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The House met at 2 p.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. ROONEY of Florida).

———

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
June 8, 2015.

I hereby appoint the Honorable THOMAS J.
ROONEY to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———

PRAYER

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

Gracious God, we give You thanks for
giving us another day.

In this Chamber, where the people’s
House gathers, we pause to offer You
gratitude for the gift of this good land
on which we live and for this great Na-
tion which you have inspired in devel-
oping over so many years. Continue to
inspire the American people, that
through the ebb and flow of our shared
history we might keep liberty and jus-
tice alive in our Nation and in the
world.

Give to us and all people a vivid
sense of Your presence, that we may
learn to understand each other, respect
each other, work with each other, live
with each other, and do good to each
other. So shall we make our Nation
great in goodness and good in its great-
ness.

May all that is done this day be for
Your greater honor and glory.

Amen.

——
THE JOURNAL

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

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

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

———————

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will lead the House in the Pledge
of Allegiance.

The SPEAKER 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.

———————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

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

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, June 8, 2015.
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER,
The Speaker, U.S. Capitol, House of Representa-
tives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in clause 2(h) of rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
June 8, 2015 at 10:17 a.m.:

That the Senate passed with an amend-
ment H.R. 2146.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS.

———

ADJOURNMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the House stands adjourned
until noon tomorrow for morning-hour
debate.

There was no objection.

Thereupon (at 2 o’clock and 4 min-
utes p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-

day, June 9, 2015, at noon for morning-
hour debate.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1704. A letter from the Chair, Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, trans-
mitting the 101st Annual Report covering op-
erations for calendar year 2014; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

1705. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Energy, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s report to Congress ‘“‘MOX Fuel Fab-
rication Facility Construction and Oper-
ations” for 2015, pursuant to the Carl Levin
and Howard P. “‘Buck’ McKeon National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015
and the Explanatory Statement for the Con-
solidated and Further Continuing Appropria-
tions Act, 2015; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

1706. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Energy, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s report ‘“The Opportunity for the De-
velopment of Alternative Fuels and Dual
Fuel Technologies for Class 8 Heavy-Duty
Long-Haul Trucks” pursuant to an explana-
tory note to the Consolidated Appropriations
Act of 2014 (Pub. L. 113-76); to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce.

1707. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Office of Fossil Energy, Department of En-
ergy, transmitting the Department’s ‘‘Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve Annual Report for
Calendar Year 2013, in accordance with Sec.
165 of the Energy Policy and Conservation
Act (42 U.S.C. 6245); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

1708. A letter from the Chief of Staff, Media
Bureau, Federal Communications Commis-
sion, transmitting the Commission’s final
rule — Amendment of Section 73.622(i), Post-
Transition Table of DTV Allotments, Tele-
vision Broadcast Stations (Providence,
Rhode Island) [MB Docket No.: 15-98] (RM-
11748) received June 4, 2015, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

1709. A letter from the Assistant Secretary,
Legislative Affairs, Department of State,
transmitting the Department’s report on the
activities for the Multinational Force and
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Observers and U.S. participation in that or-
ganization for the period January 16, 2014, to
January 15, 2015, pursuant to Sec. 6(b) of
Pub. L. 97-132; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

1710. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Education, transmitting the 52nd
Semiannual Report to Congress on Audit
Follow-up, pursuant to Sec. 5(b) of the In-
spector General Act, as amended, covering
the six-month period ending March 31, 2015;
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

1711. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Labor, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s Semiannual Report to the Congress
of the Office of Inspector General for the pe-
riod October 1, 2014, through March 31, 2015,
in accordance with Sec. 5 of the Inspector
General Act; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

1712. A letter from the Executive Vice
President and Chief Financial Officer, Fed-
eral Home Loan Bank of Atlanta, transmit-
ting the Federal Home Loan Bank of Atlanta
2014 management report, pursuant to the
Chief Financial Officers Act of 1990; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

1713. A letter from the Director, Office of
Personnel Management, transmitting the
Semiannual Report of the Inspector General
and the Management Response for the period
of October 1, 2014, to March 31, 2015, pursuant
to Pub. L. 95-452, Sec. 5, as amended; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform.

1714. A letter from the Director, Office of
Personnel Management, transmitting the
Federal Activities Inventory Reform Inven-
tory for FY 2012 and 2013, pursuant to Sec.
2(c)(1)(A) of the Federal Activities Inventory
Reform Act of 1998, Pub. L. 105-270, as amend-
ed by Sec. 840 of Division A of Pub. L. 109-115;
to the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform.

1715. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem-
porary rule — Atlantic Highly Migratory
Species; Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Fisheries
[Docket No.: 120328229-4949-02] (RIN: 0648-
XD902] received June 2, 2015, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources.

1716. A letter from the Deputy Assistant
Administrator for Regulatory Programs,
NMF'S, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final
rule — Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic
Zone Off Alaska; Bering Sea and Aleutian Is-
lands Crab Rationalization Program; Amend-
ment 45; Pacific Cod Sideboard Allocations
in the Gulf of Alaska [Docket No.: 130820737-
5408-02] (RIN: 0648-BD61) received June 2,
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Natural Resources.

1717. A letter from the Deputy Assistant
Administrator for Regulatory Programs,
NMFS, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final
rule — Fisheries Off West Coast States; West
Coast Salmon Fisheries; 2015 Management
Measures [Docket No.: 150316270-5270-01]
(RIN: 0648-XD843) received June 2, 2015, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources.

1718. A letter from the Director, National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration,
Department of Commerce, transmitting the
‘2014 Report to Congress on the Disclosure of
Financial Interest and Recusal Require-
ments for Regional Fishery Management
Councils and Scientific and Statistical Com-
mittees and on Apportionment of Member-
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ship on the Regional Fishery Management
Councils”’, pursuant to Secs. 302(b)(2)(B) and
302(j)(9) of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act; to the
Committee on Natural Resources.

1719. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s determination on
a petition filed on behalf of workers who
were employed at Dow Chemical Company in
Pittsburg, California, to be added to the Spe-
cial Exposure Cohort, pursuant to the En-
ergy Employees Occupational Illness Com-
pensation Program Act of 2000 and 42 C.F.R.
pt. 83; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

1720. A letter from the Deputy Chief Coun-
sel for Regulations and Security Standards,
Office of the Chief Counsel, TSA, Depart-
ment of Homeland Security, transmitting
the Department’s interim final rule — Ad-
justment of Passenger Civil Aviation Secu-
rity Service Fee [Docket No.: TSA-2001-11120;
Amendment No.: 1510-5] (RIN: 16562-AA68) re-
ceived June 2, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

1721. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes [Docket
No.: FAA-2014-0491; Directorate Identifier
2014-NM-023-AD; Amendment 39-18130; AD
2015-07-02] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 5,
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

1722. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Pratt & Whitney Canada Corp. Turbo-
prop Engines [Docket No.: FAA-2013-0766; Di-
rectorate Identifier 2013-NE-26-AD; Amend-
ment 39-18149; AD 2014-17-08R1] (RIN: 2120-
AA64) received June 5, 2015, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1723. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock-
et No.: FAA-2015-1278; Directorate Identifier
2014-NM-223-AD; Amendment 39-18155; AD
2015-09-09] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 5,
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

1724. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-
2014-0589; Directorate Identifier 2014-NM-069-
AD; Amendment 39-18148; AD 2015-09-03] (RIN:
2120-AA64) received June b, 2015, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1725. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Bombardier, Inc. Airplanes [Docket
No.: FAA-2015-0074; Directorate Identifier
2014-NM-138-AD; Amendment 39-18147; AD
2015-09-02] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 5,
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

1726. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; The Boeing Company Airplanes [Dock-
et No.: FAA-2014-0429; Directorate Identifier
2014-NM-039-AD; Amendment 39-18151; AD
2015-09-05] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received June 5,
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2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

