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necessary for the President to use his legiti-
mate and lawful Executive authority by the
end of this year to minimize the damage

caused by Congress’ failure to act.
Providing legal status to the undocumented

immigrants currently in our country would grow
our GDP by a cumulative increase of $832 bil-
lion over 10 years. According to the Center for
American Progress, immigration reform would
create 121,000 new jobs each year in the next
decade. Legalization would increase immi-
grants’ income, an additional boost to our
economy.

We must also do something to protect our
borders. | am an original cosponsor of H.R.
1417—the Border Security Results Act of
2013. This bill has received accolades from
the Wall Street Journal and The Los Angeles
Times as a commonsense approach to protect
our borders.

| believe the border security legislation that
we put forward can be the solution that allows
real immigration reform to move forward be-
cause it will provide the security at the border
that the American people are demanding and
deserve.

The Border Security Results Act would re-
quire a comprehensive outcome-based strat-
egy that includes deployment of more surveil-
lance technology for gaining full situational
awareness of the border, use of that data to
allocate manpower and other resources along
the border and the creation of metrics to set
progress in achieving border security. Those
metrics may be based on the number of ap-
prehensions of illegal aliens relative to the
number of illegal crossings.

Over the years | have introduced the Save
America Comprehensive Immigration Act and
much of the Senate passed bill was included
in my immigration bill; the Senate bill would
address some of the toughest issues on immi-
gration reform and would offer many innova-
tive and considerate solutions that will help to
repair some of the most broken parts of our
immigration system.

So the passage of the Senate bill is a major
leap forward in human rights in America. Now
is the time for the House of Representatives to
continue this crucial fight for immigration re-
form and a secure America.

If we let the immigration reform debate
focus primarily on minute elements we lose
sight of the broader picture—many other im-
portant things we need to do to fix our broken
immigration system. It has been estimated that
approximately 11 million undocumented immi-

grants live in the United States.

The vast majority of them are hard-working
and law-abiding persons who have become
productive members of our society. It serves
no purpose to keep them in the shadows of
our society praying for lawful status. It is not
good for them, and is not in the best interests
of the United States. Comprehensive immigra-
tion reform will require leadership from the Ad-
ministration, the Senate, both parties in Con-
gress with a willingness on everyone’s part to
work together.

The American people will hold accountable
those that stand in the way of making com-
prehensive immigration reform.

When the House and the Senate passes
comprehensive immigration reform the Presi-
dent will sign it into law. This is something that
would be permanent and provide the stability
America needs as we move toward a more

prosperous future.
This special order is an opportunity to make

the case for continuing on the course set by
the Obama Administration and the need to not
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take the recent election as a mandate for
major changes.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate agrees to the amend-
ment of the House to the bill (S. 1086)
“An Act to reauthorize and improve
the Child Care and Development Block
Grant Act of 1990, and for other pur-
poses.”’.

The message also announced that
pursuant to Public Law 110-315, the
Chair, on behalf of the President pro
tempore, announces the appointment
of the following individual to be a
member of the National Advisory Com-
mittee on Institutional Quality and In-
tegrity:

Dr. Paul LeBlanc of New Hampshire,
vice Larry Vanderhoef of California.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. GARRETT (at the request of Mr.
McCARTHY of California) for today on
account of attending a funeral.

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia (at the request
of Ms. PELOSI) for today on account of
a flight delay due to weather condi-
tions.

———

PUBLICATION OF BUDGETARY
MATERIAL

STATUS REPORT ON CURRENT SPENDING LEVELS
OF ON-BUDGET SPENDING AND REVENUES FOR
FY 2015, AND THE 10-YEAR PERIOD FY 2015
THROUGH FY 2024

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET,
Washington, DC, November 17, 2014.

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin: Mr. Speaker, to fa-
cilitate application of sections 302 and 311 of
the Congressional Budget Act, I am trans-
mitting an updated status report on the cur-
rent levels of on-budget spending and reve-
nues for fiscal years 2014, 2015, and for the 10—
yvear period of fiscal year 2015 through fiscal
year 2024. The report is current through No-
vember 12, 2014. The term ‘‘current level’’ re-
fers to the amounts of spending and revenues
estimated for each fiscal year based on laws
enacted or awaiting the President’s signa-
ture.

