
nology totaling $55,000.

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
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same predictable flood or other catas-
trophe from recurring in the future.
The hazard mitigation program that I
helped create in 1993 provided critical
support to Iowa communities impacted
by the devastating floods of 2008. Floyd
County has received over $2.8 million
to remediate and prevent widespread
destruction from natural disasters.

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, Floyd County has received
more than $4.8 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, Floyd County’s fire departments
have received over $500,000 for fire-
fighter safety and operations equip-
ment.

Disability rights: Growing up, I loved
and admired my brother Frank, who
was deaf. But I was deeply disturbed by
the discrimination and obstacles he
faced every day. That is why I have al-
ways been a passionate advocate for
full equality for people with disabil-
ities. As the primary author of the
Americans with Disabilities Act and
the ADA Amendments Act, I have had
four guiding goals for our fellow citi-
zens with disabilities: equal oppor-
tunity, full participation, independent
living and economic self-sufficiency.
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 disabilities
in our society and economy, folks who
at long last have the opportunity to
contribute their talents and to be fully
included. These changes have increased
economic opportunities for all citizens
of Floyd County, both those with and
without disabilities. 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 Floyd County, during my time
in Congress. In every case, this work
has been about partnerships, coopera-
tion, and empowering folks at the
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State and local level, including in
Floyd 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.e

————

LAKE CITY, SOUTH DAKOTA

e Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota.
Madam President, today I rise to rec-
ognize the 100th anniversary of the
founding of Lake City, SD. In 1885,
Marshall County separated from Day
County and became a separate entity.
A man named Stout bought the Lake
City area land and divided it into lots
to be sold to Lake City settlers. When
the railroad came through in 1914, resi-
dents voted to split from Eden City and
create the township of Lake City in
Marshall County. This close-knit com-
munity will celebrate its centennial
July 4-5, 2014.

Part of a resilient community, the
residents of Lake City have overcome
several large fires. The largest of these
broke out in 1949 and quickly spread to
the local pool hall and then throughout
the town. After this, and every other
fire, the people of Lake City came to-
gether and rebuilt their town.

On Friday night the celebration will
kick off with a street dance. Festivities
will continue the following day with a
parade, team watermelon-eating con-
test, a tug-of-war competition, and
many other fun-filled activities. That
evening, another street dance will
bring the event to a close.

Today, this small town in Marshall
County symbolizes what it means to be
a South Dakota community. I am
proud to honor the successes of Lake
City and to offer my congratulations to
the residents of the town on this his-
toric milestone.®

——————

EDEN, SOUTH DAKOTA

e Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, I wish
recognize Eden, SD. The town of Eden
will be celebrating its centennial on
June 27-29, 2014. Eden will host centen-
nial events which include a tractor and
car show, school reunion, 5K color run,
beard contest, fireworks, and a veteran
recognition ceremony.

Located in Marshall County and
founded in 1914, Eden was named by its
residents based on its beautiful setting.
Eden has long been known as a commu-
nity with deep ties to South Dakota’s
agriculture economy. Since its begin-
ning 100 years ago, the community of
Eden continues to serve as a strong ex-
ample of South Dakota values and tra-
ditions.

I offer my congratulations to the
citizens of Eden on its centennial and
wish them continued prosperity in the
years to come.®
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LAKE CITY, SOUTH DAKOTA

e Mr. THUNE. Madam President, today
I recognize Lake City, SD. The town of
Lake City will be celebrating its cen-
tennial on July 4-5, 2014. Lake City will
host centennial events which include a
community history display, bake-off,
line dancing, all-school gathering, var-
ious tournaments, and a parade.

Located in Marshall County, Lake
City was founded in 1914. Lake City has
long been known as the location for the
annual Fort Sisseton Historical Fes-
tival, as well as being a community
with deep ties to South Dakota’s agri-
culture economy. Since its beginning
100 years ago, the community of Lake
City continues to serve as a strong ex-
ample of South Dakota values and tra-
ditions.

I offer my congratulations to the
citizens of Lake City on its centennial
and wish them continued prosperity in
the years to come.®

———————

WIBAUX COUNTY, MONTANA

e Mr. WALSH. Madam President, I
wish to recognize Wibaux County in
eastern Montana on the occasion of its
100th birthday. Founded by bold pio-
neers at the turn of the century,
Wibaux is living proof of the strength
of the American prairie spirit.

The county was founded in August of
1914 by Pierre Wibaux, a Frenchman
who left the family textile business to
try to tame the Wild West. When those
like Wibaux first settled in eastern
Montana, they brought with them a
strong work ethic. That resilience be-
came apparent when Wibaux’s W-Bar
Ranch grew to cover 70,000 acres in
Wibaux County. The lively community
attracted Theodore Roosevelt, whose
famed ranch was nearby across the
North Dakota border.

Since its founding, Wibaux County
has undergone many changes. Farmers
have experienced agricultural booms,
and the local schools are known state-
wide for academic and athletic excel-
lence. The discovery of oil in the region
as well as the recent introduction of
hydraulic fracking have transformed
the local economy and brought the
county into the international spot-
light. Through it all, the people who
call the county home share the core
values of service, honesty, and the will-
ingness to help a neighbor in need.

Perhaps the greatest quality of the
county is its kind citizens who are al-
ways willing to lend a hand to a neigh-
bor. The residents of Wibaux County
still exhibit the same generosity, dili-
gence, and drive that Pierre Wibaux
and other pioneers brought to the area
100 years ago.

I congratulate Wibaux County on 100
wonderful years. We look forward to
the next century being as exciting as
the last.e

————
MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE

At 11:40 a.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
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Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House agrees to the
amendment of the Senate to the bill
(H.R. 316) to reinstate and transfer cer-
tain hydroelectric licenses and extend
the deadline for commencement of con-
struction of certain hydroelectric
projects.

The message also announced that the
House has passed the following bills,
without amendment:

S. 1044. An act to direct the Secretary of
the Interior to install in the area of the
World War II Memorial in the District of Co-
lumbia a suitable plaque or an inscription
with the words that President Franklin D.
Roosevelt prayed with the United States on
D-Day, June 6, 1944.

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.

The message further announced that
the House passed the following bills, in
which it requests the concurrence of
the Senate:

H.R. 412. An act to amend the Wild and
Scenic Rivers Act to designate segments of
the mainstem of the Nashua River and its
tributaries in the Commonwealth of Massa-
chusetts for study for potential addition to
the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System,
and for other purposes.

H.R. 4002. An act to revoke the charter of
incorporation of the Miami Tribe of Okla-
homa at the request of that tribe, and for
other purposes.

H.R. 4092. An act to amend the Energy Pol-
icy and Conservation Act to establish the of-
fice of Energy Efficiency and Renewable En-
ergy as the lead Federal agency for coordi-
nating Federal, State, and local assistance
provided to promote the energy retrofitting
of schools.

H.R. 4801. An act to require the Secretary
of Energy to prepare a report on the impact
of thermal insulation on both energy and
water use for potable hot water.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

At 4:17 p.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks an-
nounced that the Speaker has signed
the following enrolled bills:

S. 1044. An act to direct the Secretary of
the Interior to install in the area of the
World War II Memorial in the District of Co-
lumbia a suitable plaque or an inscription
with the words that President Franklin D.
Roosevelt prayed with the United States on
D-Day, June 6, 1944.

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.

H.R. 316. An act to reinstate and transfer
certain hydroelectric licenses and extend the
deadline for commencement of construction
of certain hydroelectric projects.

The enrolled bills were subsequently
signed by the President pro tempore
(Mr. LEAHY).

———

MEASURES REFERRED

The following bills were read the first
and the second times by unanimous
consent, and referred as indicated:

H.R. 412. An act to amend the Wild and
Scenic Rivers Act to designate segments of
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the mainstem of the Nashua River and its
tributaries in the Commonwealth of Massa-
chusetts for study for potential addition to
the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Energy and Natural Resources.

H.R. 4002. An act to revoke the charter of
incorporation of the Miami Tribe of OKkla-
homa at the request of that tribe, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Indian
Affairs.

H.R. 4092. An act to amend the Energy Pol-
icy and Conservation Act to establish the Of-
fice of Energy Efficiency and Renewable En-
ergy as the lead Federal agency for coordi-
nating Federal, State, and local assistance
provided to promote the energy retrofitting
of schools; to the Committee on Energy and
Natural Resources.

H.R. 4801. An act to require the Secretary
of Energy to prepare a report on the impact
of thermal insulation on both energy and
water use for potable hot water; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources.

———

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER
COMMUNICATIONS

The following communications were
laid before the Senate, together with
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated:

EC-6201. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Administrator of the Fruit and Vege-
table Programs, Agricultural Marketing
Service, Department of Agriculture, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule
entitled ‘‘Olives Grown in California; De-
creased Assessment Rate’ (Docket No. AMS-
FV-14-0002; FV14-932-1 FIR) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on June
18, 2014; to the Committee on Agriculture,
Nutrition, and Forestry.

EC-6202. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Army, transmitting, pursuant
to law, a report on the mobilizations of se-
lect reserve units, received in the Office of
the President of the Senate on June 18, 2014;
to the Committee on Armed Services.

EC-6203. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Appraisal Subcommittee, Federal
Financial Institutions Examination Council,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Appraisal
Subcommittee’s 2013 Annual Report; to the
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban
Affairs.

EC-6204. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Export Administration,
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Export
Administration Regulations (EAR): Addition
of Certain Persons to the Unverified List
(UVL) and Making a Correction” (RIN0694—
AG20) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on June 18, 2014; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs.

EC-6205. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Export Administration,
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Update
of Short Supply Export Controls: Unproc-
essed Western Red Cedar, Crude Oil, and Pe-
troleum Products” (RIN0694-AG06) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on June 18, 2014; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs.

EC-6206. A communication from the Acting
Director, Bureau of Ocean Energy Manage-
ment, Department of the Interior, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘‘Es-
timates of Natural Gas and Oil Reserves, Re-
serves Growth, and Undiscovered Resources
in Federal and State Waters off the Coasts of
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Texas, Louisiana, Mississippi, and Ala-
bama’’; to the Committee on Energy and
Natural Resources.

EC-6207. A communication from the Dep-
uty Director, Centers for Medicare and Med-
icaid Services, Department of Health and
Human Services, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Ninety-
Day Waiting Period” ((RIN0938-ART77) (CMS—
9952-F2)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on June 23, 2014; to the
Committee on Finance.

EC-6208. A communication from the Assist-
ant General Counsel, General Law, Ethics,
and Regulation, Department of the Treasury,
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report rel-
ative to a vacancy in the position of Mem-
ber, IRS Oversight Board within the Depart-
ment of the Treasury, received in the Office
of the President of the Senate on June 18,
2014; to the Committee on Finance.

EC-6209. A communication from the Dep-
uty Secretary of Defense, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the Department of Defense
Semiannual Report of the Inspector General
for the period from October 1, 2013 through
March 31, 2014; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs.

EC-6210. A communication from the Acting
Inspector General of the General Services
Administration, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the Semiannual Report of the Inspector
General for the period from October 1, 2013
through March 31, 2014; to the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs.

EC-6211. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report prepared by the Department of
State on progress toward a negotiated solu-
tion of the Cyprus question covering the pe-
riod February 1, 2014 through March 31, 2014;
to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-6212. A communication from the Gen-
eral Counsel, Peace Corps, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report relative to a vacancy
in the position of Deputy Director of the
Peace Corps, received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on June 18, 2014; to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-6213. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Bureau of Political-Military
Affairs, Department of State, transmitting,
pursuant to law, an addendum to a certifi-
cation, of the proposed sale or export of de-
fense articles and/or defense services to a
Middle East country (0SS-2014-0887); to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-6214. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, Office of Sustainable Fisheries,
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled
‘“‘International Fisheries; Pacific Tuna Fish-
eries; Fishing Restrictions for Pacific
Bluefin Tuna in the Eastern Pacific Ocean”
(RIN0648-BD55) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on June 19, 2014; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-6215. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, Office of Sustainable Fisheries,
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled
‘“Emergency Rule To Revise the Rec-
reational Measures and Revise the 2014 Rec-
reational Fishing Season for Red Snapper in
the Gulf of Mexico” (RIN0648-BE18) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on June 19, 2014; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-6216. A communication from the Acting
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Fisheries of the Northeastern United
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Transfer” (RIN0648-XD298) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on June
19, 2014; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-6217. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, Office of Sustainable Fisheries,
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Magnuson-Stevens Act Provisions; Fish-
eries off West Coast States; Pacific Coast
Groundfish Fishery; Annual Specifications
and Management Measures for the 2014 Trib-
al and Non-Tribal Fisheries for Pacific Whit-
ing” (RIN0648-BD75) received in the Office of
the President of the Senate on June 19, 2014;
to the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation.

EC-6218. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Spe-
cial Local Regulations; ODBA Draggin’ on
the Waccamaw, Atlantic Intracoastal Water-
way; Bucksport, SC” ((RIN1625-AA08) (Dock-
et No. USCG-2013-0097)) received in the Office
of the President of the Senate on June 18,
2014; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-6219. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, Office of Sustainable Fisheries,
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Fisheries Off West Coast States; Highly Mi-
gratory Fisheries; California Drift Gillnet
Fishery; Sperm Whale Interaction Restric-
tions” (RIN0648-BD57) received in the Office
of the President of the Senate on June 18,
2014; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-6220. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, Office of Sustainable Fisheries,
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Magnuson-Stevens Act Provisions; Fish-
eries off West Coast States; Pacific Coast
Groundfish Fishery; 2013-2014 Biennial Speci-
fications and Management Measures; Correc-
tion” (RIN0648-BE14) received in the Office
of the President of the Senate on June 18,
2014; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-6221. A communication from the Acting
Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, De-
partment of Commerce, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of Mexico,
and South Atlantic; 2014 Limited Commer-
cial and Recreational Fishing Seasons for
Red Snapper in Southern Atlantic States”
(RIN0648-XD307) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on June 19, 2014; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-6222. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Safety Zone; Alleghany River; Pittsburgh,
PA” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG-
2014-0157)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on June 18, 2014; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-6223. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Safety Zone; Monongahela River; Pitts-
burgh, PA” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No.
USCG-2014-0231)) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on June 18, 2014; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-6224. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
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of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Safety Zone, Atlantic Intracoastal Water-
way; Morehead City, NC” ((RIN1625-AA00)
(Docket No. USCG-2014-0155)) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on June
18, 2014; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-6225. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Safety Zone: Village West Marina 4th of
July Fireworks Display, Fourteenmile
Slough, Stockton, CA” ((RIN1625-AA00)
(Docket No. USCG-2014-0307)) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on June
18, 2014; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-6226. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Safety Zone; Cincinnati Reds Fireworks
Displays Ohio River, Mile 470.1-470.4; Cin-
cinnati, OH” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No.
USCG-2014-0080)) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on June 18, 2014; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-6227. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Safety Zone; Cincinnati Symphony Orches-
tra Fireworks Displays Ohio River, Mile
460.9-461.3; Cincinnati, OH” ((RIN1625-AA00)
(Docket No. USCG-2014-0238)) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on June
18, 2014; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-6228. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Safety Zone: Petaluma River Closure for
Highway Widening, Petaluma River,
Petaluma, CA” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No.
USCG-2014-0311)) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on June 18, 2014; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-6229. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Safety Zone: Vallejo 4th of July Fireworks,
Mare Island Strait, Vallejo, CA” ((RIN1625—
AA00) (Docket No. USCG—2014-0394)) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on June 18, 2014; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-6230. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Drawbridge Operation Regulation; Pelican
Island Causeway, Galveston Channel, TX”
((RIN1625-AA09) (Docket No. USCG-2014-
0063)) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on June 18, 2014; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-6231. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Drawbridge Operation Regulation; West
Pearl River, Pearl River, LA” ((RIN1625—
AA09) (Docket No. USCG—2014-0197)) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on June 18, 2014; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-6232. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Drawbridge Operation Regulation;
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Terrebonne Bayou, LA’ ((RIN1625-AA09)
(Docket No. USCG-2014-1072)) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on June
18, 2014; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-6233. A communication from the Acting
Deputy Chief Counsel (Regulations and Secu-
rity Standards), Transportation Security Ad-
ministration, Department of Homeland Se-
curity, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Adjustment of Pas-
senger Civil Aviation Security Service Fee”’
(RIN1652-AA68) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on June 23, 2014; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-6234. A communication from the Dep-
uty Director, Regulatory Management Divi-
sion, Environmental Protection Agency,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘“‘Control of Air Pollution
From Motor Vehicles: Tier 3 Motor Vehicle
Emission and Fuel Standards” ((RIN2060-
AQ86) (FRL No. 9906-86-OAR)) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on June
24, 2014; to the Committee on Environment
and Public Works.