1727. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis-
cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31014;
Amdt. No.: 3640] received June 5, 2015, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

1728. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Airbus Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-
2012-0636; Directorate Identifier 2012-NM-037-
AD; Amendment 39-18154; AD 2015-09-08] (RIN:
2120-AA64) received June 5, 2015, pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1729. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; Zodiac Aerotechnics (formerly Inter-
technique Aircraft Systems) Oxygen Mask
Regulators [Docket No.: FAA-2012-1107; Di-
rectorate Identifier 2011-NM-216-AD; Amend-
ment 39-18143; AD 2015-08-07] (RIN: 2120-A A64)
received June 5, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

1730. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Modification of Class D
and Class E Airspace; Pasco, WA [Docket
No.: FAA-2014-0279; Airspace Docket No.: 14-
ANM-3] received June 5, 2015, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

1731. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Establishment of Class E
Airspace; Cypress, TX [Docket No.: FAA-
2014-0743; Airspace Docket No.: 14-ASW-2] re-
ceived June 5, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

1732. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Proposed Amendment of
Class E Airspace; Jupiter, FL [Docket No.:
FAA-2015-0794; Airspace Docket No.: 15-ASO-
5] received June 5, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

1733. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures, and Takeoff Minimums
and Obstacle Departure Procedures; Mis-
cellaneous Amendments [Docket No.: 31013;
Amdt. No.: 3639] received June 5, 2015, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure.

1734. A letter from the Management and
Program Analyst, FAA, Department of
Transportation, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s final rule — Airworthiness Direc-
tives; The Enstrom Helicopter Corporation
[Docket No.: FAA-2015-15637; Directorate
Identifier 2015-SW-014-AD; Amendment 39-
18160; AD 2015-08-51] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received
June 5, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A);
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure.

1735. A letter from the Director, Office of
Regulations and Reports Clearance, Social
Security Administration, transmitting the
Administration’s final rule — Extension of
Sunset Date for Attorney Advisor Program
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[Docket No.: SSA-2015-0017] (RIN: 0960-AHS83)
received June 2, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

1736. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislation, Department of Health and
Human Services, transmitting the ‘‘Biennial
Report to Congress on the Food Safety and
Food Defense Research Plan’, pursuant to
Sec. 110(g) of the FDA Food Safety and Mod-
ernization Act, Pub. L. 111-353; jointly to the
Committees on Energy and Commerce and
Agriculture.

1737. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislation, Department of Health and
Human Services, transmitting the Depart-
ment’s ““The Centers for Medicare and Med-
icaid Services’ Evaluation of For-Profit
PACE Programs’” report, pursuant to Sec.
4804(b) of the Balanced Budget Act of 1997;
jointly to the Committees on Ways and
Means and Energy and Commerce.

1738. A letter from the Designated Federal
Official, United States World War One Cen-
tennial Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s periodic report for the period end-
ing March 31, 2015, pursuant to Pub. L. 112-
272; jointly to the Committees on Financial
Services, Natural Resources, and Oversight
and Government Reform.

———

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

[Pursuant to Sec. 2 of H. Res. 288, the following
report was filed on June 5, 2015]

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN: Committee on Ap-
propriations. H.R. 2685. A bill making appro-
priations for the Department of Defense for
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2016, and
for other purposes (Rept. 114-139). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union.

[Submitted June 8, 2015]

Mr. BISHOP of Utah: Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. H.R. 1214. A bill to amend
the Small Tracts Act to expand the author-
ity of the Secretary of Agriculture to sell or
exchange small parcels of National Forest
System land to enhance the management of
the National Forest System, to resolve
minor encroachments, and for other pur-
poses; with an amendment (Rept. 114-140, Pt.
1). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. GOODLATTE: Committee on the Judi-
ciary. H.R. 889. A bill to amend chapter 97 of
title 28, United States Code, to clarify the
exception to foreign sovereign immunity set
forth in section 1605(a)(3) of such title (Rept.
114-141). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII, the
Committee on Agriculture discharged
from further consideration. H.R. 1214
referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

———

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. QUIGLEY (for himself, Mr.
HECK of Nevada, Mr. KINZINGER of I1-
linois, Mr. LIPINSKI, Ms. NORTON, and
Mr. TONKO):
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H.R. 2686. A bill to amend section 217 of the
Immigration and Nationality Act to modify
the visa waiver program, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SWALWELL of California:

H.R. 2687. A bill to authorize an energy
critical elements program, to amend the Na-
tional Materials and Minerals Policy, Re-
search and Development Act of 1980, and for

other purposes; to the Committee on

Science, Space, and Technology.
———
MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials
were presented and referred as follows:

41. The SPEAKER presented a memorial of
the Legislature of the State of Arizona, rel-
ative to Senate Concurrent Memorial 1014,
urging the United States Environmental
Protection Agency to refrain from reducing
the ozone concentration standard; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

42. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of
the State of Nevada, relative to Senate Joint
Resolution No. 1, urging the Congress of the
United States to enact legislation transfer-
ring title to certain public lands to the State
of Nevada in accordance with the report pre-
pared by the Nevada Land Management Task
Force; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

43. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of
the State of Arizona, relative to Senate Con-
current Memorial 1003, urging the United
States Fish and Wildlife Service to focus fu-
ture Mexican Wolf introduction efforts on re-
mote areas within the Northern Sierra
Madre Occidental Mountain Range, to halt
additional introductions of Mexican Wolves
in Arizona and to shift the responsibility for
the Mexican Wolf introduction to the Ari-
zona Game and Fish Department; to the
Committee on Natural Resources.

44. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of
the State of Arizona, relative to House Con-
current Memorial 2004, urging the United
States Congress to enact legislation similar
to the Mohave County Radiation Compensa-
tion Act of 2013; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

45. Also, a memorial of the Legislature of
the State of Arizona, relative to Senate Con-
current Memorial 1004, urging the Congress
of the United States to pass H.R. 594; to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

———

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.

By Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN:

H.R. 2685.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The principal constitutional authority for
this legislation is clause 7 of section 9 of ar-
ticle I of the Constitution of the United
States (the appropriation power), which
states: “No Money shall be drawn from the
Treasury, but in Consequence of Appropria-
tions made by Law . . . .”” In addition, clause
I of section 8 of article I of the Constitution
(the spending power) provides: ‘“The Con-
gress shall have the Power . . . . to pay the
Debts and provide for the common Defence
and general Welfare of the United States
.. ..”7 Together, these specific constitu-
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tional provisions establish the congressional
power of the purse, granting Congress the
authority to appropriate funds, to determine
their purpose, amount, and period of avail-
ability, and to set forth terms and conditions
governing their use.
By Mr. QUIGLEY:
H.R. 2686.
Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8
By Mr. SWALWELL of California:
H.R. 2687.
Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
Article I, Section 8, Clauses 1 and 18 of the
United States Constitution.

———

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows:

H.R. 167: Mr. HIMES.

H.R. 205: Mr. JoDY B. HICE of Georgia.

H.R. 379: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
and Ms. DEGETTE.

H.R. 540: Mr. PoLIS.

H.R. 563: Mr. HUFFMAN.

H.R. 699: Mr. SMITH of Washington.

H.R. 702: Mr. BRAT.

H.R. 766: Mr. NEUGEBAUER.

H.R. 932: Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. SMITH of
Washington, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, and
Ms. JACKSON LEE.

H.R. 1019: Mr. COHEN, Mr. TED LIEU of Cali-
fornia, Mr. ROONEY of Florida, and Mr. CAS-
TRO of Texas.

H.R. 1174: Mr. TONKO, Mr. SMITH of Wash-
ington, Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts, Ms.
VELAZQUEZ, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. JOYCE, and Mr.
COLE.

H.R. 1197: Mr. DAVID ScOTT of Georgia, Mrs.
BEATTY, Mr. HINOJOSA, Mr. POSEY, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. CHABOT, Ms.
EDWARDS, Mr. FARR, Mr. EMMER of Min-
nesota, and Mr. DUFFY.