Table 1 in the report compares the current
levels of total budget authority, outlays, and
revenues for fiscal years 2014, 2015, and the
10-year period of fiscal year 2015 through 2024
to the overall limits filed in the Congres-
sional Record on January 27, 2014 for fiscal
yvear 2014 and on April 29, 2014 for fiscal years
2015 and 2015-2024 as required by the Bipar-
tisan Budget Act of 2013. This comparison is
needed to implement section 311(a) of the
Budget Act, which creates a point of order
against measures that would breach the
budget resolution’s aggregate levels. The
table does not show budget authority and
outlays for years after fiscal year 2015 be-
cause appropriations for those years have
not yet been considered.

Table 2 compares the current levels of
budget authority and outlays for action com-
pleted by each authorizing committee with
the ‘‘section 302(a)’’ allocations filed on Jan-
uary 27, 2014 for fiscal year 2014 and the allo-
cations filed on April 29, 2014 for fiscal years
2015 and the 10-year period 2015 through 2024
as required by the Bipartisan Budget Act of
2013. For fiscal year 2014, “‘action’ refers to
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legislation enacted after the adoption of the
levels set forth on January 27, 2014. For fiscal
years 2015 and the 10-year period 2015-2024,
“‘action” refers to legislation enacted after
the adoption of the levels set forth on April
29, 2014.

This comparison is needed to enforce sec-
tion 302(f) of the Budget Act, which creates a
point of order against measures that would
breach the section 302(a) allocation of new
budget authority for the committee that re-
ported the measure. It is also needed to im-
plement section 311(b), which exempts com-
mittees that comply with their allocations
from the point of order under section 311(a).

Tables 3 and 4 compare the current status
of discretionary appropriations for fiscal
year 2014 and 2015 with the ‘‘section 302(b)”’
sub-allocations of discretionary budget au-
thority and outlays among Appropriations
subcommittees. The comparison is needed to
enforce section 302(f) of the Budget Act be-
cause the point of order under that section
equally applies to measures that would
breach the applicable section 302(b) sub-allo-
cation. The table also provides supple-
mentary information on spending in excess
of the base discretionary spending caps al-
lowed under section 251(b) of the Budget Con-
trol Act.

Tables 5 and 6 give the current level for fis-
cal year 2015 and 2016, respectively, of ac-
counts identified for advance appropriations
under section 601 of H. Con. Res. 25. This list
is needed to enforce section 601 of the budget
resolution, which creates a point of order
against appropriation bills that contain ad-
vance appropriations that are: (i) not identi-
fied in the statement of managers or (ii)
would cause the aggregate amount of such
appropriations to exceed the level specified
in the resolution.

In addition, letters from the Congressional
Budget Office are attached that summarize
and compare the budget impact of enacted
legislation that occurred after adoption of
the budget resolution against the budget res-
olution aggregates in force.

If you have any questions, please contact
Paul Restuccia at (202) 226-7270.

Sincerely,
PAUL RYAN,
Chairman.

TABLE 1—REPORT TO THE SPEAKER FROM THE COM-
MITTEE ON THE BUDGET—STATUS OF THE FISCAL
YEAR 2014 AND 2015 CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET AS
PROVIDED FOR BY THE BIPARTISAN BUDGET ACT OF
2013

[Reflecting action completed as of November 12, 2014—O0n-budget
amounts, in millions of dollars]

Fiscal Year Fiscal Year Fiscal Years
20141 20152 2015-2024
Appropriate Level:
Budget Authority 2,924,837 3,031,744 n.a.
Outlays ... . 2,937,044 3,026,369 na.
Revenues .. 2,311,026 2,535,978 31,206,399
Current Level:
Budget Authority 2,943,968 3,037,383 n.a.
Outlays ... . 2,955,423 3,041,694 na.
Revenues .. 2,311,761 2,535,984 31,206,465
Current Level ove
under (—) Appro-
priate Level:
Budget Authority +19,131 +5,639 na.
Outlays ... . +18,379 +15,325 n.a.
Revenues .. +735 +6 +66

n.a. = Not applicable because annual appropriations Acts for fiscal years
2016 through 2024 will not be considered until future sessions of Congress.

1Section 111(b) of the Bipartisan Budget Act of 2013 required the Chair-
man of the Committee on the Budget in the House of Representatives to file
aggregate budgetary levels for fiscal year 2014 for purposes of enforcing
section 311 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974. The spending and rev-
enue aggregates for fiscal year 2014 were subsequently filed on January 27,
2014. The current level for this report begins with the budgetary levels filed
on January 27, 2014 and makes changes to those levels for enacted legisla-
tion.
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