———

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

The following petitions and memo-
rials were laid before the Senate and
were referred or ordered to lie on the
table as indicated:

POM-258. A concurrent resolution adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Louisiana
memorializing the United States Congress to
review and support H.R. 3930, the National
Commission on the Structure of the Army
Act of 2014; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 69

Whereas, H.R. 3930 was introduced on Janu-
ary 27, 2014, and seeks to establish the Na-
tional Commission on the Structure of the
Army to undertake a comprehensive study of
the structure of the Army; and

Whereas, the focus of this study is to de-
termine two factors, which include the prop-
er force mixture of the active component and
reserve component, and how the structure
should be modified to best fulfill mission re-
quirements in a manner that is consistent
with available resources; and

Whereas, H.R. 3930 also directs the com-
mission to give careful consideration in eval-
uating a structure that meets current and
anticipated requirements of combat com-
mands, achieves a cost-efficient balance be-
tween the regular and reserve components
with particular focus on fully burdened and
lifestyle costs of Army personnel, and en-
sures that the regular and reserve compo-
nents possess the capacity needed to support
homeland defense and disaster assistance
missions in the United States; and

Whereas, H.R. 3930 further provides for suf-
ficient numbers of regular members of the
Army to provide a base of trained personnel
from which the personnel of the reserve com-
ponents could be recruited; maintains a
peacetime rotation force to support oper-
ational tempo goals of a ratio of one to two
for regular members and a ratio of one to
five for members of the reserve components;
and further maximizes and appropriately
balances affordability, efficiency, effective-
ness, capability, and readiness; and

Whereas, H.R. 3930 further prohibits the
use of any funds made available for the 2015
Fiscal Year for the Army to divest, retire, or
transfer any aircraft of Army assigned units
of the Army National Guard as of January
15, 2014, or to reduce personnel below the au-
thorized end strength levels of three hundred
fifty thousand members of the Army Na-
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tional Guard as of September 30, 2014: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Legislature of Louisiana
does hereby memorialize the United States
Congress to review and support H.R. 3930,
which would, if enacted, be known as the Na-
tional Commission on the Structure of the
Army Act of 2014; and be it further

Resolved, That a suitable copy of this Reso-
lution be transmitted to the presiding offi-
cers of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives of the Congress of the United
States of America and to each member of the
Louisiana congressional delegation.

POM-259. A concurrent resolution adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Louisiana
memorializing the United States Congress to
take such actions as are necessary to ensure
proper expenditures and the restoration of
the Gulf Coast for the benefit of all the citi-
zens of the United States; to the Committee
on Environment and Public Works.

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NoO. 50

Whereas, on April 20, 2010, an explosion oc-
curred on the mobile offshore drilling unit
Deepwater Horizon which resulted in the fire
that eventually sank the rig, killing eleven
crewmen, and destroying Louisiana’s deli-
cate coast and industries that rely on the
coast with an estimated 4.1 million barrels of
oil released over an eighty-seven day period
from the Macondo well five thousand feet
below on the ocean bottom; and

Whereas, this incident has had a long-last-
ing impact on the state’s natural resources,
including land, water, fish, wildlife, fowl, and
other biota, and likewise on the livelihoods
of Louisiana’s citizens living along the coast;
and

Whereas, the Federal Water Pollution Con-
trol Act also known as the Clean Water Act,
33 U.S.C. 1321, provides for administrative
and civil penalties for parties responsible for
unauthorized discharge of pollutants into
United States waters as occurred during the
Deepwater Horizon disaster; and

Whereas, these fines estimated between
$5.4 billion and $21.1 billion would ordinarily
be deposited into the Oil Spill Liability
Trust Fund pursuant to the Clean Water Act;
however, congress passed the Resources and
Ecosystems Sustainability, Tourist Opportu-
nities, and Revived Economies of the Gulf
Coast States Act of 2012 (RESTORE) that re-
quires eighty percent of the fines to be de-
posited into the Gulf Coast Restoration
Trust Fund (trust fund) for restoration ef-
forts in the five coastal states damaged by
the spill: Alabama, Florida, Louisiana, Mis-
sissippi, and Texas; and

Whereas, the monies from the trust fund
will be principally divided into three funding
mechanisms, the Direct Component that
evenly distributes thirty-five percent to the
five affected states; the Comprehensive Plan
Component that directs thirty percent to the
Gulf Coast Ecosystem Restoration Council
to implement a comprehensive Gulf Coast
wide recovery plan; and the Spill Impact
Component that distributes thirty percent to
the affected states based upon a formula cal-
culated on the miles of coastline affected by
the oil spill, distance from Deepwater Hori-
zon, and the average 2010 population; and

Whereas, unfortunately, Louisiana has re-
cent experience in administering restoration
and recovery programs in the wake of disas-
ters such as hurricanes Katrina, Rita, Gus-
tav, and Isaac and has learned the value of
real-time audit practices in terms of ensur-
ing proper expenditures, providing guidance
to program administrators, and assuring
transparency of decisions for the public; and

Whereas, auditing after the fact provides
little assistance for parish and county gov-
ernments with minimal resources to recoup
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large sums in the case of improper expendi-
tures; and

Whereas, the RESTORE Act provides for
up to three percent for administrative costs;
there remains uncertainty whether those
funds are only for the cost of the United
States Treasury Department administering
the RESTORE Act and whether those funds
can be utilized by state and local govern-
ments for real-time audits: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved, That the Legislature of Louisiana
does hereby memorialize the United States
Congress to take such actions as are nec-
essary for the proper allocation of resources
on the federal, state, and local level to fund
real-time audit practices in developing, plan-
ning, constructing, and executing projects
funded by the RESTORE Act’s Gulf Coast
Restoration Trust Fund to ensure proper ex-
penditures and the restoration of the Gulf
Coast for the benefit of all the citizens of the
United States; and be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this Resolution be
transmitted to the presiding officers of the
Senate and the House of Representatives of
the Congress of the United States of America
and to each member of the Louisiana con-
gressional delegation.

POM-260. A concurrent resolution adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Louisiana
memorializing the Congress of the United
States to review the Government Pension
Offset and the Windfall Elimination Provi-
sion Social Security benefit reductions and
to consider eliminating or reducing them by
enacting the Social Security Fairness Act of
2013; to the Committee on Finance.

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NoO. 5

Whereas, the Congress of the United States
of America has enacted both the Government
Pension Offset (GPO), reducing the spousal
and survivor Social Security benefit, and the
Windfall Elimination Provision (WEP), re-
ducing the earned Social Security benefit for
any person who also receives a public pen-
sion benefit; and

Whereas, congress enacted these reduction
provisions to provide a disincentive for pub-
lic employees to receive two pensions; and

Whereas, the GPO negatively affects a
spouse or survivor receiving a federal, state,
or local government retirement or pension
benefit who would also be entitled to a So-
cial Security benefit earned by a spouse; and

Whereas, the GPO formula reduces the
spousal or survivor Social Security benefit
by two-thirds of the amount of the federal,
state, or local government retirement or
pension benefit received by the spouse or
survivor, in many cases completely elimi-
nating the Social Security benefit earned by
the spouse even though the spouse paid So-
cial Security taxes for many years; and

Whereas, the GPO often reduces spousal
benefits so significantly it makes the dif-
ference between self-sufficiency and poverty;
and

Whereas, the GPO has a harsh effect on
thousands of citizens and undermines the
original purpose of the Social Security de-
pendent/survivor benefit; and

Whereas, the GPO negatively impacts over
thirty thousand Louisianians; and

Whereas, the WEP applies to those persons
who have earned federal, state, or local gov-
ernment retirement or pension benefits, in
addition to working in employment covered
under Social Security and paying into the
Social Security system; and

Whereas, the WEP reduces the earned So-
cial Security benefit using an averaged in-
dexed monthly earnings formula and may re-
duce Social Security benefits for affected
persons by as much as one-half of the retire-
ment benefit earned as a public servant in
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employment not covered under Social Secu-
rity; and

Whereas, the WEP causes hardworking in-
dividuals to lose a significant portion of the
Social Security benefits that they earn
themselves; and

Whereas, the WEP negatively impacts over
thirty thousand Louisianans; and

Whereas, in certain circumstances both the
WEP and GPO can be applied to a qualifying
survivor’s benefit, each independently reduc-
ing the available benefit and in combination
eliminating a large portion of the total So-
cial Security benefit available to the sur-
vivor; and

Whereas, the calculation characteristics of
the GPO and the WEP have a disproportion-
ately negative effect on employees working
in lower-wage government jobs, like police-
men, firefighters, teachers, and state em-
ployees; and

Whereas, Louisiana is making every effort
to improve the quality of life of its citizens
and to encourage them to live here lifelong,
yet the current GPO and WEP provisions
compromise their quality of life; and

Whereas, individuals drastically affected
by the GPO or WEP may have no choice but
to return to work after retirement in order
to make ends meet, but the income earned
during this post-retirement employment
may cause additional reductions to the So-
cial Security benefits to which the indi-
vidual is entitled; and

Whereas, retired individuals affected by
both GPO and WEP have significantly less
money to support their basic needs and
sometimes must rely on government assist-
ance programs to bridge the gap; and

Whereas, the GPO and the WEP penalize
individuals who have dedicated their lives to
public service by taking away benefits they
have earned; and

Whereas, our nation should respect, not pe-
nalize, public servants; and

Whereas, the number of people affected by
the GPO and WEP is growing daily as the
baby boomers attain retirement age and ad-
vances in health care increase longevity; and

Whereas, the GPO and WEP are established
in federal law, and repeal of the GPO and the
WEP can only be enacted by congress: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Legislature of Louisiana
does hereby memorialize the Congress of the
United States of America to review the Gov-
ernment Pension Offset and the Windfall
Elimination Provision Social Security ben-
efit reductions and to consider eliminating
or reducing them by enacting the Social Se-
curity Fairness Act of 2013 (S. 896 and H.R.
1795); and be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this Resolution be
transmitted to the presiding officers of the
Senate and the House of Representatives of
the Congress of the United States of America
and to each member of the Louisiana con-
gressional delegation.

POM-261. A concurrent resolution adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Louisiana
memorializing the Congress of the United
States to review the Government Pension
Offset and the Windfall Elimination Provi-
sion Social Security benefit reductions and
to consider eliminating or reducing them; to
the Committee on Finance.

HoOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NoO. 33

Whereas, the Congress of the United States
of America has enacted both the Government
Pension Offset (GPO), reducing the spousal
and survivor Social Security benefit, and the
Windfall Elimination Provision (WEP), re-
ducing the earned Social Security benefit for
any person who also receives a public pen-
sion benefit; and

Whereas, the intent of congress in enacting
the GPO and the WEP provisions was to ad-
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dress concerns that a public employee who
had worked primarily in federal, state, or
local government employment might receive
a public pension in addition to the same So-
cial Security benefit as a worker who has
worked only in employment covered by So-
cial Security throughout his career; and

Whereas, congress enacted these reduction
provisions to provide a disincentive for pub-
lic employees to receive two pensions; and

Whereas, the GPO negatively affects a
spouse or survivor receiving a federal, state,
or local government retirement or pension
benefit who would also be entitled to a So-
cial Security benefit earned by a spouse; and

Whereas, the GPO formula reduces the
spousal or survivor Social Security benefit
by two-thirds of the amount of the federal,
state, or local government retirement or
pension benefit received by the spouse or
survivor, in many cases completely elimi-
nating the Social Security benefit even
though their spouses paid Social Security
taxes for many years; and

Whereas, the GPO has a harsh effect on
hundreds of thousands of citizens and under-
mines the original purpose of the Social Se-
curity dependent/survivor benefit; and

Whereas, according to the Social Security
Administration, in 2013, at least 614,644 indi-
viduals nationally were affected by the GPO;
and

Whereas, the WEP applies to those persons
who have earned federal, state, or local gov-
ernment retirement or pension benefits, in
addition to working in employment covered
under Social Security and paying into the
Social Security system; and

Whereas, WEP reduces the earned Social
Security benefit using an averaged indexed
monthly earnings formula and may reduce
Social Security benefits for affected persons
by as much as one-half of the retirement
benefit earned as a public servant in employ-
ment not covered under Social Security; and

Whereas, the WEP causes hardworking in-
dividuals to lose a significant portion of the
Social Security benefits that they earn
themselves; and

Whereas, according to the Social Security
Administration, in 2013, at least 1,549,544 in-
dividuals nationally were affected by the
WEP; and

Whereas, in certain circumstances both the
WEP and GPO can be applied to a qualifying
survivor’s benefit, each independently reduc-
ing the available benefit and in combination
eliminating a large portion of the total So-
cial Security benefit available to the sur-
vivor; and

Whereas, because of the calculation char-
acteristics of the GPO and the WEP, they
have a disproportionately negative effect on
employees working in lower-wage govern-
ment jobs, like policemen, firefighters,
teachers, and state employees; and

Whereas, Louisiana is making every effort
to improve the quality of life of its citizens
and to encourage them to live here lifelong,
yvet the current GPO and WEP provisions
compromise their quality of life; and

Whereas, the number of people affected by
GPO and WEP is growing every day as more
and more people reach retirement age; and

Whereas, individuals drastically affected
by the GPO or WEP may have no choice but
to return to work after retirement in order
to make ends meet, but the earnings accu-
mulated during this return to work can fur-
ther reduce the Social Security benefits the
individual is entitled to; and

Whereas, the GPO and WEP are established
in federal law, and repeal of the GPO and the
WEP can only be enacted by congress: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Legislature of Louisiana
does hereby memorialize the Congress of the
United States of America to review the Gov-
ernment Pension Offset and the Windfall
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Elimination Provision Social Security ben-
efit reductions and to consider eliminating
or reducing them; and be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this Resolution be
transmitted to the presiding officers of the
Senate and the House of Representatives of
the Congress of the United States of America
and to each member of the Louisiana con-
gressional delegation.

POM-262. A resolution adopted by the Sen-
ate of the Legislature of the State of Lou-
isiana expressing sympathy in support of the
families of victims of massacres and atroc-
ities perpetrated against the Armenian peo-
ple in Azerbaijan and requesting that the
President of the United States and the Con-
gress exert all available influence on the
government of Azerbaijan to cease the fal-
sification of the historical facts and bring to
justice those responsible in Azerbaijan; to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

SENATE RESOLUTION NoO. 166

Whereas, the Armenian populated area of
Nagorno-Karabakh is located between the
Republic of Armenia and the Republic of
Arzerbaijan; and

Whereas, in 1920 the Soviet Union forcibly
established control over the areas of Arme-
nia and Azerbaijan; and

Whereas, the Soviet Union created the
Nagorno-Karabakh Autonomous Oblast with-
in Azerbaijan in 1923 and this region became
a source of dispute between Armenia and
Arzerbaijan; and

Whereas, in 1988, the Armenians in
Nagorno-Karabakh peacefully demonstrated
against Azerbaijan for the right of self-deter-
mination and individual freedom from re-
pression and discrimination; and

Whereas, in February 1988, in the seaside
town of Sumgait in Soviet Azerbaijan a po-
grom targeted the Armenian population
when mobs composed of largely ethnic Azer-
baijans formed groups which attacked and
killed hundreds of Armenians on the streets,
in their apartments in a situation that was
allowed to continue by Soviet and Azer-
baijan officials for three days before govern-
ment forces imposed a state of martial law
and curfew bringing the crisis to an end; and

Whereas, the crimes committed against
Armenians in Sumgait remain unpunished
thereby opening the door for similar atroc-
ities against the Armenian people starting in
the capital Baku and spreading to other
areas of Azerbaijan and Nagorno-Karabakh;
and

Whereas, Azerbaijan seeks to avoid respon-
sibility for the violence and atrocities by fal-
sifying historical events and by portraying
the involvement of Soviet troops to Baku to
restore order on the seventh day of the Ar-
menian atrocities as a crackdown on the al-
leged independence movement in Azerbaijan;
and

Whereas, it is well known that there was
no large scale movement for independence in
Azerbaijan due to the fact in a March 1991,
referendum that more than 94% of the Azer-
baijan constituencies favored preserving the
Soviet Union; and

Whereas, Azerbaijan continues to distort
events of other atrocities, including the
events in the village of Khojaly in which
Azerbaijan troops fired on their own popu-
lation and the deportation of Armenian vil-
lages in Nagorno-Karabakh: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved, That the Senate of the Legisla-
ture of Louisiana does hereby express sym-
pathy in support of the families of victims of
massacres and atrocities perpetrated against
the Armenian people in Azerbaijan; and be it
further

Resolved, That the Senate requests that the
President of the United States and the Con-
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gress exert all available influence on the
government of Azerbaijan to cease the fal-
sification of the historical facts and bring to
justice those in Azerbaijan who are respon-
sible for the Armenian massacres in
Sumgait, Baku, Kirovabad, Maragha,
Nagomo-Karabahk, and of the citizens of
Khojaly; and be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this Resolution
shall be transmitted to the President of the
United States of America, the secretary of
the United States Senate, the clerk of the
United States House of Representatives, and
each member of the Louisiana delegation to
the United States Congress.

POM-263. A concurrent resolution adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Louisiana
memorializing the United States Congress to
take such actions as are necessary to raise
awareness of human trafficking and sex traf-
ficking to abolish this modern-day slavery
and continue to aid Nigeria in the plight of
finding the remaining two hundred seventy-
six missing girls; to the Committee on For-
eign Relations.