H.R. 1211: Ms. MOORE.

H.R. 1233: Mr. CARTER of Texas and Mr.
HUELSKAMP.

H.R. 1234: Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia.

H.R. 1258: Mrs. NAPOLITANO and Mr. ABRA-
HAM.

H.R. 1282: Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. TED LIEU of
California, Mr. SMITH of Washington, and
Mrs. NAPOLITANO.

H.R. 1309: Mr. FLORES, Mr. STEWART, and
Mr. VEASEY.

H.R. 1338: Mr. BisHOP of Utah, Mrs. KIRK-
PATRICK, and Mr. ISSA.

H.R. 1342: Mr. CHABOT, Ms. McCoLLUM, and
Mr. HUFFMAN.

H.R. 1384: Ms. PINGREE and Ms. CLARK of
Massachusetts.

H.R. 1462: Ms.WASSERMAN SCHULTZ and Mr.
WHITFIELD.

H.R. 1475: Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. TIBERI, Ms.
CLARK of Massachusetts, and Mr. CUMMINGS.

H.R. 1482: Mrs. LOWEY.

H.R. 1516: Mr. RIGELL and Mr. HULTGREN.

H.R. 1550: Mr. DAVID ScOTT of Georgia and
Mr. Lucas.

H.R. 15655: Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi and
Mr. TIPTON.

H.R. 1567: Mr. RUSH

H.R. 1603: Mr. RUSH.

H.R. 1655: Mr. MARINO and Ms. CLARK of
Massachusetts.

H.R. 1660: Mr. YOUNG of Indiana.

H.R. 1661: Mr. YOUNG of Indiana.

H.R. 1739: Mr. JoDY B. HICE of Georgia and
Mr. MILLER of Florida.

H.R. 1752: Mr. SALMON.

H.R. 1814: Mr. SARBANES, Mr. QUIGLEY, Ms.
PINGREE, and Ms. CASTOR of Florida.

H.R. 1817: Mr. REICHERT.

H.R. 1854: Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. CLAY, Mrs.
WAGNER, Ms. EsSHOO, and Ms. HERRERA
BEUTLER.
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H.R. 1911: Mrs. Lowey, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr.
JONES, and Mr. MCGOVERN.

H.R. 1946: Mr. LARSEN of Washington.

H.R. 1947: Mr. LARSEN of Washington.

H.R. 2005: Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY,
Mr. LOWENTHAL, and Mr. TAKANO.

H.R. 2035: Mr. SWALWELL of California and
Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania.

H.R. 2063: Mr. YARMUTH.

H.R. 2102: Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. REED, and
Ms. DEGETTE.

H.R. 2123: Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mrs. LOWEY,
and Mr. CARTWRIGHT.

H.R. 2290: Mr. GIBSON and Mrs. RADEWAGEN.

H.R. 2303: Mr. DEFAZIO.

H.R. 2315: Ms. KUSTER and Mr. FORBES.

H.R. 2405: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio.

H.R. 2410: Mr. BLUMENAUER.

H.R. 2434: Mr. CONNOLLY.

H.R. 2461: Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. FRANKEL of
Florida, and Mr. DEFAZIO.
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H.R. 2514: Mr. POMPEO.

H.R. 2515: Mr. TONKO.

H.R. 2523: Mr. STIVERS and Mr. BISHOP of
Utah.

H.R. 2623: Mr. HASTINGS.

H.R. 2628: Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. POE of Texas,
Mr. PITTENGER, Mr. CARTER of Texas, and
Mr. MESSER.

H.R. 2646: Mr. HUDSON and Mr. CONNOLLY.

H.R. 2652: Mr. MESSER, Mr. HILL, and Mrs.
BLACKBURN.

H.R. 2653: Mr. BARTON, Mr. CHABOT, Mr.
SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. CARTER of Texas,
Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. TIPTON, Mr. HENSARLING,
Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. WESTERMAN, Mr.
DUNCAN of South Carolina, Mr. THOMPSON of
Pennsylvania, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. THORN-
BERRY, Mr. WALKER, and Mr. BIsHOP of Utah.

H.R. 2654: Mr. SWALWELL of California.

H.R. 2663: Mr. GRIJALVA.
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H.R. 2676: Mr. LEWIS.

H.R. 2677: Mr. MURPHY of Florida.

H.R. 2680: Ms. ADAMS.

H.J. Res. 22: Mr. YARMUTH.

H. Con. Res. 20: Mr. MOOLENAAR.

H. Con. Res. 41: Ms. BASS.

H. Con. Res. 49: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr.
SERRANO, and Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia.

H. Res. 12: Mrs. LAWRENCE.

H. Res. 28: Ms. VELAZQUEZ, Mr. KIND, and
Mr. MCNERNEY.

H. Res. 139: Mr. BRIDENSTINE.

H. Res. 210: Mr. KILMER.

H. Res. 233: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. YAR-
MUTH, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. BILIRAKIS,
Ms. BORDALLO, Ms. EDWARDS, and Mr. JOR-
DAN.

H. Res. 246: Ms. PINGREE.
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The Senate met at 3 p.m. and was
called to order by the President pro
tempore (Mr. HATCH).

————
PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

Eternal Father, to whom all hearts
are open, and from whom no secrets are
hidden, with reverence we pause to
pray that You would make us good
enough for the challenging times in
which we serve.

Lord, You made humanity to dream,
so enable us to see that horizon that
promises a better nation and world.
Keep our eyes open to the everlasting
hills, the illuminated skies, the bright
sunrises of hope and beauty and truth.

Keep ever before our lawmakers a vi-
sion of Your perfect Kingdom when all
people will fulfill the law of love. Help
our Senators to shut out all distracting
sounds and obstructing movements
that prevent them from receiving Your
guidance.

We pray in Your sacred 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.

———

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
ERNST). The minority leader is recog-
nized.

———

JUDICIAL NOMINATIONS

Mr. REID. Madam President, a few
days ago, the majority leader was re-
ported to have declared to a conserv-
ative talk-radio show that under his

Senate

leadership, the Republican Senate will
shirk its constitutional duties by not
continuing to confirm judges—period.
He went on to say: We may confirm a
few that come from States where only
Republicans give the President the
names, but other than that, we are
going to do none.

I assume this is accurate. I hope it is
not, but I assume that it is. It would be
a very stunning and disappointing dec-
laration that the senior Senator from
Kentucky, especially since he argued
for the fair consideration of President
Bush’s court nominees, would now
switch his position.

In July of 2008, here is what he said:
“BEven with lameduck Presidents, there
is a historical standard of fairness as to
confirming judicial nominees, espe-
cially circuit court nominees.”’

That is a direct quote from the ma-
jority leader. These are his words. Not
a single word has been made up. That
is what he said: “Even with lameduck
presidents, there is a historical stand-
ard of fairness as to confirming judicial
nominees, especially circuit court
nominees.”’

And the record is spread with many
quotes he has given just the same. He
also said in that same year: ‘“‘No party
is without blame in the confirmation
process, but what is going on now—or,
more accurately, what is not going
on—is yet another step backward in po-
liticizing the confirmation process—
something we had all hoped that we
would get beyond.”

Earlier my friend from XKentucky
said: ‘‘Judicial nominations need to be
treated fairly and commitments need
to be Kkept.”” And even earlier than
that, here is what he said: “On the
issue of judicial confirmations, the ma-
jority leader and I discussed this mat-
ter publicly at the beginning of the
Congress”’—he is saying that he and I
are talking—‘‘and we agreed that
President Bush, in the last 2 years of
his term, should be treated as well as
President Reagan, Bush 41, and Presi-

dent Clinton were treated in the last 2
years of their tenures in office because
there was one common thread, and
that was that the Senate was con-
trolled by the opposition party.”

So what he is saying there is that
what he wanted was for Bush to be
treated the same way that Bush 1,
President Reagan, and President Clin-
ton had been treated. He got that with
large numbers of judges being ap-
pointed.

So we are here now with the state-
ments ringing loudly that the majority
leader is intent on writing off the Sen-
ate’s constitutional duty of offering
our advice and consent now that Presi-
dent Obama is nominating individuals
to the Federal bench.

The Republican leader is a student of
the Senate. He says he is, and I believe
that. I am confident that he under-
stands that the Senate cannot and
should not neglect the constitutional
obligations we have. The Senate can-
not simply ignore critical vacancies in
the last 2 years of any President’s
term—what a bad standard to set, espe-
cially with the growth in certain com-
munities. We have a number of judicial
emergencies that have been deter-
mined.

It is all the more troubling that the
majority leader wants to pick an un-
necessary fight over judges just as Re-
publican Senators are working with
the President to fill vacancies in their
States. The majority leader is essen-
tially telling other Senators that their
judicial recommendations simply don’t
matter—Democrats, Independents, Re-
publicans. The majority leader is tell-
ing the chairman of the Judiciary Com-
mittee that regardless of the judicial
nominations his committee continues
to report out, they could be blocked on
the Senate floor.

But I do say this just as a caveat:
The present Judiciary Committee is
doing the same thing that was done by
the present chairman of the Finance
Committee when he was chair of the
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Judiciary Committee. He didn’t have
to worry about a lot of names on the
calendar because he simply held no
hearings in the Judiciary Committee.
The same situation is prevailing now.
So we don’t have a lot of people on the
calendar because they are not having
any hearings to speak of in the Judici-
ary Committee.

I have spoken here on the floor before
about the nomination of Felipe
Restrepo for the Third Circuit Court of
Appeals in Philadelphia. After re-
peated, repeated, and repeated delays,
the committee is finally considering
his nomination on Wednesday. He has
been waiting for months. This is an in-
credibly qualified nominee who enjoys
vast bipartisan support, including both
Pennsylvania Senators, one a Demo-
crat and one a Republican. The Repub-
lican Senator from Pennsylvania has
said that Judge Restrepo would be a
“superb addition to the Third Circuit.”

In that case we have waited months
to even have a hearing.

So it must have been shocking for
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania
to learn that his judicial pick would
face another delay—a delay indefi-
nitely, perhaps. This is a blatant rejec-
tion of the Senate’s constitutional du-
ties.

Just as Senator MCCONNELL argued
for fairness for President Bush’s nomi-
nations, it is not wunreasonable for
Democrats to expect that same meas-
ure of fairness that President Bush got
in the 110th Congress.

Regardless of whether a State had
two Democrats, two Republicans or a
split delegation, Senate Democrats
brought President Bush’s nominees up
for a vote. By this point in the seventh
year of George W. Bush’s Presidency,
Senate Democrats confirmed 18 judges,
including 3 circuit court judges.

In almost 6 months, the Republican
Senate has only confirmed four district
court judges. To put this in perspec-
tive, during the Presidency of Bush, we
confirmed four in 1 month.

So perhaps the majority leader’s
comments about a judicial slowdown
were just confirming what he has al-
ready done to block the President’s
nominees. I repeat. The committee is
being run the same way that the
present chair of the Finance Com-
mittee did when he was chair of the Ju-
diciary Committee—just holding no
hearings. That way, there is nobody on
the calendar—or very few.

The Republican Senate hasn’t con-
firmed even a single circuit court
judge—not even a consensus nominee
such as Kara Stoll to the Federal Cir-
cuit. She was reported out of com-
mittee by a voice vote in April. Noth-
ing so far—they are not even having
hearings, I repeat, on most nominees.
Therefore, there is no one to report to
the floor.

Actions speak louder than words, and
the majority leader can demonstrate
that his remarks were misinterpreted—
and I would certainly hope so—by
scheduling a prompt vote on the Stoll
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nomination. We should schedule a vote
on her nomination no later than this
week. Kara Stoll is the only appeals
court judge awaiting a vote before the
Senate.

For the reasons I have just said, peo-
ple have been in the pipeline, but they
won’t hold hearings. Both of these
nominations—Restrepo and Stoll—need
a vote now. Let’s hope the majority
leader will reflect upon his past state-
ments about fair consideration of judi-
cial nominees, in comparison to what
he said on a talk show—I guess appeal-
ing to the rightwing even more than
what has happened recently, and that
is quite a bit. Let’s hope he does not
treat judicial nominees as they have
never been treated before. Let’s hope
that the Senate will quickly confirm at
least these two qualified judges. We
need a lot more, but these two would
be a step in the right direction.

I note there is no one on the floor,
and I ask that the Chair announce the
business of the day.

—————

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the leadership time
is reserved.

————

MORNING BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will be
in a period of morning business for 1
hour, with Senators permitted to speak
therein for up to 10 minutes each.

Mr. REID. I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. MCCAIN. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

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

The

————————

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

———

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of H.R. 1735, which
the clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A bill (H.R. 1735) to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense activities
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.

Pending:

McCain amendment No. 1463, in the nature
of a substitute.
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McCain amendment No. 1456 (to amend-
ment No. 1463), to require additional infor-
mation supporting long-range plans for con-
struction of naval vessels.

Reed amendment No. 1521 (to amendment
No. 1463), to limit the availability of
amounts authorized to be appropriated for
overseas contingency operations pending re-
lief from the spending limits under the Budg-
et Control Act of 2011.

Cornyn amendment No. 1486 (to amend-
ment No. 1463), to require reporting on en-
ergy security issues involving Europe and
the Russian Federation, and to express the
sense of Congress regarding ways the United
States could help vulnerable allies and part-
ners with energy security.

Vitter amendment No. 1473 (to amendment
No. 1463), to limit the retirement of Army
combat units.

Markey amendment No. 1645 (to amend-
ment No. 1463), to express the sense of Con-
gress that exports of crude oil to United
States allies and partners should not be de-
termined to be consistent with the national
interest if those exports would increase en-
ergy prices in the United States for Amer-
ican consumers or businesses or increase the
reliance of the United States on imported
oil.

Reed (for Blumenthal) amendment No. 1564
(to amendment No. 1463), to increase civil
penalties for violations of the Servicemem-
bers Civil Relief Act.

McCain (for Paul) modified amendment No.
1543 (to amendment No. 1463), to strengthen
employee cost savings suggestions programs
within the Federal Government.

Reed (for Durbin) amendment No. 1559 (to
amendment No. 1463), to prohibit the award
of Department of Defense contracts to in-
verted domestic corporations.

Mr. MCCAIN. Madam President, I
note with some interest over the week-
end in the New York Times that ‘“‘Rus-
sia Wields Aid and Ideology Against
West to Fight Sanctions.”

On the front page of the New York
Times:

The war in Ukraine that has pitted Russia
against the West is being waged not just
with tanks, artillery and troops. Increas-
ingly, Moscow has brought to bear different
kinds of weapons, according to American and
European officials: Money, ideology, and
disinformation.

Yesterday and today in the Wall
Street Journal: ‘‘Iraqis Call for a Deep-
er Overhaul of Army.” Also: ‘“‘Mistrust
of military leadership among troops is
widespread in crisis of confidence.”

Right below that: ‘‘Airstrikes Kill
Dozens as Fighting in Yemen Intensi-
fies.”

The reporting of a world in turmoil,
as described by my friend LINDSEY
GRAHAM as on fire, continues.

To top it all off, today, speaking to
reporters at the G7 summit in Ger-
many, President Obama said: “We
don’t yet have a complete strategy
about how to combat ISIS.”

I would remind my colleagues that
on August 28, 2014, nearly a year ago,
President Obama stated: ‘“We don’t
have a strategy yet to fight ISIS in
Iraq and in Syria.”