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NoO. 138

Whereas, on April 14, 2014, three hundred
twenty-nine girls were kidnapped from their
school in Chibok, Nigeria, by dozens of gun-
men who stormed the girls dormitories while
they were sleeping; and

Whereas, in a region where only four per-
cent of girls complete secondary schooling,
the kidnapped girls were the best and the
brightest; looking forward to bright futures
as global leaders, teachers, or lawyers; and

Whereas, the girls were abducted by a rad-
ical Islamic group called Boko Haram, which
in English, means ‘“‘Western education is sin-
ful”’; and

Whereas, on January 31, 2012, in testimony
before United States Congress, the director
of national intelligence, James Clapper, in-
cluded Boko Haram in his worldwide threat
assessment, stating, ‘‘There are also fears
that Boko Haram, elements of which have
engaged al-Qa’ida in the Islamic Maghreb, is
interested in hitting Western targets, such
as the United States Embassy and hotels fre-
quented by Westerners’’; and

Whereas, the United States has offered a
seven million dollar bounty for the group’s
elusive leader, Abubakar Shekau; and

Whereas, the Department of State des-
ignated Boko Haram as a Foreign Terrorist
Organization in November 2013, recognizing
the threat posed by the group’s large-scale
and indiscriminate attacks against civilians,
including women and children; and

Whereas, fifty-three girls were able to es-
cape and have described their experiences as
extremely distressing; and

Whereas, concern is growing about the
safety of those who are still missing; and

Whereas, Nigerian President Goodluck
Jonathan has accepted offers from the
United States of military personnel, law en-
forcement officials, and other experts; and

Whereas Boko Haram’s militant leader,
Abubakar Shekau, released a video in which
he expresses his abhorrence of Western edu-
cation, saying that the girls should be mar-
ried instead of being educated and further
claims that he will sell the women as he has
been commanded by Allah; and

Whereas, Abubakar Shekau referred to the
girls as slaves and stated that he plans to
kidnap more girls; and

Whereas, United Nations and the United
States have both stressed an absolute prohi-
bition against slavery and sexual slavery in
international law, making these actions
crimes against humanity; and

Whereas, the White House press secretary
has said that appropriate action must be
taken to locate and to free these young
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women before they are trafficked or killed;
and

Whereas, Louisiana has taken a most ag-
gressive stand to abolish and condemn slav-
ery among women in Louisiana and world-
wide: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Legislature of Louisiana
does hereby memorialize the United States
Congress to take such actions as are nec-
essary to raise awareness of human traf-
ficking and sex trafficking to abolish this
modern-day slavery and continue to aid Ni-
geria in the plight of finding the remaining
two hundred seventy-six missing girl; and be
it further

Resolved, That a copy of this Resolution be
transmitted to the presiding officers of the
Senate and the House of Representatives of
the Congress of the United States of America
and to each member of the Louisiana con-
gressional delegation.

POM-264. A concurrent resolution adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Louisiana
memorializing the United States Congress to
take such actions as are necessary to pass
the Diabetic Testing Supply Access Act; to
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor,
and Pensions.

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NoO. 122

Whereas, the Diabetic Testing Supply Ac-
cess Act would allow Medicare to reimburse
retail community pharmacies for delivery of
diabetic testing supplies to Medicare recipi-
ents’ homes; and

Whereas, seniors would be safe from enter-
ing hazardous circumstances, risking debili-
tating falls, or other comparable inconven-
iences to obtain diabetic testing supplies be-
cause of lack of supply delivery; and

Whereas, the cost of delivery of diabetic
testing supplies may be equivalent regard-
less of whether they are delivered same-day
by local pharmacies or through the mail; and

Whereas, the integrity of health care ac-
cess to seniors in need of diabetic testing
supply access would be increased; and

Whereas, in July 2013, the Diabetic Testing
Supply Access Act of 2013 was introduced as
H.R. 2845 by United States Representative
Peter Welch of Vermont, and

Whereas, in January 2014, Senator John
Thune of South Dakota introduced the Dia-
betic Testing Supply Access Act of 2014 as S.
1935; and

Whereas, the percentage of people diag-
nosed with diabetes from 1980-2011 for those
aged sixty-five to seventy-four years in-
creased one hundred forty percent, and one
hundred twenty-five percent for those age
seventy-five years and older, and the overall
prevalence of diagnosed diabetes has risen
sharply among all groups for which data is
available; and

Whereas, community pharmacies play a
pivotal role in affordable and accessible
health care within rural and other under-
served communities by providing delivery
services: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Legislature of Louisiana
does hereby memorialize the United States
Congress to take such actions as are nec-
essary to pass the Diabetic Testing Supply
Access Act; and be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this Resolution be
transmitted to the presiding officers of the
Senate and the House of Representatives of
the Congress of the United States of America
and to each member of the Louisiana con-
gressional delegation.

POM-265. A concurrent resolution adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Louisiana
memorializing the United States Congress to
take such actions as are necessary to pass
the Helping Families in Mental Health Crisis
Act of 2013; to the Committee on Health,
Education, Labor, and Pensions.
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HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NoO. 153

Whereas, according to the Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention, mental illness
is defined as ‘‘health conditions that are
characterized by alterations in thinking,
mood, or behavior (or some combination
thereof) associated with distress and/or im-
paired function’; and

Whereas, approximately sixty-one million
five hundred thousand Americans experience
mental illness in a given year; and

Whereas, approximately thirteen million
six hundred thousand Americans live with a
serious mental illness such as schizophrenia,
major depression, or bipolar disorder; and

Whereas, more than eleven million Ameri-
cans have severe schizophrenia, bipolar dis-
order, and major depression; and

Whereas, one-half of all chronic mental ill-
ness begins by the age of fourteen; and

Whereas, fewer than one-third of adults
and one-half of children with a diagnosed
mental disorder receive mental health serv-
ices in a given year; and

Whereas, individuals living with mental
health challenges and their families soon
discover that the illness affects many as-
pects of their lives and that they need more
than medical help; and

Whereas, many loved ones are left feeling
hopeless in receiving effective and appro-
priate treatment for their family members
who suffer from mental illness; and

Whereas, there is a need to better allocate
current resources to focus on the most effec-
tive services and most severe mental ill-
nesses; and

Whereas, it is prudent to promote stronger
interagency coordination, increase data col-
lection on treatment outcomes, and raise ef-
forts to drive evidence-based care; and

Whereas, Congressman Tim Murphy of
Pennsylvania has introduced the Helping
Families in Mental Health Crisis Act of 2013
as H.R. 3717; and

Whereas, the bill will create within the De-
partment of Health and Human Services a
new assistant secretary for mental health
and substance-abuse disorders who would
lead federal mental illness efforts, be respon-
sible for promoting the medically oriented
models of care adopted by the National Insti-
tute of Mental Health, and oversee the grant
process while holding community centers ac-
countable by ensuring they are meeting evi-
dence-based standards; and

Whereas, H.R. 3717 would push states to ef-
ficiently allocate funds towards modernizing
mental illness state laws and raise support
for community mental health centers and
hospital psychiatric care; and

Whereas, to address issues regarding the
shortage of psychiatric professionals, the
Helping Families in Mental Health Crisis
Act of 2013 would advance medical tools like
telepsychiatry which links primary physi-
cians in underserved areas to psychiatric
professionals in order to decrease the aver-
age span of time between an initial episode
of psychosis for a patient and his prelimi-
nary evaluation and treatment procedures;
and

Whereas, H.R. 3717 would give physicians
legal safe harbor to volunteer at under-
staffed mental health centers; and

Whereas, the Helping Families in Mental
Health Crisis Act of 2013 will adjust the fed-
eral privacy law known as the Health Insur-
ance Portability and Accountability Act, by
allowing mental health professionals and
families to share information about loved
ones to promote more appropriate and effec-
tive treatment procedures: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved, That the Legislature of Louisiana
does hereby memorialize the United States
Congress to take such actions as are nec-
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essary to pass the Helping Families in Men-
tal Health Crisis Act of 2013; and be it fur-
ther

Resolved, That a copy of this Resolution be
transmitted to the presiding officers of the
Senate and the House of Representatives of
the Congress of the United States of America
and to each member of the Louisiana con-
gressional delegation.

POM-266. A concurrent resolution adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Louisiana
memorializing the United States Congress to
amend the Americans with Disabilities Act
of 1990 or to take such actions as are nec-
essary to require that places of public ac-
commodation and commercial facilities be
equipped with seating for persons who are
unable to rise from a seated position without
assistance; to the Committee on Health,
Education, Labor, and Pensions.

HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NoO. 95

Whereas, Title III of the Americans with
Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12181) re-
quires places of public accommodation and
commercial facilities to be designed, con-
structed, and altered in compliance with the
accessibility standards established by federal
regulation; and

Whereas, as our population ages and our
veterans return home from overseas, there is
a growing population who are unable to rise
from the seated position without physical
hands-on assistance from others, including
strangers; and

Whereas, the need to require assistance
from others to complete the task of rising
from a seated position robs persons of their
independence and dignity; and

Whereas, if seating accommodations were
to be equipped with raised arms or parts
from which a person could push when rising
then this would eliminate the need for per-
sons to obtain assistance from others: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Legislature of Louisiana
does hereby memorialize the United States
Congress to amend the Americans with Dis-
abilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12181) or to
take such actions as are necessary to require
that places of public accommodation and
commercial facilities be equipped with seat-
ing for persons who are unable to rise from
a seated position without assistance; and be
it further

Resolved, That a copy of this Resolution be
transmitted to the presiding officers of the
Senate and the House of Representatives of
the Congress of the United States of America
and to each member of the Louisiana con-
gressional delegation.

———

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Mr. TESTER, from the Committee on
Indian Affairs, without amendment:

H.R. 2388. To take certain Federal lands lo-
cated in El Dorado County, California, into
trust for the benefit of the Shingle Springs
Band of Miwok Indians, and for other pur-
poses (Rept. No. 113-197).

———

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF
COMMITTEES

The following executive reports of
nominations were submitted:

By Mr. LEVIN for the Committee on
Armed Services.

*Miranda A. A. Ballentine, of the District
of Columbia, to be an Assistant Secretary of
the Air Force.

*Laura Junor, of Virginia, to be a Prin-
cipal Deputy Under Secretary of Defense.
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*Monica C. Regalbuto, of Illinois, to be an
Assistant Secretary of Energy (Environ-
mental Management).

*Gordon O. Tanner, of Alabama, to be Gen-
eral Counsel of the Department of the Air
Force.

*Debra S. Wada, of Hawaii, to be an Assist-
ant Secretary of the Army.

Marine Corps nominations beginning with
Colonel Julian D. Alford and ending with
Colonel Joseph F. Shrader, which nomina-
tions were received by the Senate and ap-
peared in the Congressional Record on Feb-
ruary 12, 2014.

Navy nomination of Capt. Shane G.
Gahagan, to be Rear Admiral (lower half).

Navy nomination of Rear Adm. (1h) Raquel
C. Bono, to be Rear Admiral.

Air Force nomination of Maj. Gen. John F.
Thompson, to be Lieutenant General.

Navy nomination of Rear Adm. (lh) Ma-
thias W. Winter, to be Rear Admiral.

Navy nomination of Capt. Thomas W.
Luscher, to be Rear Admiral (lower half).

Navy nomination of Rear Adm. (1h) Eric C.
Young, to be Rear Admiral.

Navy nomination of Capt. Keith M. Jones,
to be Rear Admiral (lower half).

Navy nomination of Rear Adm. (1h) Janet
R. Donovan, to be Rear Admiral.

Navy nominations beginning with Rear
Adm. (Ih) Martha E. G. Herb and ending with
Rear Adm. (1h) John F. Weigold, which nomi-
nations were received by the Senate and ap-
peared in the Congressional Record on April
10, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Rear
Adm. (1h) Althea H. Coetzee and ending with
Rear Adm. (lh) Valerie K. Huegel, which
nominations were received by the Senate and
appeared in the Congressional Record on
April 10, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Captain
Kevin C. Hayes and ending with Captain
Matthew A. Zirkle, which nominations were
received by the Senate and appeared in the
Congressional Record on April 10, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Rear
Adm. (1Ih) Sean S. Buck and ending with Rear
Adm. (1Ih) Joseph E. Tofalo, which nomina-
tions were received by the Senate and ap-
peared in the Congressional Record on April
10, 2014.

Army nominations beginning with Colonel
Francis M. Beaudette and ending with Colo-
nel Brian E. Winski, which nominations were
received by the Senate and appeared in the
Congressional Record on May 20, 2014.

Marine Corps nomination of Maj. Gen.
David H. Berger, to be Lieutenant General.

Army nominations beginning with Briga-
dier General Daniel R. Ammerman and end-
ing with Colonel Donna R. Williams, which
nominations were received by the Senate and
appeared in the Congressional Record on
May 21, 2014. (minus 1 nominee: Colonel
Leela J. Gray)

Air Force nomination of Col. Warren H.
Hurst, Jr., to be Brigadier General.

Navy nomination of Rear Adm. Walter E.
Carter, Jr., to be Vice Admiral.

Air Force nomination of Maj. Gen. William
J. Bender, to be Lieutenant General.

Army nominations beginning with Briga-
dier General Bradley A. Becker and ending
with Brigadier General Cedric T. Wins, which
nominations were received by the Senate and
appeared in the Congressional Record on
June 16, 2014.

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, for the
Committee on Armed Services I report
favorably the following nomination
lists which were printed in the RECORDS
on the dates indicated, and ask unani-
mous consent, to save the expense of
reprinting on the Executive Calendar
that these nominations lie at the Sec-
retary’s desk for the information of
Senators.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Air Force nominations beginning with
Christine R. Berberick and ending with
Deedra L. Zabokrtsky, which nominations
were received by the Senate and appeared in
the Congressional Record on May 7, 2014.

Air Force nomination of Troy R. Harting,
to be Colonel.

Air Force nomination of William E. Bundy,
to be Colonel.

Air Force nomination of
Eastham, to be Colonel.

Army nominations beginning with Ralf C.
Beilhardt and ending with Richard L. Wil-
liams, which nominations were received by
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on February 10, 2014.

Army nominations beginning with Michael
P. Abel and ending with D001883, which nomi-
nations were received by the Senate and ap-
peared in the Congressional Record on Feb-
ruary 10, 2014.

Army nominations beginning with Robert
L. Boyles and ending with Tyler B. Smith,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on June 4, 2014.

Army nominations beginning with Jeremy
J. Bearss and ending with Jodi L. Nicklas,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on June 5, 2014.

Army nominations beginning with Norman
W. Ayotte and ending with D005191, which
nominations were received by the Senate and
appeared in the Congressional Record on
June 5, 2014.

Army nominations beginning with Dawud
A. A. Agbere and ending with Robert K.
Walker, which nominations were received by
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on June 5, 2014.

Army nominations beginning with Denise
K. Askew and ending with Bret G. Witt,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on June 5, 2014.

Army nominations beginning with Doreene
R. Aguayo and ending with George J.
Zeckler, which nominations were received by
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on June 5, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Colin
Campbell and ending with Jay T. Young,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on May 5, 2014.

Navy nomination of Joseph M. Acosta, to
be Captain.

Navy nominations beginning with John
Bellissimo and ending with Randall J.
Wroblewski, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the
Congressional Record on May 5, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Daryl S.
Borgquist and ending with John Filostrat,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on May 5, 2014.

Navy nomination of David R. Storr, to be
Captain.

Navy nomination of Billy C. Young, to be
Captain.

Navy nomination of Mark J. Mouriski, to
be Captain.

Navy nominations beginning with Phillip
H. Burnside and ending with Eric M. Thom-
as, which nominations were received by the
Senate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on May 5, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Robert
Dryman and ending with Jeri L. Oneill,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on May 5, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Timothy
M. Baker and ending with John E. Sedlock,

David V.
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which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on May 5, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Chad E.
Baker and ending with Chris F. White, which
nominations were received by the Senate and
appeared in the Congressional Record on
May 5, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Scott W.
Alexander and ending with James A. Young,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on May 5, 2014.

Navy nomination of Roger F. Wilbur, to be
Captain.

Navy nominations beginning with Todd A.
Abrahamson and ending with David A.
Youtt, which nominations were received by
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 7, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Timothy
A. Barney and ending with Robert A. Wolf,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on May 7, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Douglas
S. Belvin and ending with Laura A.
Schuessler, which nominations were received
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 7, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Jerry L.
Alexander, Jr. and ending with Jason L.
Webb, which nominations were received by
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 7, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Robert
L. Calhoun, Jr. and ending with Thaddeus O.
Walker ITI, which nominations were received
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 7, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Chris-
topher J. Couch and ending with Nathan D.
Schneider, which nominations were received
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 7, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Gregory
S. Ireton and ending with Cynthia V. Mor-
gan, which nominations were received by the
Senate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on May 7, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Charles
W. Brown and ending with Scott E. Norr,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on May 7, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Jeffrey
D. Buss and ending with Braulio Paiz, which
nominations were received by the Senate and
appeared in the Congressional Record on
May 7, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Michael
L. Baker and ending with Robert F. Ogden,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on May 7, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Nonito
V. Blas and ending with David S. Warner,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on May 7, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Anthony
T. Butera and ending with Miriam K. Smyth,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on May 7, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Bryan E.
Braswell and ending with Tyrone L. Ward,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on May 7, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Reginald
T. King and ending with Kevin L. Steck,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on May 7, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Addie
Alkhas and ending with Patrick E. Young,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
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ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on May 20, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Jeffrey
G. Ant and ending with Donna M. Williams,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on May 20, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Paul J.
Brochu and ending with Gary D. West, which
nominations were received by the Senate and
appeared in the Congressional Record on
May 20, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Bradley
A. Appleman and ending with Joseph Ro-
mero, which nominations were received by
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 20, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Jeffrey
W. Bledsoe and ending with Susan A. Union,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on May 20, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Kristin
Acquavella and ending with Jerome R.
White, which nominations were received by
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 20, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Chris-
topher G. Adams and ending with Nicolas D.
I. Yamodis, which nominations were received
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 20, 2014.

Navy nomination of Thor Martinsen, to be
Commander.

Navy nomination of Christopher S.
Mayfield, to be Lieutenant Commander.