My friends, nearly a year after the
President said we don’t have a strategy
yet to fight ISIS in Iraq and in Syria,
he said again: We don’t yet have a com-
plete strategy about how to combat
ISIS.
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I would like to see the incomplete
strategy. I would like to see some-
thing. I would not like to see continue
that 75 percent of the combat missions
that are flown in Iraq and Syria return
to base without firing a weapon be-
cause we don’t have forward air con-
trollers on the ground.

When is this administration going to
figure out that if we want to destroy
the enemy, we have to be able to iden-
tify the enemy, and that requires for-
ward air controllers on the ground and
that means U.S. troops.

I know that whenever I and some
others say we need additional U.S.
troops, people recoil and say, Oh, no,
here we go again. Well, what is going
on now is ISIS is succeeding. Bashar
Assad is hanging on. Iran is on the
move. They now dominate four coun-
tries: Syria, Iraq, Yemen, and Lebanon.
And the President of the United States
says we don’t yet have a complete
strategy.

Well, the Pentagon is a pretty big
place. There are hundreds of people
who work for the National Security
Advisor, and somehow, nearly a year
later, we don’t yet have a strategy?
Wow. ISIS goes from house to house in
Ramadi with lists of names and they
execute people and they kill 3-year-old
children and they burn their bodies in
the streets. And the atrocities in Syria
continue as Bashar Assad barrel-bombs
innocent men, women, and children—
barrel bombs, by the way, supplied by
Iran and Russia—and we don’t yet have
a ‘‘complete strategy.”

Well, I have never seen the world in
more crises, nor has Henry Kissinger,
nor have most other longtime observ-
ers of our Nation and the world.

I urge my colleagues to take a look
at a map of the Middle East from Janu-
ary of 2009, when President Obama was
sworn in as President of the United
States, and look at that same map
today and color in where there is ISIS,
where there is Iranian domination,
where there is conflict, and where
there is a complete lack, except in the
State of Israel, of democratization or
the kinds of freedoms the TUnited
States of America stands for.

All T can say is one has to wonder
whether this President just wants to
wait out the next year and a half and
basically do nothing to stop this geno-
cide, blood-letting, and the horrible
things that are happening throughout
the Middle East, where, in the view of
the Director of the Federal Bureau of
Investigation and the Director of the
CIA, they say, as far as ISIS is con-
cerned, they pose a threat to the secu-
rity of the United States. Why do they
say that? Obviously, because these
thousands of young men who have gone
to Syria and Iraq and are being
radicalized and trained are going to go
back to where they came from. Every-
body knows that.

On the day Baghdadi, the leader of
ISIS, left our Camp Bucca—where he
spent 4 years along with about 25,000
others—he said to the Americans: We
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will see you in New York. Mr. Baghdadi
is not known for his sense of humor.

What we are trying to do in this leg-
islation that is before the Senate is to
provide the means, the training, the
equipment, the care for the men and
women, and the much needed reforms
that I have been over and will continue
to go over, whether it be in retirement,
whether it be in acquisition, whether it
be in a number of other areas of the
Department of Defense and the way we
defend this Nation. That is, in my
view, long, long overdue. Now we see
the President of the United States
threatening to veto this legislation, if
it gets through the House and the Sen-
ate, over the issue of OCO. That, as my
colleagues know, is overseas contin-
gency operations, which began with the
conflicts in Afghanistan and in Iraq as
a means of providing additional funds
to pay for and fund the operations in
those countries as the name implies—
overseas contingency operations.

I have opposed sequestration. I think
it is a terrible thing to inflict on the
men and women who are serving in the
military, much less on our national se-
curity. I agree with our uniformed
leaders, every one of whom has testi-
fied before the Senate Armed Services
Committee that if we continue seques-
tration, it puts the lives of the men
and women who are serving in the mili-
tary at greater risk. I don’t know of a
greater obligation that we have than to
prevent putting the lives of the young
men and women who have volunteered
to serve this country at greater risk.
But that has been lost on my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle.

So now we have the OCO, and it funds
the defense of this country at the lev-
els the President requested. I don’t like
it. I don’t like it because it can only
give them 1 year of planning. What the
military really needs is to be able to
plan for at least 5 years ahead of time.
We can’t build new weapons and new
ships and new airplanes on a year-to-
year basis. But it is better than the se-
questration, which, as I said, increases
the threat to this Nation’s security.

Last week, the White House issued a
Statement of Administration Policy
threatening to veto this national secu-
rity legislation. The threat hardly
comes as a surprise. After all, the
President has threatened to veto, for
some reason or another, every Defense
authorization bill since 2011. The White
House’s compilation of complaints is
long, but it is woefully short on sub-
stance.

The Statement of Administration
Policy makes clear that the true basis
for the administration’s veto threat
has nothing to do with defense. Object-
ing to the use of $38 billion in overseas
contingency operation funds—or OCO—
to meet the President’s request of $612
billion, the statement said the Presi-
dent ‘“‘will not fix defense without fix-
ing nondefense spending.”’

It is incomprehensible that as Amer-
ica confronts the most diverse and
complex array of crises around the
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world since the end of World War II,
that a President of the United States,
who has not yet been able to come up
with a ‘‘complete strategy’ for the
challenges we face, would veto funding
for our military to prove a political
point.

The threats we confront today are far
more serious than they were a year ago
and significantly more so since the
Congress passed the Budget Control
Act in 2011. That legislation arbitrarily
capped defense spending and estab-
lished the mindless mechanism of se-
questration which was triggered in
2013. As a result, with worldwide
threats rising, we as a nation are on a
course to cut nearly $1 trillion of de-
fense spending over 10 years. Every sin-
gle military and national security
leader who has testified before the
Armed Services Committee this year
has denounced sequestration and urged
its repeal as soon as possible. This leg-
islation doesn’t end sequestration, un-
fortunately. Believe me, our com-
mittee would have done so if the NDAA
were capable of it, but it is not. The
NDAA is a policy bill. This legislation
is a policy bill. It is the appropriators
who deal with the money. It only deals
with defense issues, and it doesn’t
spend a dollar. It provides the Depart-
ment of Defense and the men and
women in uniform with the authorities
and support they need to defend the
Nation. It fully supports President
Obama’s budget request of $612 billion
for national defense, which is $38 bil-
lion above the spending caps estab-
lished by the Budget Control Act.

Let me repeat that. The legislation
gives the President every dollar of
budget authority he requested. The dif-
ference is that this legislation follows
the Senate budget resolution, which
was voted on time after time all night
long and was agreed to by both Houses
of Congress. It is the Senate budget
resolution.

Now, this is not my preferred option,
as I said. That is why the committee
included a special transfer authority in
this legislation that allows the Depart-
ment of Defense to transfer the addi-
tional $38 billion from OCO to the base
budget in the event legislation is en-
acted that increases the statutory lim-
its on discretionary defense and non-
defense spending in proportionately
equal amounts. This was the product of
a bipartisan compromise, and it was
the most we could do in the Defense
authorization bill to recognize the need
for a broader physical agreement with-
out denying funding for our military
right now.

Here on the floor we have heard a
number of misconceptions about OCO
funding, many of which have been fed
by this administration’s rhetoric.
While OCO is not the ideal way to
budget our defense, technical and budg-
etary consequences to using OCO fund-
ing have been greatly exaggerated.
OCO is authorized and appropriated on
an annual basis, just like base funding.
OCO funding is allocated to the same
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DOD accounts as base funding. In fact,
the Defense bill purposely placed the
additional $38 billion of OCO funding in
the same accounts and activities for
which the President himself requested
the money. These activities have his-
torically had a large share of OCO
funding, and the account has been des-
ignated by the President as OCO eligi-
ble in the past, and there are no laws
that make OCO funding expire any dif-
ferently than base funding.

The White House threat to veto this
legislation and the desire for increases
in nondefense spending are misguided
and irresponsible. With global threats
rising, it simply makes no sense to op-
pose a defense policy bill—legislation
that spends no money but is full of
vital authorities that our troops need—
for a reason that has nothing to do
with national defense spending. The
NDAA should not be treated as a hos-
tage in budget negotiation. The polit-
ical reality is that the Budget Control
Act, which the President signed, re-
mains the law of the land. So faced
with a choice between OCO money and
no money, I choose OCO, and multiple
senior military leaders testified before
the Armed Services Committee this
year that they would make the same
choice for one simple reason: This is
$38 billion of real money that our mili-
tary desperately needs and without
which our top military leaders have
said they cannot succeed.

The bottom line is this. The NDAA
authorized $612 billion for national de-
fense. This is the amount requested by
the President and justified by his own
national security strategy. If the Presi-
dent and some of my colleagues oppose
the Defense bill due to concerns over
nondefense spending, I suspect they
will have a very difficult time explain-
ing and justifying that choice to Amer-
icans who increasingly cite national se-
curity as a top concern.

The Statement of Administration
Policy raises specious concerns with
the sweeping defense acquisition re-
forms in the NDAA. For example, the
White House asserted that transferring
some acquisition authority back to the
services is somehow inconsistent with
the Secretary of Defense’s exercise of
authority, direction, and control over
all of the Department of Defense’s pro-
grams and activities. I could not dis-
agree more with that assertion. What
this legislation does is merely switch
who does what in certain cir-
cumstances from different people who
all directly report and serve under the
authority, direction, and control of the
Secretary of Defense. In this legisla-
tion, for a limited number of programs
to start with, the Secretary of Defense
will look to the service Secretaries di-
rectly for management of these acqui-
sition programs rather than looking to
the Under Secretary of Defense for Ac-
quisition, Technology, and Logistics,
or AT&L. This is not usurpation of the
Secretary of Defense’s power. It is
called streamlining of authorities and
reducing layers of unnecessary bu-
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reaucracy. There is a section in the
legislation that would allow the Sec-
retary of Defense to continue to rely
on more layers of management, if he
chooses, but only if he certifies to Con-
gress that this makes sense. There sim-
ply is not any undermining of the Sec-
retary of Defense’s authority in here.

Another concern raised has been that
the transfer of milestone decision au-
thority to the services would reduce
the Secretary of Defense’s ability—
through AT&L—to guard against un-
warranted optimism in program plan-
ning and budget formulation. Unwar-
ranted optimism is indeed a plague on
acquisition, and there is not a monop-
oly of that in the services. Nothing in
this bill overrides a requirement to use
better cost estimates from the Office of
Cost Assessment and Program Evalua-
tion. In fact, new incentives and real
penalties imposed on the services in
this legislation are designed to put
some of this optimism in check.

Some in the White House and the De-
partment of Defense want to perpet-
uate the absurd fiction that the cur-
rent system is working. Even after a
wave of 25 program cancellations by
former Secretary Gates, all of the pro-
grams that are left under AT&L man-
agement have over $200 billion in cost
overruns.

I want to repeat that. Under the su-
pervision of the Under Secretary of De-
fense for Acquisition, Technology, and
Logistics, there are programs that
have over $200 billion in cost overruns.
AT&L is trying to have it both ways,
claiming credit for the improvements
in the acquisition system while blam-
ing the services for its long list of fail-
ures.

This is exactly the program this leg-
islation is trying to address, blurred
lines of accountability inside the De-
fense Acquisition System that allow its
leaders to evade responsibility for re-
sults. The reality is that in the modern
world the AT&L management process
takes too long and costs too much. For
example, an Army study looked at the
time it would take to go through all of
the AT&L reviews and buy nothing. I
repeat: To go through all those reviews
and buy nothing. What was the answer?
Ten years—10 years to buy nothing.
The Government Accountability Office
looked at the much vaunted milestone
reviews that the Office of the Secretary
of Defense is touting as a success. Just
one review takes on average 2 years. A
similar review at the Missile Defense
Agency takes about 3 months. Our ad-
versaries are not shuffling paper. They
are building weapons systems. It is
time for us to do the same.

I find it disappointing or maybe just
outright laughable that the Statement
of Administration Policy expressed
concern about the Armed Services
Committee’s decision to downsize and
streamline the bureaucratic overhead
of the Pentagon, while at the same
time complaining that we are not let-
ting them downsize the fighting forces.
Let me repeat. The administration
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wants to keep more Pentagon bureau-
crats while drawing down our forces
and cutting military equipment such
as fighter aircraft.

Is there any Member of this Chamber
who believes we should increase the
Army staff by 60 percent over a decade,
and then turn around and slash our
Army brigade combat teams from 45 to
32?7 Of course not.

The administration cites reductions
already taking place in headquarters
activities, but ignores the fact that the
Air Force is trying to achieve those re-
ductions by playing a shell game—cre-
ating two new organizations and shift-
ing people around. Moving the deck
chairs on the Titanic didn’t keep the
ship from sinking, and shifting people
around in a game of ‘‘hide the head-
quarters staff”” will not keep our na-
tional security from sinking under the
weight of bureaucratic empires.

As the White House asks the Senate
to preserve bloated staffs, the State-
ment of Administration Policy laments
the Committee’s effort to address dan-
gerous strike fighter capacity short-
falls across the services. As deliveries
of the F-35 have continued to fall short
of projections, the Air Force has con-
tinued to drain combat power. Senior
Air Force officials have repeatedly tes-
tified to the alarming reality that
their service is the smallest in its his-
tory, with readiness at very low levels,
all while our airmen perform ongoing
combat operations in the Middle East,
theater support packages in Eastern
Europe, presence and reassurance to
our allies in the Asia-Pacific, and
maintain a strong strategic nuclear de-
terrence posture. The misallocation of
airpower resources over the past 6
years, coupled with the mismanage-
ment of very expensive aircraft weap-
ons systems procurement programs,
places America’s national security in-
terests in jeopardy and endangers the
lives of our men and women in uni-
form.

Our military commanders know this
is true. That is why, for example, the
Chief of Naval Operations and the Com-
mandant of the Marine Corps included
in their unfunded priorities lists re-
quests for 12 F-18 Super Hornets for the
Navy and 6 F-35B Joint Strike Fighters
for the Marine Corps. The NDAA funds
these requests because senior Navy and
Marine Corps leaders have repeatedly
testified to significant strike fighter
shortfalls in the maritime services due
to unanticipated increased combat op-
erations in the Middle East, aging and
obsolete fighter aircraft, and signifi-
cant delays in the F-35 Joint Strike
Fighter delivery schedule. Bizarrely,
the White House has apparently dis-
regarded that testimony and instead
labels these requests for more combat
power from our military commanders
as ‘‘unnecessary.’”’

The Statement of Administration
Policy opposes the strong oversight
measures put in place by the NDAA on
the Ford-class aircraft carrier pro-
gram. The administration objects to a
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provision in this legislation that re-
duces the cost cap for the USS John F.
Kennedy by $100 million from $11.498
billion to $11.398 billion. But in the
budget request, the Navy estimated the
cost of this ship at $11.348 billion. In
other words, the NDAA still provides a
buffer of $50 million. The provision
simply locks in the savings the Depart-
ment has advertised, which comes after
more than $2 billion in cost growth—$2
billion in cost growth of one aircraft
carrier. Unless the budget request is
misleading or inaccurate, this provi-
sion should not result in reduced capa-
bility or a breach of the cost cap as the
administration claims.

It is also unfortunate that the ad-
ministration doesn’t recognize the im-
portance of conducting full-ship shock
trials on the USS Gerald R. Ford,
known as CVN-78. With the abundance
of new technology, including the cata-
pult, arresting gear, and radar, as well
as the reliance on electricity rather
than steam to power key systems,
there continues to be a great deal of
risk in this program. Testing CVN-78
will not only improve the design of fu-
ture carriers but also reduce the costs
associated with retrofitting engineer-
ing changes. Absent this provision, the
Navy will delay by up to 7 years full-
ship shock trials and shift the test
from the lead ship in the class to the
second ship. That poses the risk that
CVN-78 will deploy and potentially
fight without this testing, putting the
lives of our sailors at risk.