Navy nominations beginning with Robert
Arias and ending with Bobby L. Woods,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on June 16, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Adam L.
Albarado and ending with Eric D. Wyatt,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on June 16, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Joshua
J. Burkholder and ending with Jimmy J.
Stork, which nominations were received by
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on June 16, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Adrian
Z. Bejar and ending with Deborah B. Yusko,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on June 16, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Charles
R. Allen and ending with Ricardo A. Trevino,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on June 16, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Gregory
R. Adams and ending with David R. Wilcox,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on June 16, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with David A.
Benham and ending with James D. Stock-
man, which nominations were received by
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on June 16, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Jeffrey
A. Brown and ending with Michael D. Wag-
ner, which nominations were received by the
Senate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on June 16, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Jeffery
A. Barrett and ending with Cecily E. Walsh,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on June 16, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Chris-
topher D. Addington and ending with Kurt A.
Young, which nominations were received by
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on June 16, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Keith
Archibald and ending with Mckinnya J.
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Williamsrobinson, which nominations were
received by the Senate and appeared in the
Congressional Record on June 16, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Jere-
miah V. Adams and ending with Charles B.
Zuhoski, which nominations were received
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on June 16, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Kath-
erine E. Boyce and ending with Jon C. Wat-
son, which nominations were received by the
Senate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on June 16, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Michael
S. Giles and ending with Marty E. Griffin,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on June 16, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Robert
H. Carpenter and ending with Joseph V.
Sheldon III, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the
Congressional Record on June 16, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with James
F. Croom and ending with Todd L. Smith,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on June 16, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Timothy
K. Atmajian and ending with Rumei Yuan,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on June 16, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Ramesh
S. Durvasula and ending with Ben M. Smith,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on June 16, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Francis
F. Derk and ending with Katherine T.
Ormsbee, which nominations were received
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on June 16, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Thomas
P. Belsky and ending with Jeffrey J. Truitt,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on June 16, 2014.

Navy nominations beginning with Julio C.
Albornoz and ending with Eric L. Peterson,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on June 16, 2014.

By Mr. MENENDEZ for the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

*Noah Bryson Mamet, of California, to be
Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of America
to the Argentine Republic.

Nominee: Noah Bryson Mamet.

Post: U.S. Ambassador to the Argentine
Republic.

(The following is a list of all members of
my immediate family and their spouses. I
have asked each of these persons to inform
me of the pertinent contributions made by
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.)

Contributions, amount, date, and donee:

1. Self: $2,600, 03/24/2013, Ruiz, Raul; $1,000,
-11/01/2012, Berkley, Shelley; $500, —11/01/2012,
Donnelly, Joe; $500, 11/01/2012, McCaskill,
Claire; $250, —11/01/2012, Brown, Sherrod; $250,
-11/01/2012, Heitkamp, Heidi; $1,500, —10/29/2012,
Tester, Jon; $250, —09/14/2012, Carmona, Rich-
ard; $250, —08/24/2012, Cherny, Andrei; $1,000,
—07/30/2012, Voices for Progress PAC; $30,000,
07/16/2012, DNC (Obama Victory Fund); $250,
—07/05/2012, Duckworth, Tammy; $250, —06/21/
2012, Delaney, John; $500, —11/10/2011, Berman,
Howard; $500, —06/04/2011, Kaine, Tim; $5,000,
-06/02/2011, Obama, Barack (Obama Victory
Fund); $30,800, 06/02/2011, DNC (Obama Vic-
tory Fund); $1,000, 05/09/2011, Landrieu, Mary;
—$500, 05/02/2011, Gillibrand, Kirsten; $350, 11/
01/2010, McAdams, Scott; $500, -10/31/2010,
-DCCC; $500, —10/28/2010, -Conway, Jack; $250,
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-10/28/2010, —Markey, Betsy; $250, -10/28/2010,
—McNerney, Jerry; $250, —10/28/2010, —Perriello,
Tom; $250, -10/28/2010, —Sestak, Joe; $250, —10/
28/2010, -Bennet, Michael; $250, -10/27/2010,
—Giannoulias, Alexi; $250, —10/15/2010, —-McNer-
ney, Jerry; $250, -10/15/2010, -Conway, Jack;
$250, —-10/15/2010, —Sestak, Joe; $250, —-10/15/2010,
-McAdams, Scott; $250, —09/24/2010, —Coons,
Chris; $500, -09/08/2010, -Reid, Harry (Reid
Victory Fund); $250, 09/02/2010, Hall, John;
$250, 07/27/2010, Hodes, Paul; $1,000, 04/29/2010
-Bennet, Michael; $1,000, 04/22/2010, Boxer,
Barbara; $1,000, 04/22/2010, DNC; $200, 01/13/
2010, Coakley, Martha; $250, 06/29/2009, Ben-
net, Michael.

2. Spouse: None.

3. Children and Spouses: None.

4. Parents: Mildred Mamet (Mother): $30 10/
08/2012, Obama Victory Fund; $30, 08/29/2012,
Obama for America; $90, 07/09/2012, Obama for
America; $30, 09/09/2010, Obama for America;
$25, 10/20/2010, Obama for America.

5. Grandparents: -None.

6. Brothers and Spouses: None.

7. Sister: Lisa Mamet: $35, 2012, Obama for
America.

*Mark William Lippert, of Ohio, to be Am-
bassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
of the United States of America to the Re-
public of Korea.

Nominee: Mark William Lippert

Post: U.S. Ambassador to the Republic of
Korea

(The following is a list of all members of
my immediate family and their spouses. I
have asked each of these persons to inform
me of the pertinent contributions made by
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.)

Contributions, amount, date, and donee:

1. Self: $0.00.

2. Spouse: Robin E. Lippert (Schmidch):
$250.00, 6/13/13, Patrick J. Leahy; $282.41, 12/18/
12, Earl ‘“Ben’ Nelson; $2,059.00, 6/30/11,
United Health Grp PAC; $250.00, 6/30/10; Pat-
rick J. Leahy; $300.00, 9/30/10, United Health
Grp PAC.

3. Children and Spouses: N/A.

4. Parents: James W Lippert,
Lippert: $0.00.

5. Grandparents: N/A—deceased.

6. Brothers and Spouses: N/A.

7. Sisters and Spouses: Amy Lippert: $0.00;
Anne Lippert: $0.00; Brandon Collier (spouse):
$0.00; Susan Collier (sister): $0.00.

Susan

*James D. Nealon, of New Hampshire, a
Career Member of the Senior Foreign Serv-
ice, Class of Minister-Counselor, to be Am-
bassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
of the United States of America to the Re-
public of Honduras.

Nominee: James D. Nealon.

(The following is a list of all members of
my immediate family and their spouses. I
have asked each of these persons to inform
me of the pertinent contributions made by
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.)

Contributions, amount, date, donee:

1. Self: None.

2. Spouse: Kristin F. Nealon: None.

3. Children and Spouses; Rory P. Nealon—
son: None; Katherine G. Nealon—daughter:
$50.00, 2008, Barack Obama; Maureen S.
Nealon—daughter: None; Liam J. Nealon—
son: None.

4. Parents: James D. Nealon—father: De-
ceased—2000; Barbara H. Nealon—mother:
Deceased—1987.

5. Grandparents: George A. Nealon—grand-
father: Deceased—1937; Loretta A. Ahearn—
grandmother: Deceased—1973; William A.
Holland—grandfather: Deceased—1935; Alice
P. DeVaney—grandmother: Deceased—1994.
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6. Brothers and Spouses: Robert M.
Nealon—brother: $120.00, yearly, United Air-
lines Pilot Pac; Jean Marie Nealon—his wife:
None; Thomas R. Nealon—brother: None;
Doris Nealon—his wife: None; David E.
Nealon—brother: None; Elizabeth Nealon—
his wife: None; Patrick J. Nealon—brother:
$300.00, yearly, Deloitte Political Action
Committee; Susan B. Nealon—his wife: None.

7. Sisters and Spouses: Suzanne E. Nealon:
None; Richard Rodriguez—her husband:

one.

*Dana Shell Smith, of Virginia, a Career
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Class
of Minister-Counselor, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the
United States of America to the State of
Qatar.

Nominee: Dana Shell Smith.

Post: Qatar.

(The following is a list of all members of
my immediate family and their spouses. I
have asked each of these persons to inform
me of the pertinent contributions made by
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.)

Contributions, Amount, Date, and Donee:

1. Self: $55, 9-2012, Obama; $20, 7-2012,
Obama.

2. Spouse: none.

3. Children and Spouses: none.

4. Parents: William Shell, $1000, 4-2012,
Romney; Susan Shell, $100, 4-2012, Obama.

5. Grandparents: none.

6. —Brothers and Spouses: Jeff Shell: $500,
10/26/2010, Alexi for Illinois; $200, 9/24/2010,
Allen West for Congress; $1250, 11/10/2011, Ben
Nelson 2012; $1150, 6/30/2009, Bennet for Colo-
rado; $2400, 1/23/2010, Bennet for Colorado;
$1250, 2/10/2009, Bennet for Colorado; $2400, 6/
26/2009, Bob Casey for Senate Inc.; $1000, 6/28/
2010, Boucher for Congress Committee; $1000,
6/17/2010, Boucher for Congress Committee;
$250, 9/4/2010, Buck for Colorado; $500, 6/30/
2010, Carney for Congress; $250, 3/9/2010,—Char-
lie Melancon Campaign Committee Inc.;
$1000, 10/22/2010, Chris Coons for Delaware;
$500, 1/1/2008, Chris Gregoire for Governor;
$500, 2/21/2008, Citizens for Altmire; $2400, 6/30/
2009, Citizens for Arlen Specter; $2400, 6/30/
2009, Citizens for Arlen Specter; $1000, 10/11/
2010, Debbie Wasserman Schultz for Con-
gress; $500, 6/7/2010, Fisher for Ohio; $1000, 5/5/
2009, Friends for Harry Reid; $1000, 6/30/2010,
Friends for Harry Reid; $1000, 10/13/2010,
Friends of Blanche Lincoln; $1250, 2/10/2009,
Friends of Blanche Lincoln; $1000, 2/6/2008,

Friends of Byron Dorgan; $2000, 3/31/2008,
Friends of Max Baucus; $225, 9/10/2010,
Friends of Sharron Angle; $1000, 3/4/2010,

Gillibrand for Senate; $1000, 1/1/2008, Hagan
for US Senate; $500, 6/10/2009, Hodes for Sen-
ate; $1000, 11/30/2009, Hoffman for Illinois;
$750, 4/24/2008, Jeanne Shaheen for Senate;
$500, 6/30/2010, Kathy Dahlkemper for Con-
gress; $1500, 3/31/2012, Klobuchar for Min-
nesota 2012; $250, 3/23/2011, Klobuchar for Min-
nesota 2012; $2000, 5/10/2010, Leahy for U.S.
Senator Committee; $500, 3/5/2008, Levin for
Congress; $2400, 6/11/2010, Levin for Congress;
$1500, 3/29/2012, McCaskill for Missouri 2012;
$250, 3/23/2011, McCaskill for Missouri 2012;
$1250, 1/9/2011, Montanans for Tester; $2000, 9/
14/2008, Obama for America; $2500, 6/13/2011,
Obama for America; $2500, 6/13/2011, Obama
for America; $2300, 8/31/2008, Obama for Amer-
ica; $300, 11/3/2008, Obama for America; $1000,
10/4/2010, Onorato for Governor; $4000, 4/9/2010,
Onorato for Governor; $2500, 3/15/2012, Patrick
Murphy for Attorney General; $700, 4/2/2008,
Patrick Murphy for Congress; $2300, 4/2/2008,
Patrick Murphy for Congress; $1000, 9/29/2008,
Patrick Murphy for Congress; $600, 10/21/2008,
Patrick Murphy for Congress; $2400, 6/29/2009,
Patrick Murphy for Congress; $1000, 12/22/
2009, Patrick Murphy for Congress; $1400, 2/1/
2010, Patrick Murphy for Congress; $500, 1/1/
2008, Rob McCord for State Treasurer; $900, 6/
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29/2009, Robin Carnahan for Senate; $2500, 6/1/
2010, Shapiro for Congress; $1500, 1/1/2008,
Shapiro for Congress; $1000, 2/5/2010, Trivedi
for Congress; $1000, 6/30/2010, Trivedi for Con-
gress; $1000, 10/7/2010, Trivedi for Congress;
$750, 4/24/2008, Udall for Us All; $500, 6/23/2009,
Wyden for Senate; $5000, 5/9/2011, Cable PAC;
$15000, 6/1/2009, COMPAC—USA; $15000, 9/1/
2010, COMPAC—USA;  $15000, 1/25/2011,
COMPAC—USA; $5000, 4/1/2008, COMPAC Fed-
eral; $5000, 6/11/2009, COMPAC Federal; $5000,
9/28/2010, COMPAC Federal; $5000, 1/31/2011,
COMPAC Federal; $4600, 6/26/2008, DNC Serv-
ices Corporation; $30800, 6/13/2011, DNC Serv-
ices Corporation; $5000, 3/31/2012, DSCC; $3200,
9/29/2009, DSCC; $500, 3/14/2011, Minnesota &
Missouri Victory Fund; $900, 6/17/2009, Mis-
souri New Hampshire Victory Fund; $2500, 11/
3/2011, Montana-Nebraska Victory Fund;
$2000, 2/19/2008, NCTA; $2000, 3/20/2008, NCTA;
$2000, 3/11/2009, NCTA; $2000, 3/3/2010, NCTA;
$5000, 5/13/2011, NCTA; $2,500.00, 3/20/2013,
Friends for Harry Reid; $1,000.00, 3/20/2013,
The Markey Committee; $2,600.00, 10/2/2013,
Mark Udall for Colorado; $2,600.00, 10/2/2013,
Udall for All of Us; $32,400.00, 12/3/2013,
DSCC—Democratic  Senatoral Campaign
Committee; $5,000.00, 12/12/2013, NCTA—Na-
tional Cable & Telecommunications Associa-
tion; $2,600.00, 3/27/2014, Mark Pryor for US
Senate; $2,600.00, 3/27/2014, Alaskans for
Begich. Laura Shell: $2400, 6/30/2009, Bennet
for Colorado; $2400, 5/26/2010, Bennet for Colo-
rado; $2400, 7/17/2010, Citizens for Arlen Spec-
ter; $2400, 6/30/2009, Citizens for Arlen Spec-
ter; $2400, 6/30/2009, Citizens for Arlen Spec-
ter; $1000, 1/8/2012, Gillibrand for Senate;
$1000, 9/22/2008, Hagan Senate Committee
Inc.; $2300, 8/31/2008, Obama for America; $200,
6/13/2011, Obama for America; $2500, 6/13/2011,
Obama for America; $2300, 9/14/2011, Obama
for America; $1200, 2/1/2010, Patrick Murphy
for Congress; $2400, 2/1/2010, Patrick Murphy
for Congress; $400, 8/25/2010, Sestak for Sen-
ate; $1000, 2/22/2008, The Bob Roggio for Con-
gress Committe; $500, 4/21/2008, The Bob
Rogglo for Congress Committee; $1000, 9/29/
2008, The Bob Roggio for Congress Com-
mittee; $500, 3/25/2010, Trivedi for Congress;
$1500, 6/30/2010, Trivedi for Congress; $900, 10/
7/2010, Trivedi for Congress; $5000, 6/26/2008,
DNC Services Corporation; $2700, 9/14/2011,
DNC Services Corporation; $5000, 10/20/2010,
Pennsylvania Democratic party; $250, 9/29/
2008, Republican National Committee;
$2,600.00, 10/9/2013, Alison for Kentucky.
7. Sisters and Spouses: none.

*Robert Stephen Beecroft, of California, a
Career Member of the Senior Foreign Serv-
ice, Class Of Minister-Counselor, to be Am-
bassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
of the United States of America to the Arab
Republic of Egypt.

Nominee: Robert Stephen Beecroft.

Post: Cairo, Egypt.

(The following is a list of all members of
my immediate family and their spouses. I
have asked each of these persons to inform
me of the pertinent contributions made by
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.)

Contributions, amount, date, and donee:

1. Self: none.

2. Spouse: Anne Tisdel Beecroft, none.

3. Children and Spouses; Blythe A.
Beecroft, none; Robert Warren Beecroft,
none; Sterling S. Beecroft, none; Grace A.
Beecroft, none.

4. Parents: Robert L. Beecroft (Deceased),
none; Emma Lou Beecroft, none.

5. Grandparents: Irl R. Beecroft (Deceased),
none; Ruth V. Beecroft (Deceased), none;
John E. Warren (Deceased), none; Emma
Warren (Deceased), none.

6. Brothers and Spouses: Warren E.
Beecroft: $100, May 2012, Romney; $100, June
2012, Romney; Frances Beecroft, none; Regan
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E. Beecroft, none; JoAn Stopa Beecroft,
none; Collin J. Beecroft, $2,5600, March 2012,
Romney; Melinda K. Beecroft, none.

7. Sisters and Spouses: -Robyn R.
Ryskamp, None; Barry Ryskamp, none.

*Stuart E. Jones, of Virginia, a Career
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Class
of Career Minister, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the
United States of America to the Republic of
Iraq.

N%minee: Stuart E. Jones.

Post: Iraq.

(The following is a list of all members of
my immediate family and their spouses. I
have asked each of these persons to inform
me of the pertinent contributions made by
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.)

Contributions, amount, date, and donee:

. Self: 0.

. Spouse: 0.

. Children and Spouses: 0.
. Parents: 0.

. Grandparents: 0.

. Brothers and Spouses: 0.
. Sisters and Spouses: 0.

O WN

*Theodore G. Osius III, of Maryland, a Ca-
reer Member of the Senior Foreign Service,
Class of Minister-Counselor, to be Ambas-
sador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of
the United States of America to the Social-
ist Republic of Vietnam.

Nominee: Theodore George Osius III.

Post: Vietnam.