The Statement of Administration
Policy also raised objections to a num-
ber of provisions related to military
personnel. For instance, the adminis-
tration bemoans the fact that the Com-
mittee did not adopt its plan to raise
existing TRICARE fees and implement
new fees for Medicare-eligible retirees
and their family members. The so-
called Consolidated Health Plans would
not have created a modern, value-based
health care system. The administra-
tion made no attempt at all to improve
access to care, quality of care or bene-
ficiary satisfaction. The NDAA, on the
other hand, addresses those issues and
more without raising enrollment fees
or creating new fees.

The White House expressed concern
about the provisions in the NDAA that
call for a plan to privatize com-
missaries and a 2-year pilot program at
no fewer than five commissaries in the
largest markets of the commissary sys-
tem to assess the feasibility and advis-
ability of the plan. But the rationale is
confusing. The administration claims
that ‘“‘there is an independent study un-
derway to determine whether privat-
ization is a feasible option and we
should wait for those results prior to
making any policy changes.”” The bill
did require a comprehensive review in
fiscal year 2015 by an independent orga-
nization of the management, food, and
pricing options of the commissary sys-
tem. But in that section, there was no
requirement to study the feasibility of
privatization of the commissary sys-
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tem. It is also curious that the admin-
istration warns against implementing
a pilot program on privatization before
the results of an independent study,
while at the same time encouraging
the Congress to adopt their own pro-
posed pilot program.

The White House’s policy statement
reflects the President’s feckless policy
towards Russia. Despite the advice of
nearly every statesman and policy ex-
pert who has appeared before the
Armed Services Committee in recent
months—Henry Kissinger, George
Shultz, Madeleine Albright, Zbigniew
Brzezinski, and others—and against the
advice of both the Secretary of State
and Secretary of Defense, the President
has refused to provide defensive lethal
assistance to Ukraine. The President’s
continued inaction, for fear of pro-
voking Russia, is seen by Putin as
weakness and invites the very aggres-
sion we seek to avoid.

The Ukrainian people aren’t asking
for U.S. troops. They are simply asking
for the right tools to defend themselves
and their country, and those are the
tools that this legislation would pro-
vide.

We have seen Vladimir Putin commit
aggression, draw back, commit more
aggression, draw back. We are now in
the phase where any day now we will
see continued aggression and territory-
grabbing by Vladimir Putin as he es-
tablishes his land bridge to Crimea and
puts additional pressures on Baltic
countries and Moldova. Meanwhile, we
refuse to give the Ukrainians weapons
with which to defend themselves.

This bill does not force the President
to provide lethal assistance to Ukraine.
Trust me, if there were a way to do
that, it would be in this bill. The Presi-
dent has a decision to make on pro-
viding lethal assistance to UKkraine.
That decision has consequences far be-
yond whether the President obligates
the full amount of funds authorized in
a decision that is long overdue.

Making matters worse, the State-
ment of Administration Policy seeks
flexibility to continue our Nation’s de-
pendence on Russian rocket engines.
The NDAA would put an end to this de-
pendence by 2019 and stop hundreds of
millions of dollars from going to Vladi-
mir Putin and his cronies. It elimi-
nates a launch subsidy that the com-
mander of Air Force Space Command
has stated impedes fair competition,
and it directs the administration to
stop playing games, develop a domestic
rocket engine—not a new rocket sys-
tem—to replace the Russian RD-180.

The Russians are being paid billions
of dollars for their rocket engines, and
there is a ‘‘middle man’ who has made
tens of millions of dollars just by mov-
ing those rockets from Russia to the
United States. There is an individual
who runs this outfit who has been sanc-
tioned by the U.S. Government, and we
have elements in the Pentagon who
still want to deal with him for as long
as possible.

In testimony before the Armed Serv-
ices Committee in March, Gen. John
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Kelly, the commander of U.S. Southern
Command, testified: ‘““With the amount
of drugs and people that move across
our southwest border, it doesn’t seem
all that secure to me.”” General Kelly
went on to state that the threat of ter-
rorists crossing our southern border is
“extremely serious’ and that ‘‘if a ter-
rorist or almost anyone wants to get
into our country, they just pay the
fare.” They just pay the fare.

That is why this bill would provide
$45 million for Operation Phalanx, in-
creasing border security operations by
the National Guard along the southern
border, and boosting aerial surveil-
lance of the region by up to 60 percent.
To date, Operation Phalanx has di-
rectly contributed to more than 96,000
apprehensions along the border and the
interdiction of more than 282,000
pounds of drugs destined for our com-
munities.

The legislation directs the Secretary
of Defense to provide up to $75 million
in additional assistance to Customs
and Border Protection operations to se-
cure the southern border, potentially
including the deployment of personnel,
surveillance assets, and intelligence
support from the U.S. military. The
NDAA would authorize an additional
$50 million to address U.S. Southern
Command’s unfunded priorities to in-
crease surveillance and interdiction op-
erations in Central America—a pri-
mary transit point for illicit traf-
ficking into the United States.

Finally, I am disappointed by the ad-
ministration’s puzzling response to
provisions in the NDAA related to the
detention facility at Guantanamo Bay.
The administration argues that this
legislation’s limitations placed on
Guantanamo Bay transfers are unnec-
essary and beyond the scope of congres-
sional authority. That is false. Con-
gress has long had constitutional au-
thority over wartime detention mat-
ters, and there are good reasons for
Congress to assert its authority in this
instance.

For over 6 years, the administration
has stated that one of its highest pol-
icy priorities is to close the detention
facility at Guantanamo Bay. But for
that same period of time, Members of
the Senate have repeatedly requested a
plan that explains how the administra-
tion will handle each of the detainees
currently held there, and unfortu-
nately, over the last 6% years, the ad-
ministration has consistently failed to
provide that plan.

As the terrorist threat continues
around the world and grows and metas-
tasizes, the administration continues
to demand that the facility be closed
while failing to explain how it will do
so. There are serious legal and security
challenges inherent in moving this pop-
ulation to other locations, whether in-
side or outside of the United States.
Congress is simply asking the execu-
tive branch to explain where it will
hold those set for trial, how it will con-
tinue to detain dangerous terrorists
pursuant to the laws of war, and how it
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will mitigate the risks of moving this
population. If the administration can
provide those answers to these basic
questions to the satisfaction of the
American people, then congressional
restrictions on the movement of these
detainees will be lifted and the plan
can be implemented.

Now, Congress’s need for answers is
even more acute after the administra-
tion transferred five senior Taliban de-
tainees under secret agreement to
Qatar without prior notification to
Congress as required by law. The Presi-
dent of the United States blatantly
violated the law—which required, be-
fore these five detainees were trans-
ferred to Qatar, that Congress be noti-
fied 6 months ahead of time—using the
rationale that they were afraid the in-
formation might leak. Is that justifica-
tion for breaking the law? And isn’t it
understandable, the skepticism here on
both sides of the aisle about any plan
they may have or may not have? Isn’t
it reasonable that the Congress of the
United States should be presented with
a plan, and shouldn’t the Congress of
the United States express its approval
or disapproval?

The notification standard was en-
acted into law to allow the President
the authority to implement his stated
policy but with a good-faith under-
standing that the people’s representa-
tive could weigh in on these important
decisions before the transfers hap-
pened. The President’s failure to abide
by the notification provisions under-
mined any trust Congress had in the
process.

Now, as the Taliban continues to plot
attacks against U.S. servicemembers in
Afghanistan, the administration is
scurrying to figure out how to keep
those five terrorists from the battle-
field.