(The following is a list of all members of
my immediate family and their spouses. I
have asked each of these persons to inform
me of the pertinent contributions made by
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.)

Contributions, amount, date, and donee:—

1. Self: $250, 2008, Obama for America; $450
(with spouse), 2012, Obama for America/
Obama Victory Fund; $185, 2012, Mark
Takano campaign; $200, 2014, Mark Takano
campaign.

2. Spouse: Clayton A. Bond—no Federal
contributions.

3. Children and Spouses: Theodore Alan
Bond-Osius—none.

4. Parents: Nancy Osius Zimmerman: $305,
2008, -DNC, DCCC, and Obama for America;
$515, 2009, -Democratic National Committee,
DCCC, Al Franken; $440, 2010, Democratic
National Committee, DCCC Kratovil for Con-
gress; $305, 2011, Democratic National Com-
mittee, DCCC, Obama for America; $855, 2012,
Obama for America, Elizabeth for Massachu-
setts, DCCC, Ben Cardin for Senate, Senate
Democrats, DSCC; $754, 2013, Al Franken,
DCCC, DSCC, Organizing for Action, House
Democrats. Frederick Zimmerman—none.

5. Grandparents: deceased.

6. Brothers and Spouses: N/A.

7. Sisters and Spouses: Margaret E. Osius:
$1000, 2009, Rick Lazio; $250, 2010, Rick Lazio;
$100, 2011, Mitt Romney; $1500, 2012, Mitt
Romney. Alison K. Osius and Michael
Benge—none. Lucile L. Osius—none.

*Joan A. Polaschik, of Virginia, a Career
Member of the Senior Foreign Service, Class
of Counselor, to be Ambassador Extraor-
dinary and Plenipotentiary of the United
States of America to the People’s Demo-
cratic Republic of Algeria.

Nominee: Joan A. Polaschik.

Post: Algeria.

(The following is a list of all members of
my immediate family and their spouses. I
have asked each of these persons to inform
me of the pertinent contributions made by
them. To the best of my knowledge, the in-
formation contained in this report is com-
plete and accurate.)
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Contributions, amount, date, and donee:

1. Self: none.

2. Spouse: none.

3. Children and Spouses: none.

4. Parents: Marion W. Polaschik, none;
John Polaschik (deceased).

5. Grandparents: Nellie Wassel (deceased);
John Wassel (deceased); Mary Polaschik (de-
ceased); John Polaschik, Sr. (deceased).

6. Brothers and Spouses: none.

7. Sisters and Spouses: Anne M. Barcal,
none; Keith B. Barcal, none.

*Karen Kornbluh, of New York, to be a
Member of the Broadcasting Board of Gov-
ernors for a term expiring August 13, 2016.

*Jonathan Nicholas Stivers, of the District
of Columbia, to be an Assistant Adminis-
trator of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development.

*Gentry O. Smith, of North Carolina, a Ca-
reer Member of the Senior Foreign Service,
Class of Minister-Counselor, to be Director of
the Office of Foreign Missions, and to have
the rank of Ambassador during his tenure of
service.

*Nomination was reported with rec-
ommendation that it be confirmed sub-
ject to the nominee’s commitment to
respond to requests to appear and tes-
tify before any duly constituted com-
mittee of the Senate.

(Nominations without an asterisk
were reported with the recommenda-
tion that they be confirmed.)

————

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. FLAKE (for himself, Mr.
McCAIN, Mr. RiScH, Mr. WICKER, Mr.
CRAPO, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. JOHNSON of
Wisconsin, Mr. VITTER, Mr. ENZI, Mr.
BARRASSO, Mr. COATS, Mr. CORNYN,
and Mr. THUNE):

S. 2514. A Dbill to amend the Clean Air Act
to delay the review and revision of the na-
tional ambient air quality standards for
ozone; to the Committee on Environment
and Public Works.

By Mr. HARKIN:

S. 2515. A bill to ensure that Medicaid
beneficiaries have the opportunity to receive
care in a home and community-based set-
ting; to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for himself, Mr.
LEAHY, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. BENNET,
Mr. KING, Mr. UDALL of New Mexico,
Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. SCHUMER, Mrs.
HAGAN, Mr. HARKIN, Mr. REED, Mrs.
GILLIBRAND, Mrs. BOXER, Mr. BROWN,
Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Ms. HIRONO, Mr.
MARKEY, Mr. JOHNSON of South Da-
kota, Mr. TESTER, Ms. STABENOW, Mr.
NELSON, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. CASEY, Mr.
ROCKEFELLER, Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr.
SANDERS, Ms. WARREN, Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. DURBIN, Mr.
CooNs, Mr. UpALL of Colorado, Mr.
MENENDEZ, Mr. BEGICH, Mr. KAINE,
Mr. WARNER, Mr. WALSH, Ms. BALD-
WIN, Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. CARPER, Mr.
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. REID,
Mr. MERKLEY, Ms. HEITKAMP, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. MURPHY, Mr. BOOKER,
Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. LEVIN, and Ms.
LANDRIEU):

S. 2516. A bill to amend the Federal Elec-
tion Campaign Act of 1971 to provide for ad-
ditional disclosure requirements for corpora-
tions, labor organizations, Super PACs and
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other entities, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Rules and Administration.
By Mr. CORNYN:

S. 2517. A bill to prohibit bonuses to senior-
level IRS executives until all Congressional
requests for documents, including electronic
communications, related to the investiga-
tion of IRS targeting of taxpayers are com-
plete; to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. FRANKEN:

S. 2518. A bill to establish a grant program
to incentivize States to implement com-
prehensive reforms and innovative strategies
to significantly improve postsecondary out-
comes for low-income and first generation
college students, including increasing post-
secondary enrollment and graduation rates,
to reduce the need of postsecondary students
for remedial education, to increase align-
ment of elementary, secondary, and postsec-
ondary education, and to promote innova-
tion in postsecondary education, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Health,
Education, Labor, and Pensions.

By Mr. CARPER (for himself and Mr.
COBURN):

S. 2519. A bill to codify an existing oper-
ations center for cybersecurity; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs.

By Mr. LEAHY (for himself and Mr.
CORNYN):

S. 2520. A bill to improve the Freedom of
Information Act; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. CARPER (for himself and Mr.
COBURN):

S. 2521. A bill to amend chapter 35 of title
44, United States Code, to provide for reform
to Federal information security; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs.

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR:

S. 2522. A bill to designate the James L.
Oberstar Memorial Highway and the James
L. Oberstar National Scenic Byway in the
State of Minnesota; to the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works.

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR:

S. 2523. A bill to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
14 3rd Avenue, NW, in Chisholm, Minnesota,
as the ‘“James L. Oberstar Memorial Post Of-
fice Building’’; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs.

By Mr. WARNER (for himself and Mr.
KAINE):

S. 2524. A bill to support access to career
and technical education programs of study
that provide students with education and
training combining rigorous academics with
technical curricula focused on specific high-
skill, high-wage, high-demand and high-
growth occupations and industries; to the
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and
Pensions.

———

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND
SENATE RESOLUTIONS

The following concurrent resolutions
and Senate resolutions were read, and
referred (or acted upon), as indicated:

By Mr. CRUZ:

S. Res. 482. A resolution expressing the
sense of the Senate that the area between
the intersections of International Drive,
Northwest Van Ness Street, Northwest Inter-
national Drive, Northwest and International
Place, Northwest in Washington, District of
Columbia, should be designated as ‘‘Liu
Xiaobo Plaza’; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs.

By Mr. WALSH (for himself, Mr. HEIN-
RICH, and Mr. UDALL of Colorado):

S. Res. 483. A resolution establishing a

point of order against legislation selling
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Federal land in order to reduce the deficit; to
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources.

————

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S. 709
At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the
name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 709, a bill to amend title
XVIII of the Social Security Act to in-
crease diagnosis of Alzheimer’s disease
and related dementias, leading to bet-
ter care and outcomes for Americans
living with Alzheimer’s disease and re-
lated dementias.
S. 1049
At the request of Mr. HELLER, the
name of the Senator from Montana
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1049, a bill to direct the Secretary
of the Interior and Secretary of Agri-
culture to expedite access to certain
Federal lands under the administrative
jurisdiction of each Secretary for good
Samaritan search-and-recovery mis-
sions, and for other purposes.
S. 1091
At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the
name of the Senator from Michigan
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1091, a bill to provide for the
issuance of an Alzheimer’s Disease Re-
search Semipostal Stamp.
S. 1307
At the request of Ms. LANDRIEU, the
name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr.
BEGICH) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1307, a bill to provide for evidence-
based and promising practices related
to juvenile delinquency and criminal
street gang activity prevention and
intervention to help build individual,
family, and community strength and
resiliency to ensure that youth lead
productive, safe, healthy, gang-free,
and law-abiding lives.
S. 1318
At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the
name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1318, a bill to amend title
XIX of the Social Security Act to cover
physician services delivered by
podiatric physicians to ensure access
by Medicaid beneficiaries to appro-
priate quality foot and ankle care, to
amend title XVIII of such Act to mod-
ify the requirements for diabetic shoes
to be included under Medicare, and for
other purposes.
S. 1534
At the request of Mr. HARKIN, the
name of the Senator from Wisconsin
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1534, a bill to provide a frame-
work establishing the rights, liabil-
ities, and responsibilities of partici-
pants in closing procedures for certain
types of consumer deposit accounts, to
protect individual consumer rights,
and for other purposes.
S. 1692
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the
name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was added as a co-
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sponsor of S. 1692, a bill to require the
Secretary of Transportation to modify
the final rule relating to flightcrew
member duty and rest requirements for
passenger operations of air carriers to
apply to all-cargo operations of air car-
riers, and for other purposes.
S. 1738

At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the
name of the Senator from New Mexico
(Mr. UpALL) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1738, a bill to provide justice for
the victims of trafficking.

S. 1799

At the request of Mr. COONS, the
name of the Senator from Maine (Ms.
CoOLLINS) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1799, a bill to reauthorize subtitle A of
the Victims of Child Abuse Act of 1990.

S. 2141

At the request of Mr. REED, the name
of the Senator from Kentucky (Mr.
PAUL) was added as a cosponsor of S.
2141, a bill to amend the Federal Food,
Drug, and Cosmetic Act to provide an
alternative process for review of safety
and effectiveness of nonprescription
sunscreen active ingredients and for
other purposes.

S. 2188

At the request of Mr. TESTER, the
name of the Senator from Michigan
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2188, a bill to amend the Act
of June 18, 1934, to reaffirm the author-
ity of the Secretary of the Interior to
take land into trust for Indian tribes.

S. 2472

At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the
names of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) and the Senator
from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS) were
added as cosponsors of S. 2472, a bill to
establish in the Bureau of Democracy,
Human Rights, and Labor of the De-
partment of State a Special Envoy for
the Human Rights of LGBT Peoples.

S. 2496

At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the
names of the Senator from Kansas (Mr.
MORAN), the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. ScoTT), the Senator from Ari-
zona (Mr. MCCAIN) and the Senator
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) were added
as cosponsors of S. 2496, a bill to pre-
serve existing rights and responsibil-
ities with respect to waters of the
United States.

S. 2502

At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MARKEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2502, a bill to establish in
the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development an entity to be
known as the United States Global De-
velopment Lab, and for other purposes.

S. 2508

At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the
names of the Senator from Maryland
(Mr. CARDIN) and the Senator from New
Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) were added
as cosponsors of S. 2508, a bill to estab-
lish a comprehensive United States
Government policy to assist countries
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in sub-Saharan Africa to improve ac-
cess to and the affordability, reli-
ability, and sustainability of power,
and for other purposes.
S. 2510

At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name
of the Senator from Alabama (Mr. SES-
SIONS) was added as a cosponsor of S.
2510, a bill to establish a temporary
limitation on the use of funds to trans-
fer or release individuals detained at
United States Naval Station, Guanta-
namo Bay, Cuba.

S. RES. 447

At the request of Mr. CASEY, the
name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Res. 447, a resolution rec-
ognizing the threats to freedom of the
press and expression around the world
and reaffirming freedom of the press as
a priority in the efforts of the United
States Government to promote democ-
racy and good governance.

———

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. HARKIN:

S. 2515. A Dbill to ensure that Medicaid
beneficiaries have the opportunity to
receive care in a home and community-
based setting; to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the text of the
bill be printed in the RECORD.

There being on objection, the text of
the bill was ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:

S. 2515

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Community
Integration Act of 2014,

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1) The Supreme Court’s 1999 decision in
Olmstead v. L.C., 527 U.S. 581 (1999), held that
the unnecessary segregation of individuals
with disabilities is a violation of the Ameri-
cans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C.
12101 et seq.).

(2) Under Olmstead, individuals generally
have the right to receive their supports and
services in home and community-based set-
tings, rather than in institutional settings,
if they so choose.

(3) Olmstead envisioned that States would
provide appropriate long-term services and
supports to individuals with disabilities
through home and community-based services
and end forced segregation in nursing homes
and other institutions.

(4) While there has been progress in rebal-
ancing State spending on individuals with
disabilities in institutions as compared to
home and community-based settings, more
than 75 percent of States continue to spend
the majority of their long-term care dollars
on nursing homes and other institutional
settings, and the number of individuals with
disabilities under age 65 in nursing homes in-
creased between 2008 and 2012.

(6) As of June 2013, there were more than
200,000 individuals younger than age 65 in
nursing homes - almost 16 percent of the
total nursing home population.
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(6) Thirty-eight studies published from 2005
to 2012 concluded that providing services in
home and community-based settings is less
costly than providing care in a nursing home
or other institutional setting.

(7) No clear or centralized reporting sys-
tem exists to compare how effectively States
are meeting the Olmstead mandate.

SEC. 3. ENSURING MEDICAID BENEFICIARIES
MAY ELECT TO RECEIVE CARE IN A
HOME AND COMMUNITY-BASED SET-
TING.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1902(a) of the So-
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 13%a(a)) is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (80), by striking ‘“‘and” at
the end;

(2) in paragraph (81), by striking the period
and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(3) by inserting after paragraph (81) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

‘“(82) in the case of any individual with re-
spect to whom there has been a determina-
tion that the individual requires the level of
care provided in a nursing facility, inter-
mediate care facility for the mentally re-
tarded, institution for mental disease, or
other similarly restrictive or institutional
setting—

““(A) provide the individual with the choice
and opportunity to receive such care in a
home and community-based setting, includ-
ing rehabilitative services, assistance and
support in accomplishing activities of daily
living, instrumental activities of daily liv-
ing, and health-related tasks, and assistance
in acquiring, maintaining, or enhancing
skills necessary to accomplish such activi-
ties, tasks, or services;

‘(B) ensure that each such individual has
an equal opportunity (when compared to the
receipt and availability of nursing facility
services) to receive care in a home and com-
munity-based setting, if the individual so
chooses, by ensuring that the provision of
such care in a home and community-based
setting is widely available on a statewide
basis for all such individuals within the
State; and

“(C) meet the requirements of section
1904A (relating to the provision of care in a
home and community-based setting).”.

(b) REQUIREMENTS FOR COMMUNITY CARE
OPTIONS.—Title XIX of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 1396 et seq.) is amended by in-
serting after section 1904 the following new
section:

¢PROVISIONS RELATED TO HOME AND
COMMUNITY-BASED CARE

‘‘SEC. 1904A. (a) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes
of this section, section 1902(a)(82), and sec-
tion 1905(a)(4)(A):

(1) ACTIVITIES OF DAILY LIVING.—The term
‘activities of daily living’ includes, but is not
limited to, tasks such as eating, toileting,
grooming, dressing, bathing, and transfer-
ring.

‘(2) HEALTH-RELATED TASKS.—The term
‘health-related tasks’ means specific tasks
related to the needs of an individual, includ-
ing, but not limited to, bowel or bladder
care, wound care, use and care of ventilators
and feeding tubes, and the administration of
medications and injections, which, in the
opinion of the individual’s physician, can be
delegated to be performed by an attendant.

¢“(3) HOME AND COMMUNITY-BASED SETTING.—
The term ‘home and community-based set-
ting’ means, with respect to an individual
who requires a level of care provided in a
nursing facility, intermediate care facility
for the mentally retarded, institution for
mental disease, or other similarly restrictive
or institutional setting, a setting that—

‘“(A) includes a house, apartment, town-
house, condominium, or similar public or
private housing where the individual resides
that—
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‘(i) is owned or leased by the individual or
a member of the individual’s family;

‘‘(ii) ensures the individual’s privacy, dig-
nity, respect, and freedom from coercion;
and

¢“(iii) maximizes the individual’s autonomy
and independence;

‘“(B) is integrated in, and provides access
to, the general community in which the set-
ting is located so that the individual has ac-
cess to the community and opportunities to
seek employment and work in competitive
integrated settings, participate in commu-
nity life, control and utilize personal re-
sources, benefit from community services,
and participate in the community in an over-
all manner that is comparable to that avail-
able to individuals who are not individuals
with disabilities; and

‘(C) has the services and supports that the
individual needs in order to live as independ-
ently as possible.

““(4) INSTRUMENTAL ACTIVITIES OF DAILY LIV-
ING.—The term ‘instrumental activities of
daily living’ means activities related to liv-
ing independently in the community and in-
cludes, but is not limited to, meal planning
and preparation, managing finances, shop-
ping for food, clothing, and other items, per-
forming household chores, communicating
by phone or other media, and traveling
around and participating in the community.

‘(6) PUBLIC ENTITY.—The term ‘public enti-
ty’ means a public entity as defined in sub-
paragraphs (A) and (B) of section 201(1) of the
Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990.

“(b) REQUIREMENTS FOR PROVIDING SERV-
ICES IN HOME AND COMMUNITY-BASED SET-
TINGS.—With respect to the availability and
provision of services under the State plan
under this title, or under any waiver of State
plan requirements (subject to section 3(d) of
the Community Integration Act of 2014), in a
home and community-based setting to any
individual who requires a level of care pro-
vided in a nursing facility, intermediate care
facility for the mentally retarded, institu-
tion for mental disease, or other similarly
restrictive or institutional setting, any pub-
lic entity that receives payment under the
State plan or waiver for providing services to
such an individual shall not—

‘(1) impose or utilize policies, practices, or
procedures, such as unnecessary require-
ments or arbitrary service or cost caps, that
limit the availability of services in home and
community-based settings to an individual
with a disability (including individuals with
the most significant disabilities) who need
such services;

‘(2) impose or utilize policies, practices, or
procedures that limit the availability of
services in a home and community-based set-
ting (including assistance and support in ac-
complishing activities of daily living, instru-
mental activities of daily living, health-re-
lated tasks, and rehabilitative services)
based on the specific disability of an other-
wise eligible individual;

‘(3) impose or utilize policies, practices, or
procedures that arbitrarily restrict an indi-
vidual with a disability from full and mean-
ingful participation in community life;

‘“(4) impose or utilize policies, practices, or
procedures that unnecessarily delay or re-
strict the provision of services in a home and
community-based setting to any individual
who requires such services;

“‘(5) fail to establish and utilize adequate
payment structures to maintain a sufficient
workforce to provide services in home and
community-based settings to any individual
who requires such services;

‘“(6) fail to provide information, on an on-
going basis, to help any individual who re-
ceives care in a nursing facility, inter-
mediate care facility for the mentally re-
tarded, institution for mental disease, or
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other similarly restrictive or institutional
setting, understand the individual’s right to
choose to receive such care in a home and
community-based setting; or

‘(7 fail to provide information to help any
individual that requires the level of care pro-
vided in a nursing facility, intermediate care
facility for the mentally retarded, institu-
tion for mental disease, or other similarly
restrictive or institutional setting, prior to
the individual’s placement in such a facility
or institution, understand the individual’s
right to choose to receive such care in a
home and community-based setting.

“(c) PLAN TO INCREASE AFFORDABLE AND
ACCESSIBLE HOUSING.—Not later than 180
days after the enactment of this section,
each State shall develop a statewide plan to
increase the availability of affordable and
accessible private and public housing stock
for individuals with disabilities (including
accessible housing for individuals with phys-
ical disabilities and those using mobility de-
vices).

“(d) AVAILABILITY OF REMEDIES AND PROCE-
DURES.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The remedies and proce-
dures set forth in sections 203 and 505 of the
Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 shall
be available to any person aggrieved by the
failure of—

‘“(A) a State to comply with this section or
section 1902(a)(82); or

‘“(B) a public entity (including a State) to
comply with the requirements of subsection
().

‘(2) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
paragraph (1) shall be construed to limit any
remedy or right of action that otherwise is
available to an aggrieved person under this
title.

‘‘(e) ENFORCEMENT BY THE SECRETARY.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may re-
duce the Federal matching assistance per-
centage applicable to the State (as deter-
mined under section 1905(b)) if the Secretary
determines that the State has violated the
requirements of subsection (b).

‘(2) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
paragraph (1) shall be construed to limit any
remedy or right of action that is otherwise
available to the Secretary.

“(f) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—With re-
spect to fiscal year 2016, and for each fiscal
year thereafter, each State shall submit to
the Administrator of the Administration for
Community Living of the Department of
Health and Human Services, not later than
April 1 of the succeeding fiscal year, a re-
port, in such form and manner as the Sec-
retary shall require, that includes—

‘(1) the total number of individuals en-
rolled in the State plan or under a waiver of
the plan during such fiscal year that re-
quired the level of care provided in a nursing
facility, intermediate care facility for the
mentally retarded, institution for mental
disease, or other similarly restrictive or in-
stitutional setting, disaggregated by the
type of facility or setting;

‘“(2) with respect to the total number de-
scribed in paragraph (1), the total number of
individuals described in that paragraph who
received care in a nursing facility, inter-
mediate care facility for the mentally re-
tarded, institution for mental disease, or
other similarly restrictive or institutional
setting, disaggregated by the type of facility
or setting; and

‘“(3) with respect to the total number de-
scribed in paragraph (2), the total number of
individuals described in that paragraph who
were transitioned from a nursing facility, in-
termediate care facility for the mentally re-
tarded, institution for mental disease, or
other similarly restrictive or institutional
setting to a home and community-based set-
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ting, disaggregated by the type of home and
community-based setting.”.

(¢) INCLUSION AS A MANDATORY SERVICE.—
Section 1905(a)(4)(A) of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 1396d(a)(4)(A)) is amended by
striking ‘‘other than’ and inserting ‘‘includ-
ing similar services such as rehabilitative
services and assistance and support in ac-
complishing activities of daily living, instru-
mental activities of daily living, and health-
related tasks, that are provided, at the indi-
vidual’s option, in a home and community-
based setting (as defined in section
1904A(a)(3)), but not including”’.

(d) APPLICATION TO WAIVERS.—Notwith-
standing section 1904A of the Social Security
Act (as added by subsection (b)), such sec-
tion, and sections 1902(a)(82), and
1905(a)(4)(A) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1396 et seq.), as amended by sub-
sections (a) and (c), respectively, shall not
apply to any individuals who are eligible for
medical assistance for home and community-
based services under a waiver under section
1115 or 1915 of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1315, 1396n) and who are receiving such
services, to the extent such sections (as so
added or amended) are inconsistent with any
such waiver.

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), the amendments made by this
section shall take effect on October 1, 2014.

(2) DELAY PERMITTED IF STATE LEGISLATION
REQUIRED.—In the case of a State plan under
section 1902 of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1396a) which the Secretary of Health
and Human Services determines requires
State legislation (other than legislation ap-
propriating funds) in order for the plan to
meet the additional requirements imposed
by the amendments made by this section,
the State plan shall not be regarded as fail-
ing to comply with the requirements of such
section 1902 solely on the basis of the failure
of the plan to meet such additional require-
ments before the 1st day of the 1st calendar
quarter beginning after the close of the 1st
regular session of the State legislature that
begins after the date of enactment of this
Act. For purposes of the previous sentence,
in the case of a State that has a 2-year legis-
lative session, each year of such session shall
be deemed to be a separate regular session of
the State legislature.

By Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for him-
self, Mr. LEAHY, Mrs. SHAHEEN,
Mr. BENNET, Mr. KING, Mr.
UpALL of New Mexico, Mr.
FRANKEN, Mr. SCHUMER, Mrs.
HAGAN, Mr. HARKIN, Mr. REED,
Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mrs. BOXER,
Mr. BROWN, Ms. KLOBUCHAR,
Ms. HIRONO, Mr. MARKEY, Mr.
JOHNSON of South Dakota, Mr.
TESTER, Ms. STABENOW, Mr.
NELSON, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. CASEY,
Mr. ROCKEFELLER, Mrs. McCCAS-
KILL, Mr. SANDERS, Ms. WAR-
REN, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mrs. MUR-

RAY, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. COONS,
Mr. UpALL of Colorado, Mr.
MENENDEZ, Mr. BEGICH, Mr.

KAINE, Mr. WARNER, Mr. WALSH,
Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. HEINRICH, Mr.

CARPER, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr.
SCHATZ, Mr. REID, Mr.
MERKLEY, Ms. HEITKAMP, Mr.
MANCHIN, Mr. MURPHY, Mr.
BOOKER, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr.

LEVIN, and Ms. LANDRIEU):
S. 2516. A bill to amend the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971 to pro-
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vide for additional disclosure require-
ments for corporations, labor organiza-
tions, Super PACs and other entities,
and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Rules and Administration.

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, today, I
join with several Democratic Senators
to reintroduce the DISCLOSE Act, re-
newing—for the third time—our fight
to curtail some of the worst abuses re-
sulting from the Supreme Court’s deci-
sion in Citizens United. Republicans
mounted filibusters of this common-
sense bill when it was first introduced
in 2010 and then again when it was re-
introduced in 2012. This was the case
even though Republicans claim to sup-
port disclosure.

Earlier this month, I chaired a hear-
ing on a proposed constitutional
amendment to repair the damage done
by Citizens United and a series of other
flawed Supreme Court decisions that
have eviscerated our campaign finance
laws. At this hearing, even Floyd
Abrams, the noted First Amendment
attorney who testified against the pro-
posed amendment argued that he sup-
ported greater disclosure. And yet, Re-
publicans have already filibustered this
bill twice and are likely to continue
filibustering it. I am hoping that Re-
publicans have come to their senses
after seeing how Citizens United has al-
lowed unlimited, undisclosed money to
pollute our elections.

Since that decision, our elections
have been defined by corporations and
billionaires spending vast amounts of
secret money to influence elections. In
the 2012 election cycle, spending from
undisclosed sources exceeded $310 mil-
lion, a massive increase from the $69
million from undisclosed sources in the
previous presidential election cycle in
2008. And this number will only in-
crease. No one doubts that.

While states like Vermont and Con-
gress continue their heavy lift of pass-
ing a constitutional amendment to ad-
dress the flawed Supreme Court deci-
sions that have gutted our campaign fi-
nance laws, the Senate can take more
immediate action today. By passing
the DISCLOSE Act, we can restore
transparency and accountability to
campaign finance laws by ensuring
that all Americans know who is paying
for campaign ads. This is a crucial step
toward restoring the ability of
Vermonters and all American voters to
be able to speak, be heard and to hear
competing voices, and not be drowned
out by powerful corporate interests.

We know disclosure laws can work
because they do work for individual
Americans donating directly to polit-
ical campaigns. When you or I give
money directly to a political can-
didate, our donation is not hidden. It is
publicly disclosed. Yet those who op-
pose the DISCLOSE Act are standing
up for special rights for corporations
and wealthy donors that you and I do
not have.

Recently, the Washington Post docu-
mented a trend whereby politically ac-
tive organizations manipulate and use
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their tax-exempt status to keep its
donor lists private even though these
organizations are pouring millions of
dollars of undisclosed money into our
elections. The increase of secret money
can only harm our political process.
The DISCLOSE Act would fix this
problem. This bill would require any
organization spending money on polit-
ical ads, including 501(c)(4)s and Super
PACs, to disclose donors who had given
$10,000 or more. This is a commonsense
transparency measure that everyone
should be willing to support.

When the race is on for secret money
and election campaigns are won or lost
by who can collect the largest amount
of unaccountable, secret donations, it
puts at risk government of, by and for
the people. In a democracy, our ballots
should be secret not massive corporate
campaign contributions. Disclosure of
who is paying for election ads should
not be kept secret from the public.

Vermont is a small state. It would
not take more than a tiny fraction of
the corporate money flooding the air-
waves in other states to outspend all of
our local candidates combined. I know
that the people of Vermont, like all
Americans, take seriously their civic
duty to choose wisely on Election Day.
Like all Vermonters, I cherish the vot-
ers’ role in the democratic process and
am a staunch believer in the First
Amendment. The rights of Vermonters
and all Americans to speak to each
other and to be heard should not be un-
dercut by corporate spending.

I hope that Republicans who have
seen the impact of waves of unaccount-
able corporate campaign spending will
join us to take up this important legis-
lation. I hope Republican Senators will
let us vote on the DISCLOSE Act and
help us take an important step to en-
sure the ability of every American to
be heard and to be able to meaningfully
participate in free and fair elections.

By Mr. LEAHY (for himself and
Mr. CORNYN):

S. 2520. A bill to improve the Free-
dom of Information Act; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, the Free-
dom of Information Act, FOIA, is one
of our Nation’s most important laws,
established to give Americans greater
access to their government and protect
their ability to hold government ac-
countable. In keeping with my com-
mitment to support this law and ex-
pand its mission, today I join with Sen-
ator JOHN CORNYN to introduce bipar-
tisan legislation that will improve the
implementation of FOIA.

I have sought for decades to make
our government more open and trans-
parent. Senator CORNYN has been an
important partner in these efforts, and
our collaboration has resulted in the
enactment of several improvements to
FOIA: the OPEN Government Act, the
first major reform to FOIA in more
than a decade; the OPEN FOIA Act,
which increased the transparency of
legislative exemptions to FOIA; and
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the Faster FOIA Act, which responded
to the concerns of FOIA requestors and
addressed agency delays in processing
requests.

The FOIA Improvement Act we are
introducing today will make additional
improvements to the law. It will en-
shrine into law the presumption of
openness that the President laid out on
his first day in office. He said, ‘“‘The
Freedom of Information Act should be
administered with a clear presumption:
In the face of doubt, openness pre-
vails.” Our bipartisan legislation will
require that Federal agencies consider
the public interest in the disclosure of
government information before invok-
ing a FOIA exemption. It will provide
additional independence for the Office
of Government Information Services,
OGIS, created by the OPEN Govern-
ment Act in 2007, and reduce the over-
use of Exemption 5 to withhold infor-
mation by adding a public interest bal-
ancing test.

There has been significant progress
in improving the FOIA process over the
years, but I am concerned that the
growing trend towards relying upon
FOIA exemptions to withhold large
swaths of government information is
hindering the public’s right to know.
According to the
OpenTheGovernment.org 2013 Secrecy
Report, Federal agencies used Exemp-
tion 5 more than 79,000 times in 2012—
an incredible 41 percent increase from
the previous year. This does not exem-
plify the presumption of openness that
we expect from our Government, and
that is why Senator CORNYN and I are
introducing the FOIA Improvement
Act today.

Both Democrats and Republicans un-
derstand that a commitment to trans-
parency is a commitment to the Amer-
ican values of openness and account-
ability, and to the public’s right to
know what their government is doing.
I value the strong partnership that I
have formed with Senator CORNYN on
open government matters. Ensuring an
open government should be a non-
partisan issue, and I invite all Members
to support the FOIA Improvement Act
of 2014.

Mr. President I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed
in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the text of
the bill was ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:

S. 2520

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “FOIA Im-
provement Act of 2014”’.

SEC. 2. AMENDMENTS TO FOIA.

Section 552 of title 5, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) in paragraph (2)—

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A), by striking ‘‘for public inspection and
copying” and inserting ‘‘for public inspec-
tion in an electronic format’’;

(ii) by striking subparagraph (D) and in-
serting the following:
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‘(D) copies of all records, regardless of
form or format—

‘(1) that have been released to any person
under paragraph (3); and

“(ii)(I) that because of the nature of their
subject matter, the agency determines have
become or are likely to become the subject
of subsequent requests for substantially the
same records; or

‘““(IT) that have been requested not less
than 3 times; and’’; and

(iii) in the undesignated matter following
subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘public inspec-
tion and copying current’” and inserting
“public inspection in an electronic format,
and current’’;

(B) in paragraph (4)(A), by striking clause
(viii) and inserting the following:

‘(viii)(I) Except as provided in subclause
(IT), an agency shall not assess any search
fees (or in the case of a requester described
under clause (ii)(II) of this subparagraph, du-
plication fees) under this subparagraph if the
agency has failed to comply with any time
limit under paragraph (6).

‘“(IT)(aa) If an agency determines that un-
usual circumstances apply (as the term is de-
fined in paragraph (6)(B)) and the agency
provides a timely written notice to the re-
quester in accordance with paragraph (6)(B),
a failure described in subclause (I) is excused
for an additional 10 days. If the agency fails
to comply with the extended time limit, the
agency may not assess any search fees (or in
the case of a requester described under
clause (ii)(IT) of this subparagraph, duplica-
tion fees).

“(bb) If a court determines that excep-
tional circumstances exist (as that term is
defined in paragraph (6)(C)), a failure de-
scribed in subclause (I) shall be excused for
the length of time provided by the court
order.”’;

(C) in paragraph (6)—

(i) in subparagraph (A)({i), by striking
“making such request’” and all that follows
through ‘‘determination; and” and inserting
the following: ‘‘making such request of—"’

“(I) such determination and the reasons
therefore;

‘“(IT) the right of such person to seek as-
sistance from the FOIA Public Liaison of the
agency; and

“(ITI) in the case of an adverse determina-
tion—

‘‘(aa) the right of such person to appeal to
the head of the agency, within a period de-
termined by the head of the agency that is
not less than 90 days after the receipt of such
adverse determination; and

‘“(bb) the right of such person to seek dis-
pute resolution services from the FOIA Pub-
lic Liaison of the agency or the Office of
Government Information Services; and’’; and

(ii) in subparagraph (B)(ii), by striking
‘“‘the agency.” and inserting ‘‘the agency,
and notify the requester of the right of the
requester to seek dispute resolution services
from the Office of Government Information
Services.”’; and

(D) by adding at the end the following:

‘(8) An agency—

“(A) shall—

‘(i) withhold information under this sec-
tion only if—

“(I) the agency reasonably foresees that
disclosure would harm an interest protected
by an exemption described in subsection (b)
or other provision of law; or

‘“(IT) disclosure is prohibited by law; and

“(ii)(I) consider whether partial disclosure
of information is possible whenever the agen-
cy determines that a full disclosure of a re-
quested record is not possible; and

“(II) take reasonable steps necessary to
segregate and release nonexempt informa-
tion; and

“(B) may not—
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‘(i) withhold information requested under
this section merely because the agency can
demonstrate, as a technical matter, that the
records fall within the scope of an exemption
described in subsection (b); or

‘‘(ii) withhold information requested under
this section because the information may be
embarrassing to the agency or because of
speculative or abstract concerns.”’;

(2) in subsection (b), by amending para-
graph (5) to read as follows:

‘() inter-agency or intra-agency memo-
randums or letters that would not be avail-
able by law to a party other than an agency
in litigation with the agency, if—

““(A) in the case of deliberative process
privilege or attorney work-product privilege,
the agency interest in protecting the records
or information is not outweighed by a public
interest in disclosure;

‘“(B) in the case of attorney-client privi-
lege, the agency interest in protecting the
records or information is not outweighed by
a compelling public interest in disclosure;
and

‘(C) the requested record or information
was created less than 25 years before the
date on which the request was made;’’;

(3) in subsection (e)

(A) in paragraph (1)—

(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A), by inserting ‘‘and to the Director of the
Office of Government Information Services”
after ‘‘United States’;

(ii) in subparagraph (N), by striking ‘‘and”
at the end;

(iii) in subparagraph (O), by striking the
period at the end and inserting a semicolon;
and

(iv) by adding at the end the following:

‘(P) the number of times the agency de-
nied a request for records under subsection
(¢); and

“(Q) the number of records that were made
available for public inspection in an elec-
tronic format under subsection (a)(2).”;

(B) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting
the following:

‘(3) Each agency shall make each such re-
port available for public inspection in an
electronic format. In addition, each agency
shall make the raw statistical data used in
each report available in a timely manner for
public inspection in an electronic format,
which shall be made available—

‘“(A) without charge, license, or registra-
tion requirement;

‘(B) in an aggregated, searchable format;
and

“(C) in a format that may be downloaded
in bulk.”;

(C) in paragraph (4)—

(i) by striking ‘‘Government Reform and
Oversight’” and inserting ‘‘Oversight and
Government Reform’’;

(ii) by inserting ‘“‘Homeland Security and”
before ‘‘Governmental Affairs’’; and

(iii) by striking ‘‘April” and inserting
“March’; and

(D) by striking paragraph (6) and inserting
the following:

‘“(6)(A) The Attorney General of the United
States shall submit to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform of the
House of Representatives, the Committee on
Judiciary of the Senate, and the President a
report on or before March 1 of each calendar
year, which shall include for the prior cal-
endar year—

‘(i) a listing of the number of cases arising
under this section;

‘“(ii) a listing of—

‘() each subsection, and any exemption, if
applicable, involved in each case arising
under this section;

‘“(IT) the disposition of each case arising
under this section; and
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‘“(IIT) the cost, fees, and penalties assessed
under subparagraphs (E), (F), and (G) of sub-
section (a)(4); and

‘“(iii) a description of the efforts under-
taken by the Department of Justice to en-
courage agency compliance with this sec-
tion.

‘(B) The Attorney General of the United
States shall make—

‘(i) each report submitted under subpara-
graph (A) available for public inspection in
an electronic format; and

‘(i) the raw statistical data used in each
report submitted under subparagraph (A)
available for public inspection in an elec-
tronic format, which shall be made avail-
able—

‘(I) without charge, license, or registra-
tion requirement;

‘“(IT) in an aggregated, searchable format;
and

‘“(III) in a format that may be downloaded
in bulk.”’;

(4) in subsection (g), in the matter pre-
ceding paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘publicly
available upon request’ and inserting ‘‘avail-
able for public inspection in an electronic
format’’;

(5) in subsection (h)—

(A) in paragraph (1), by adding at the end
the following: ‘“The head of the Office shall
be the Director of the Office of Government
Information Services.”’;

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking subpara-
graph (C) and inserting the following:

‘“(C) identify procedures and methods for
improving compliance under this section.”’;

(C) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting
the following:

‘“(8) The Office of Government Information
Services shall offer mediation services to re-
solve disputes between persons making re-
quests under this section and administrative
agencies as a non-exclusive alternative to
litigation and may issue advisory opinions at
the discretion of the Office or upon request
of any party to a dispute.”’; and

(D) by adding at the end the following:

“(4)(A) Not less frequently than annually,
the Director of the Office of Government In-
formation Services shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Reform
of the House of Representatives, the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary of the Senate, and
the President—

‘‘(i) a report on the findings of the informa-
tion reviewed and identified under paragraph
(2);

‘(i) a summary of the activities of the Of-
fice of Government Information Services
under paragraph (3), including—

‘() any advisory opinions issued; and

‘“(IT) the number of times each agency en-
gaged in dispute resolution with the assist-
ance of the Office of Government Informa-
tion Services or the FOIA Public Liaison;
and

‘“(iii) legislative and regulatory rec-
ommendations, if any, to improve the admin-
istration of this section.

“(B) The Director of the Office of Govern-
ment Information Services shall make each
report submitted under subparagraph (A)
available for public inspection in an elec-
tronic format.

“(C) The Director of the Office of Govern-
ment Information Services shall not be re-
quired to obtain the prior approval, com-
ment, or review of any officer or agency of
the United States, including the Department
of Justice, the Archivist of the United
States, or the Office of Management and
Budget before submitting to the Congress, or
any committee or subcommittee thereof,
any reports, recommendations, testimony, or
comments, if such submissions include a
statement indicating that the views ex-
pressed therein are those of the Director and
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do not necessarily represent the views of the
President.

‘() The Director of the Office of Govern-
ment Information Services may submit addi-
tional information to Congress and the
President as the Director determines to be
appropriate.

‘“(6) Not less frequently than annually, the
Office of Government Information Services
shall conduct a meeting that is open to the
public on the review and reports by the Of-
fice and shall allow interested persons to ap-
pear and present oral or written statements
at the meeting.”’; and

(6) by striking subsections (i), (j), and (k),
and inserting the following:

‘(i) The Government Accountability Office
shall—

‘(1) conduct audits of administrative agen-
cies on compliance with and implementation
of the requirements of this section and issue
reports detailing the results of such audits;
and

‘(2) catalog the number of exemptions de-
scribed in subsection (b)(3) and the use of
such exemptions by each agency.

“(j)(1) Each agency shall designate a Chief
FOIA Officer who shall be a senior official of
such agency (at the Assistant Secretary or
equivalent level).

‘“(2) The Chief FOIA Officer of each agency
shall, subject to the authority of the head of
the agency—

“(A) have agency-wide responsibility for
efficient and appropriate compliance with
this section;

“(B) monitor implementation of this sec-
tion throughout the agency and keep the
head of the agency, the chief legal officer of
the agency, and the Attorney General appro-
priately informed of the agency’s perform-
ance in implementing this section;

¢(C) recommend to the head of the agency
such adjustments to agency practices, poli-
cies, personnel, and funding as may be nec-
essary to improve its implementation of this
section;

“(D) review and report to the Attorney
General, through the head of the agency, at
such times and in such formats as the Attor-
ney General may direct, on the agency’s per-
formance in implementing this section;

“(B) facilitate public understanding of the
purposes of the statutory exemptions of this
section by including concise descriptions of
the exemptions in both the agency’s hand-
book issued under subsection (g), and the
agency’s annual report on this section, and
by providing an overview, where appropriate,
of certain general categories of agency
records to which those exemptions apply;

“(F) offer training to agency staff regard-
ing their responsibilities under this section;

‘“(G) serve as the primary agency liaison
with the Office of Government Information
Services and the Office of Information Pol-
icy; and

‘‘(H) designate 1 or more FOIA Public Liai-
sons.

‘“(3) The Chief FOIA Officer of each agency
shall review, not less frequently than annu-
ally, all aspects of the administration of this
section by the agency to ensure compliance
with the requirements of this section, in-
cluding—

“‘(A) agency regulations;

‘“(B) disclosure of records required under
paragraphs (2) and (8) of subsection (a);

‘“(C) assessment of fees and determination
of eligibility for fee waivers;

‘(D) the timely processing of requests for
information under this section;

‘“(E) the use of exemptions under sub-
section (b); and

“(F) dispute resolution services with the
assistance of the Office of Government Infor-
mation Services or the FOIA Public Liaison.

“(k)(1) There is established in the execu-
tive branch the Chief FOIA Officers Council
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(referred to in this subsection as the ‘Coun-
“'22) The Council shall be comprised of the
following members:

““(A) The Deputy Director for Management
of the Office of Management and Budget.

‘“(B) The Director of the Office of Informa-
tion Policy at the Department of Justice.

‘(C) The Director of the Office of Govern-
ment Information Services.

‘(D) The Chief FOIA Officer of each agen-
cy.
‘“(BE) Any other officer or employee of the
United States as designated by the Co-
Chairs.

*“(3) The Director of the Office of Informa-
tion Policy at the Department of Justice and
the Director of the Office of Government In-
formation Services shall be the Co-Chairs of
the Council.

‘“(4) The Administrator of General Services
shall provide administrative and other sup-
port for the Council.

““(6)(A) The duties of the Council shall in-
clude the following:

‘(i) Develop recommendations for increas-
ing compliance and efficiency under this sec-
tion.

‘(i) Disseminate information about agen-
cy experiences, ideas, best practices, and in-
novative approaches related to this section.

‘‘(iii) Identify, develop, and coordinate ini-
tiatives to increase transparency and com-
pliance with this section.

‘(iv) Promote the development and use of
common performance measures for agency
compliance with this section.

“(B) In performing the duties described in
subparagraph (A), the Council shall consult
on a regular basis with members of the pub-
lic who make requests under this section.

‘“(6)(A) The Council shall meet regularly
and such meetings shall be open to the pub-
lic unless the Council determines to close
the meeting for reasons of national security
or to discuss information exempt under sub-
section (b).

““(B) Not less frequently than annually, the
Council shall hold a meeting that shall be
open to the public and permit interested per-
sons to appear and present oral and written
statements to the Council.

““(C) Not later than 10 business days before
a meeting of the Council, notice of such
meeting shall be published in the Federal
Register.

‘(D) Except as provided in subsection (b),
the records, reports, transcripts, minutes,
appendixes, working papers, drafts, studies,
agenda, or other documents that were made
available to or prepared for or by the Council
shall be made publicly available.

“(E) Detailed minutes of each meeting of
the Council shall be kept and shall contain a
record of the persons present, a complete and
accurate description of matters discussed
and conclusions reached, and copies of all re-
ports received, issued, or approved by the
Council. The minutes shall be redacted as
necessary and made publicly available.”’.

SEC. 3. REVIEW AND ISSUANCE OF REGULA-
TIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
head of each agency (as defined in section 551
of title 5, United States Code) shall review
the regulations of such agency and shall
issue regulations on procedures for the dis-
closure of records under section 552 of title 5,
United States Code, in accordance with the
amendments made by section 2.

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—The regulations of
each agency shall include procedures for en-
gaging in dispute resolution through the
FOIA Public Liaison and the Office of Gov-
ernment Information Services.

SEC. 4. PROACTIVE DISCLOSURE THROUGH
RECORDS MANAGEMENT.

Section 3102 of title 44, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (2) and (3)
as paragraphs (3) and (4); and
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(2) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing:

‘“(2) procedures for identifying records of
general interest or use to the public that are
appropriate for public disclosure, and for
posting such records in a publicly accessible
electronic format;”.

SEC. 5. NO ADDITIONAL FUNDS AUTHORIZED.

No additional funds are authorized to carry
out the requirements of this Act or the
amendments made by this Act. The require-
ments of this Act and the amendments made
by this Act shall be carried out using
amounts otherwise authorized or appro-
priated.

———

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 482—EX-
PRESSING THE SENSE OF THE
SENATE THAT THE AREA BE-
TWEEN THE INTERSECTIONS OF
INTERNATIONAL DRIVE, NORTH-
WEST VAN NESS STREET,
NORTHWEST INTERNATIONAL
DRIVE, NORTHWEST AND INTER-
NATIONAL PLACE, NORTHWEST
IN WASHINGTON, DISTRICT OF

COLUMBIA, SHOULD BE DES-
IGNATED AS “LIU XIAOBO
PLAZA”

Mr. CRUZ submitted the following
resolution; which was referred to the
Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs:

S. REs. 482

Whereas June 4, 2014, marked the 25th an-
niversary of the brutal crackdown on
protestors at Tiananmen Square in Beijing;

Whereas Dr. Liu Xiaobo is a Chinese
human rights activist and Nobel Laureate
who is currently serving an ll-year prison
sentence for inciting subversion against the
Government of the People’s Republic of
China;

Whereas in recognition of Dr. Liu Xiaobo’s
long and non-violent struggle for funda-
mental human rights in the People’s Repub-
lic of China, he was awarded the Nobel Peace
Prize in October 2010; and

Whereas renaming a portion of the street
in front of the Embassy of the People’s Re-
public of China in the District of Columbia
after Dr. Liu Xiaobo serves as an expression
of solidarity between the people of the
United States and the people of the People’s
Republic of China who are, like Dr. Liu
Xiaobo, engaged in a long and non-violent
struggle for fundamental human rights: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate
that—

(1) the area between the intersections of
International Drive, Northwest and Van Ness
Street, Northwest and International Drive,
Northwest and International Place, North-
west in Washington, District of Columbia,
should be known and designated as ‘‘Liu
Xiaobo Plaza’, and any reference in a law,
map, regulation, document, paper, or other
record to that area should be deemed to be a
reference to Liu Xiaobo Plaza;

(2) the address of 3505 International Place,
Northwest, Washington, District of Colum-
bia, should be redesignated as 1 Liu Xiaobo
Plaza, and any reference in a law, map, regu-
lation, document, paper, or other record of
the United States to that address should be
deemed to be a reference to 1 Liu Xiaobo
Plaza; and

(3) the Administrator of General Services
should construct street signs that—

(A) contain the phrase ‘‘Liu Xiaobo Plaza’’;

(B) are similar in design to the signs used
by Washington, District of Columbia, to des-
ignate the location of Metro stations; and
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(C) should be placed on—

(i) the parcel Federal property that is clos-
est to 1 Liu Xiaobo Plaza (as described in
paragraph (2)); and

(ii) the street corners of International
Drive, Northwest and Van Ness Street,
Northwest and International Drive, North-
west and International Place, Northwest,
Washington, District of Columbia.

SENATE RESOLUTION 483—ESTAB-
LISHING A POINT OF ORDER
AGAINST LEGISLATION SELLING
FEDERAL LAND IN ORDER TO
REDUCE THE DEFICIT

Mr. WALSH (for himself, Mr. HEIN-
RICH, and Mr. UDALL of Colorado) sub-
mitted the following resolution; which
was referred to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources:

S. RES. 483
Resolved,

SECTION 1. POINT OF ORDER AGAINST SELLING
FEDERAL LAND IN ORDER TO RE-
DUCE THE DEFICIT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
subsection (b), it shall not be in order in the
Senate to consider any bill, joint resolution,
amendment, motion, amendment between
the houses, or conference report that sells
any Federal land and uses the proceeds of
the sale to reduce the Federal deficit.

(b) EXCEPTION.—Subsection (a) shall not
apply to the sale of Federal land as part of a
program that acquires land in the same
State that is of comparable value or contains
exceptional resources.

(c) SUPERMAJORITY WAIVER AND APPEAL IN
THE SENATE.—

(1) WAIVER.—This section may be waived or
suspended only by the affirmative vote of
three-fifths of the Members, duly chosen and
sworn.

(2) APPEAL.—An affirmative vote of three-
fifths of the Members, duly chosen and
sworn, shall be required to sustain an appeal
of the ruling of the Chair on a point of order
raised under this section.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I rise
today to talk about one of our greatest
treasures in this country: our public
lands. Growing up in Butte, MT, I woke
up every day under the morning shad-
ow of the Continental Divide, part of
the Deerlodge National Forest. When I
was a kid, my dad would take me fish-
ing on the Big Hole River. On the liv-
ing room wall in my parents’ home,
there were pictures of three people: a
picture of Jesus, a picture of JFK, and
a picture of George Meany. I have car-
ried the values my parents instilled in
me to this day.

I grew up in a Catholic home similar
to Montana writer Norman Maclean,
who wrote in his famous book ‘A River
Runs Through It that his father, a
Presbyterian minister, ‘‘told us about
Christ’s disciples being fishermen, and
we were left to assume, as my brother
and I did, that all first-class fishermen
on the Sea of Galilee were fly fisher-
men, and that John, the favorite, was a
dry-fly fisherman.”

As an adult serving in the Montana

National Guard, I would ride my moun-
tain bike almost daily all over trails in
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the Helena National Forest that con-
nect our streets in the capital city of
Helena. One day my granddaughter
Kennedy will fish and bike these same
lands and waters. These places all have
one thing in common beyond being gor-
geous and being in Montana; they be-
long to you and me. We all own them.
They are part of what makes living in
Montana and in America so special.
Other countries and other States have
lost this heritage but not in Montana.

Maintaining and improving access to
these lands is one of the most impor-
tant things we can do. That is why
today I submitted legislation to make
it harder to sell off this land. My bill
will create a budget point of order in
the Senate to block attempts to sell off
public land to pay for Congress’s bills.

There is no question that Washington
has a spending problem. Since arriving
in the Senate, I have proposed several
ways to rein in out-of-control spending.
But selling off our kids’ and grandkids’
heritage is a terrible idea. Jeopardizing
the countless jobs that rely on our out-
doors is also a terrible idea.

There is a theory circulating in some
parts of the West that the Federal Gov-
ernment has a continuing duty to dis-
pose of its lands in Western States.
What this really means is handing over
our most popular recreation areas to
the highest out-of-State bidder. That is
good for copper barons and trophy-
home developers, but it is bad for us.

This theory is as radical as it is
wrong, as court rulings have repeatedly
found, but it is getting real traction.

Our colleagues in the House of Rep-
resentatives have passed a budget that
could sell off millions of acres of public
land—our land—in Montana.

I want you to know that I will fight
any similar attempts in this Chamber.
I want my granddaughter Kennedy to
grow up in Montana with the same
easy access to streams and forests I en-
joyed, whether she wants to hunt, hike,
fish or bike.

We also need to get our forests
healthy and working again, creating
good jobs and making our forests more
resilient to wildfires.

Like many Montanans, I am frus-
trated with how long it takes to con-
duct a timber sale or complete an envi-
ronmental analysis of potential
projects. Even simple projects get tied
up in court, and our rural communities
and the land itself suffer for it.

But the solution isn’t to hand the
keys over to special interests and walk
away. The solution is to manage the
land—from the ground up.

In Montana, tourism is critical to
our economy. Outdoor recreation sup-
ports 64,000 jobs and generates over $5.8
billion in revenue annually. Cutting off
access or selling the land to out-of-
State development is a direct threat to
jobs in Montana.

Turning over land in the State is just
one step away from privatizing. There
is no question that private land is the
misguided ultimate goal of many who
don’t understand our outdoor heritage
in the West.
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In the year 2000 I led the response of
the Montana National Guard to the
wildfires that consumed over 1 million
acres of Montana land. The Depart-
ments of Agriculture and Interior have
spent about $1.8 billion annually to
fight wildfires in the past 5 years.
States simply cannot afford that
pricetag. One bad wildfire season could
bankrupt a State.

I want to share a little more about
what is at stake.

Under the Ryan budget in the House
of Representatives, with an auction of
our public lands, Montana hunters
could lose access to elk wallows of the
Pioneer Mountains. You might hear
elk bugling on Tenderfoot Creek in the
Little Belt Mountains, but it could be
on private land instead of land pro-
tected by the Land and Water Con-
servation Fund.

Montanans could be shut out of the
Missouri River Breaks, locked out of
putting a canoe in or hunting a mule
deer or sheep.

We could lose the Rocky Mountain
Front, facing padlocks and orange
signs instead of open space and the
chance for a bighorn sheep tag.

Under the House plan, anglers in
Montana could lose the headwaters of
Rock Creek or the Smith River and the
chance to sink a perfect fly from a
streamside the public owns.

Despite years of effort to secure ac-
cess, we could be shut out of land
around the Three Dollar Bridge south
of Bozeman that helped kids like me—
growing up, fishing in our own blue-rib-
bon streams. The same thing could
happen to the centennials and swan.

We could lose the best eastern Mon-
tana has to offer, from the monster
bucks and turkeys in the Custer Na-
tional Forest to the duck factory of the
BLM’s prairie potholes.

Under the House plan, we could be
facing closed roads, closed trails, and
closed land in the Gallatin National
Forest that thousands of Montanans
worked together 20 years ago to keep
open and keep public forever.

Montana is the last best place be-
cause we can hunt, fish, hike, and play
on the land that we all own. I will fight
to keep it that way.

———

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 3375. Mr. VITTER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 2363, to protect and enhance opportu-
nities for recreational hunting, fishing, and
shooting, and for other purposes; which was
ordered to lie on the table.

SA 3376. Mr. VITTER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 2363, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 3377. Mr. LEVIN (for himself, Mr.
MCcCAIN, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, and Mr. COBURN)
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 2410, to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2015 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of Defense,
for military construction, and for defense ac-
tivities of the Department of Energy, to pre-
scribe military personnel strengths for such
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fiscal year, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

———
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 3375. Mr. VITTER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 2363, to protect and
enhance opportunities for recreational
hunting, fishing, and shooting, and for
other purposes; which was ordered to
lie on the table; as follows:

At the end, add the following:

TITLE III—GULF OF MEXICO RED
SNAPPER FISHERY
SEC. 301. DEFINITIONS.

In this title:

(1) GULF STATES.—The term ‘‘Gulf States”
means the States of Alabama, Florida, Lou-
isiana, Mississippi, and Texas.

(2) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary”’
means the Secretary of Commerce.

SEC. 302. FISHERY MANAGEMENT RIGHTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b),
not later than 120 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary shall
grant to the Gulf States exclusive fishery
management authority over the red snapper
fish (lutjanus campechanus) in the Gulf of
Mexico in the area located between the coast
line of each Gulf State and the point that is
200 miles seaward of the coast line of each
Gulf State, consistent with the jurisdictional
limit of the exclusive economic zone.

(b) AGREEMENT BETWEEN GOVERNORS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The grant of authority
under subsection (a) is contingent on the
condition that not later than 180 days after
the date on which the Secretary grants the
authority, the Governors of each of the Gulf
States—

(A) agree on a fishery management plan
governing management of the red snapper
fish (lutjanus campechanus); and

(B) certify in writing to the Secretary that
the Governors have entered into that agree-
ment.

(2) REVERSION.—If the Governors fail to
enter into an agreement under paragraph (1),
the authority granted to the Governors
under subsection (a) shall revert to the Sec-
retary.

SA 3376. Mr. VITTER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill S. 2363, to protect and
enhance opportunities for recreational
hunting, fishing, and shooting, and for
other purposes; which was ordered to
lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . TRANSPARENCY OF REGIONAL FISH-
ERY MANAGEMENT COUNCIL MEET-
INGS.

(a) OPEN MEETINGS.—Section 302(i)(2) of the
Magnuson—-Stevens Fishery Conservation and
Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1852(i)(2)) is
amended—

(1) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘ses-
sion,” and inserting ‘‘session that is not sub-
ject to paragraph (3)(C),”’; and

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

“(G) Any member of a Council, committee,
or panel who intends to use a document, ex-
hibit, fact, or statistic at an open or closed
meeting of the Council, committee, or panel
shall provide to all other members of the
Council, committee, or panel the source of
the document, exhibit, fact, or statistic not
less than 48 hours prior to the meeting.”’.

(b) CLOSED MEETINGS.—Section 302(i)(3) of
the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation
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and Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1852(1)(3)) is
amended—

(1) in subparagraph (B), by striking the
second sentence; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘(C) For any closed meeting, or portion
thereof, of a Council, of the Council coordi-
nation committee established under sub-
section (1), and of the scientific and statis-
tical committees or other committees or ad-
visory panels established under subsection
(g) that is closed under this paragraph on the
basis that the meeting concerns matters or
information that pertains to employment
matters, the Council, committee, or panel
shall maintain detailed minutes as described
in paragraph (2)(E) and complete transcripts.
Such minutes and transcripts shall be avail-
able to any court of competent jurisdic-
tion.”.

SA 3377. Mr. LEVIN (for himself, Mr.
McCAIN, Mr. ROCKEFELLER, and Mr.
COBURN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 2410, to authorize appropriations
for fiscal year 2015 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for
military construction, and for defense
activities of the Department of Energy,
to prescribe military personnel
strengths for such fiscal year, and for
other purposes; which was ordered to
lie on the table; as follows:

At the end of subtitle D of title XVI, add
the following:

SEC. 1647. ACTIONS TO ADDRESS ECONOMIC OR
INDUSTRIAL ESPIONAGE IN CYBER-
SPACE.

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
and annually thereafter, the President shall
submit to the appropriate congressional
committees a report on foreign economic
and industrial espionage in cyberspace dur-
ing the 12-month period preceding the sub-
mission of the report that—

(A) identifies—

(i) foreign countries that engage in eco-
nomic or industrial espionage in cyberspace
with respect to trade secrets or proprietary
information owned by United States persons;

(ii) foreign countries identified under
clause (i) that the President determines en-
gage in the most egregious economic or in-
dustrial espionage in cyberspace with re-
spect to such trade secrets or proprietary in-
formation (in this section referred to as ‘‘pri-
ority foreign countries’’);

(iii) technologies or proprietary informa-
tion developed by United States persons
that—

(I) are targeted for economic or industrial
espionage in cyberspace; and

(IT) to the extent practicable, have been ap-
propriated through such espionage;

(iv) articles manufactured or otherwise
produced using technologies or proprietary
information described in clause (iii)(II); and

(v) to the extent practicable, services pro-
vided using such technologies or proprietary
information;

(B) describes the economic or industrial es-
pionage engaged in by the foreign countries
identified under clauses (i) and (ii) of sub-
paragraph (A); and

(C) describes—

(i) actions taken by the President to de-
crease the prevalence of economic or indus-
trial espionage in cyberspace; and

(ii) the progress made in decreasing the
prevalence of such espionage.

(2) DETERMINATION OF FOREIGN COUNTRIES
ENGAGING IN ECONOMIC OR INDUSTRIAL ESPIO-
NAGE IN CYBERSPACE.—For purposes of
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clauses (i) and (ii) of paragraph (1)(A), the
President shall identify a foreign country as
a foreign country that engages in economic
or industrial espionage in cyberspace with
respect to trade secrets or proprietary infor-
mation owned by United States persons if
the government of the foreign country—

(A) engages in economic or industrial espi-
onage in cyberspace with respect to trade se-
crets or proprietary information owned by
United States persons; or

(B) facilitates, supports, fails to prosecute,
or otherwise permits such espionage by—

(i) individuals who are citizens or residents
of the foreign country; or

(ii) entities that are organized under the
laws of the foreign country or are otherwise
subject to the jurisdiction of the government
of the foreign country.

(3) FORM OF REPORT.—Each report required
by paragraph (1) shall be submitted in un-
classified form but may contain a classified
annex.

(b) IMPOSITION OF SANCTIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The President may, pursu-
ant to the International Emergency Eco-
nomic Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.),
block and prohibit all transactions in all
property and interests in property of each
person described in paragraph (2), if such
property and interests in property are in the
United States, come within the United
States, or are or come within the possession
or control of a United States person.

(2) PERSONS DESCRIBED.—A person de-
scribed in this paragraph is a foreign person
the President determines knowingly re-
quests, engages in, supports, facilitates, or
benefits from the significant appropriation,
through economic or industrial espionage in
cyberspace, of technologies or proprietary
information developed by United States per-
sons.

(3) EXCEPTION.—The authority to impose
sanctions under paragraph (1) shall not in-
clude the authority to impose sanctions on
the importation of goods.

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional
committees’” means—

(A) the Committee on Armed Services, the
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban
Affairs, the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs, the Com-
mittee on Finance, the Committee on For-
eign Relations, and the Select Committee on
Intelligence of the Senate; and

(B) the Committee on Armed Services, the
Committee on Homeland Security, the Com-
mittee on Financial Services, the Committee
on Foreign Affairs, the Committee on Ways
and Means, and the Permanent Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence of the House of Rep-
resentatives.

(2) CYBERSPACE.—The term ‘‘cyberspace’’—

(A) means the interdependent network of
information technology infrastructures; and

(B) includes the Internet, telecommuni-
cations networks, computer systems, and
embedded processors and controllers.

(3) ECONOMIC OR INDUSTRIAL ESPIONAGE.—
The term ‘‘economic or industrial espio-
nage’’ means—

(A) stealing a trade secret or proprietary
information or appropriating, taking, car-
rying away, or concealing, or by fraud, arti-
fice, or deception obtaining, a trade secret or
proprietary information without the author-
ization of the owner of the trade secret or
proprietary information;

(B) copying, duplicating, downloading,
uploading, destroying, transmitting, deliv-
ering, sending, communicating, or conveying
a trade secret or proprietary information
without the authorization of the owner of
the trade secret or proprietary information;
or
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(C) knowingly receiving, buying, or pos-
sessing a trade secret or proprietary infor-
mation that has been stolen or appropriated,
obtained, or converted without the author-
ization of the owner of the trade secret or
proprietary information.

(4) KNOWINGLY.—The term ‘‘knowingly”’,
with respect to conduct, a circumstance, or a
result, means that a person has actual
knowledge, or should have known, of the
conduct, the circumstance, or the result.

(5) OWN.—The term ‘‘own’’, with respect to
a trade secret or proprietary information,
means to hold rightful legal or equitable
title to, or license in, the trade secret or pro-
prietary information.

(6) PERSON.—The term ‘‘person’ means an
individual or entity.

(7) PROPRIETARY INFORMATION.—The term
“proprietary information’” means competi-
tive bid preparations, negotiating strategies,
executive emails, internal financial data,
strategic business plans, technical designs,
manufacturing processes, source code, data
derived from research and development in-
vestments, and other commercially valuable
information that a person has developed or
obtained if—

(A) the person has taken reasonable meas-
ures to keep the information confidential;
and

(B) the information is not generally known
or readily ascertainable through proper
means by the public.

(8) TECHNOLOGY.—The term ‘‘technology’’
has the meaning given that term in section
16 of the Export Administration Act of 1979
(60 U.S.C. App. 2415) (as in effect pursuant to
the International Emergency Economic Pow-
ers Act (60 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.)).

(9) TRADE SECRET.—The term ‘‘trade se-
cret” has the meaning given that term in
section 1839 of title 18, United States Code.

(10) UNITED STATES PERSON.—The term
“United States person’ means—

(A) an individual who is a citizen or resi-
dent of the United States; or

(B) an entity organized under the laws of
the United States or any jurisdiction within
the United States.

———

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Finance Com-
mittee be authorized to meet during
the session of the Senate on June 24,
2014, at 10 a.m., in Room SD-215 of the
Dirksen Senate Office Building, to con-
duct a hearing entitled ‘‘Less Student
Debt from the Start: What Role Should
the Tax System Play?”’

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

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on
Foreign Relations be authorized to
meet during the session of the Senate
on June 24, 2014, at 2:15 p.m.

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

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR,

AND PENSIONS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions be authorized to meet, during the
session of the Senate, on June 24, 2014,
at 2:30 p.m., in room SD-106 of the
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Dirksen Senate Office Building, to con-

duct a hearing entitled ‘‘Moving To-

ward Greater Community Inclusion—

Olmstead at 15.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on
the Judiciary be authorized to meet
during the session of the Senate, on

June 24, 2014, at 10:15 a.m., in room SD-

226 of the Dirksen Senate Office Build-

ing, to conduct a hearing entitled ‘‘Ju-

dicial Nominations.”

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

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence be authorized to
meet during the session of the Senate

on June 24, 2014, at 2:30 p.m.

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

SUBCOMMITTEE ON ANTITRUST, COMPETITION

POLICY, AND CONSUMER RIGHTS

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on
the Judiciary, Subcommittee on Anti-
trust, Competition Policy, and Con-
sumer Rights, be authorized to meet
during the session of the Senate, on

June 24, 2014, at 2:30 p.m., in room SD-

226 of the Dirksen Senate Office Build-

ing, to conduct a hearing entitled ‘‘The

AT&T/DIRECTTV Merger: The Impact

on Competition and Consumers in the

Video Market and Beyond.”

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

SUBCOMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL OPERATIONS
AND ORGANIZATIONS, HUMAN RIGHTS, DEMOC-
RACY, AND GLOBAL WOMEN’S ISSUES
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Committee on

Foreign Relations be authorized to

meet during the session of the Senate

on June 24, 2014, at 9:45 a.m., to hold an
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International Operations and Organiza-
tions, Human Rights, Democracy, and
Global Women’s Issues subcommittee
hearing entitled, ‘“‘Combating Violence
and Discrimination Against Women: A
Global Call to Action.”

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

————

UNANIMOUS CONSENT
AGREEMENT—H.R. 803

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent the previous order
with respect to H.R. 803 be modified as
follows: that at mnoon tomorrow,
Wednesday, June 25, the Senate pro-
ceed to the consideration of H.R. 803,
with the time until 2:30 p.m. equally di-
vided and controlled between the two
leaders or their designees, with Sen-
ators FLAKE and LEE controlling 5 min-
utes each of the Republican’s time;
that the provisions regarding 10 min-
utes of debate prior to voting on the
amendments listed in the order and on
the bill be vitiated; and that all provi-
sions of the previous order remain in
effect.

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

ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY, JUNE
25, 2014

Mr. REID. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it ad-
journ until 9:30 a.m. on Wednesday,
June 25, 2014; that following the prayer
and pledge, the morning hour be
deemed expired, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, and the
time for the two leaders be reserved for
their use later in the day; that fol-
lowing any leader remarks, the Senate
be in a period of morning business until
12 noon, with Senators permitted to
speak therein for up to 10 minutes
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each, with the time equally divided and
controlled between the two leaders or
their designees, with the Republicans
controlling the first 30 minutes and the
majority controlling the final 30 min-
utes; and that following morning busi-
ness, the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of H.R. 803 under the previous
order.

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

———

PROGRAM

Mr. REID. Madam President, there
will be four rollcall votes at 2:30 p.m.
tomorrow.

———

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:30 A.M.
TOMORROW

Mr. REID. Madam President, if there
is no further business to come before
the Senate, I ask unanimous consent
that it adjourn under the previous
order.

There being no objection, the Senate,
at 5:02 p.m., adjourned until Wednes-
day, June 25, 2014, at 9:30 a.m.

————————

CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate June 24, 2014:

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY

LEON RODRIGUEZ, OF MARYLAND, TO BE DIRECTOR OF
THE UNITED STATES CITIZENSHIP AND IMMIGRATION
SERVICES, DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY.

THE JUDICIARY

PAUL G. BYRON, OF FLORIDA, TO BE UNITED STATES
DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLOR-
IDA.

CARLOS EDUARDO MENDOZA, OF FLORIDA, TO BE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE MIDDLE DIS-
TRICT OF FLORIDA.

BETH BLOOM, OF FLORIDA, TO BE UNITED STATES DIS-
TRICT JUDGE FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLOR-
IDA.

GEOFFREY W. CRAWFORD, OF VERMONT, TO BE UNITED
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT OF
VERMONT.
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