This is not congressional overreach;
it is congressional oversight. The
President has decided that the security
risks of keeping Guantanamo open out-
weigh the security and legal risks of
closing it. Congress is seeking informa-
tion that will allow the American peo-
ple and Congress to understand that
decision.

The American people deserve an ex-
planation for how the President plans
to execute one of his most repeated
policy goals. There is some dispute
about what percentage of those who
have been released from detention in
Guantanamo have reentered the fight.
Some say it is as high as 30 percent,
and some say it is as low as 7 or 8 per-
cent. There is no debate that detainees
who were released from Guantanamo
have reentered the fight, placing the
lives of American service men and
women in jeopardy and in danger. Of
course, the five who were released were
amongst the toughest, the worst, the
hardest cases. Now there is some ques-
tion as to whether they will remain
under strict supervision in Qatar.

Let me conclude by simply saying
that the NDAA is far too important to
be held hostage in a budget negotia-
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tion. For 53 consecutive years, the Con-
gress has passed a national defense au-
thorization act. With threats to our na-
tional security multiplying around the
world, I would hope this year would be
no different.

I thank my colleague from Rhode Is-
land for all of the hard work he and his
staff and Members on that side of the
aisle have done in order to have legis-
lation that passed overwhelmingly
through the Senate Armed Services
Committee. I hope we can move for-
ward on getting that legislation
through the Senate, in consultation
and in compromise with the House, and
to the White House for the President’s
signature.

I would say again that I read care-
fully the administration’s objection to
the legislation as it now stands. These
are not valid in some cases. In other
cases, we would be glad to negotiate
with the White House as we go to con-
ference with the House after com-
pleting this. I sincerely hope and pray
that—there are so many provisions
there that are important to the lives of
the men and women serving in the
military that I would hope the Presi-
dent would take into consideration
how important this is to the men and
women who are serving, their lives and
their welfare, their equipment, their
training, and their ability to defend
this Nation.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
LANKFORD).

The clerk will call the roll

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

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

AMENDMENT NO. 1559, AS MODIFIED

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I have a
modification to amendment No. 1559,
which I offered on behalf of Senator
DURBIN, and I ask that the amendment
be so modified.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator has that right. The amendment is
so modified.

The amendment, as modified, is as
follows:

At the end of subtitle B of title VIII, add
the following:

SEC. 832. PROHIBITION ON AWARDING OF DE-
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE CON-
TRACTS TO INVERTED DOMESTIC
CORPORATIONS.

(a) PROHIBITION.—Chapter 137 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by adding at
the end the following new section:

“§2338. Prohibition on awarding contracts to
inverted domestic corporations

‘‘(a) PROHIBITION.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The head of an agency
may not award a contract for the procure-
ment of property or services to—

““(A) any foreign incorporated entity that
such head has determined is an inverted do-
mestic corporation or any subsidiary of such
entity; or

‘(B) any joint venture if more than 10 per-
cent of the joint venture (by vote or value) is
owned by a foreign incorporated entity that
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such head has determined is an inverted do-
mestic corporation or any subsidiary of such
entity.

*‘(2) SUBCONTRACTS.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—The head of an execu-
tive agency shall include in each contract for
the procurement of property or services
awarded by the executive agency with a
value in excess of $10,000,000, other than a
contract for exclusively commercial items, a
clause that prohibits the prime contractor
on such contract from—

‘(i) awarding a first-tier subcontract with
a value greater than 10 percent of the total
value of the prime contract to an entity or
joint venture described in paragraph (1); or

‘(i) structuring subcontract tiers in a
manner designed to avoid the limitation in
paragraph (1) by enabling an entity or joint
venture described in paragraph (1) to perform
more than 10 percent of the total value of
the prime contract as a lower-tier subcon-
tractor.

‘(B) PENALTIES.—The contract clause in-
cluded in contracts pursuant to subpara-
graph (A) shall provide that, in the event
that the prime contractor violates the con-
tract clause—

‘(i) the prime contract may be terminated
for default; and

‘“(ii) the matter may be referred to the sus-
pension or debarment official for the appro-
priate agency and may be a basis for suspen-
sion or debarment of the prime contractor.

““(b) INVERTED DOMESTIC CORPORATION.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, a foreign incorporated entity shall be
treated as an inverted domestic corporation
if, pursuant to a plan (or a series of related
transactions)—

‘““(A) the entity completes before, on, or
after May 8, 2014, the direct or indirect ac-
quisition of—

‘(i) substantially all of the properties held
directly or indirectly by a domestic corpora-
tion; or

“‘(ii) substantially all of the assets of, or
substantially all of the properties consti-
tuting a trade or business of, a domestic
partnership; and

‘“(B) after the acquisition, more than 50
percent of the stock (by vote or value) of the
entity is held—

‘(i) in the case of an acquisition with re-
spect to a domestic corporation, by former
shareholders of the domestic corporation by
reason of holding stock in the domestic cor-
poration; or

‘‘(ii) in the case of an acquisition with re-
spect to a domestic partnership, by former
partners of the domestic partnership by rea-
son of holding a capital or profits interest in
the domestic partnership.

‘“(2) EXCEPTION FOR CORPORATIONS WITH
SUBSTANTIAL BUSINESS ACTIVITIES IN FOREIGN
COUNTRY OF ORGANIZATION.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—A foreign incorporated
entity described in paragraph (1) shall not be
treated as an inverted domestic corporation
if after the acquisition the expanded affili-
ated group which includes the entity has
substantial business activities in the foreign
country in which or under the law of which
the entity is created or organized when com-
pared to the total business activities of such
expanded affiliated group.

‘(B) SUBSTANTIAL BUSINESS ACTIVITIES.—
The Secretary of the Treasury (or the Sec-
retary’s delegate) shall establish regulations
for determining whether an affiliated group
has substantial business activities for pur-
poses of subparagraph (A), except that such
regulations may not treat any group as hav-
ing substantial business activities if such
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group would not be considered to have sub-
stantial business activities under the regula-
tions prescribed under section 7874 of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986, as in effect on
May 8, 2014.

““(c) WAIVER.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The head of an agency
may waive subsection (a) with respect to any
Federal Government contract under the au-
thority of such head if the head determines
that the waiver is required in the interest of
national security or is necessary for the effi-
cient or effective administration of Federal
or Federally-funded programs that provide
health benefits to individuals.

‘“(2) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The head of an
agency issuing a waiver under paragraph (1)
shall, not later than 14 days after issuing
such waiver, submit a written notification of
the waiver to the Committees on Armed
Services and Appropriations of the Senate
and the House of Representatives.

“(d) APPLICABILITY.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), this section shall not apply to
any contract entered into before the date of
the enactment of this section.

¢“(2) TASK AND DELIVERY ORDERS.—This sec-
tion shall apply to any task or delivery order
issued after the date of the enactment of this
section pursuant to a contract entered into
before, on, or after such date of enactment.

“(38) ScopPE.—This section applies only to
contracts subject to regulation under the
Federal Acquisition Regulation and the De-
fense Supplement to the Federal Acquisition
Regulation.

‘‘(e) DEFINITIONS AND SPECIAL RULES.—

‘(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the
terms ‘expanded affiliated group’, ‘foreign
incorporated entity’, ‘person’, ‘domestic’,
and ‘foreign’ have the meaning given those
terms in section 835(c) of the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 395(c)).

‘“(2) SPECIAL RULES.—In applying sub-
section (b) of this section for purposes of sub-
section (a) of this section, the rules described
under 835(c)(1) of the Homeland Security Act
of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 395(c)(1)) shall apply.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of chapter 137 of
title 10, United States Code, is amended by
inserting after the item relating to section
2337 the following new item:
¢‘2338. Prohibition on awarding contracts to

inverted domestic corpora-
tions.”

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I yield the
floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

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

AMENDMENT NO. 1569 TO AMENDMENT NO. 1463

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to set aside the
pending amendment and call up
amendment No. 1569 for Senator BURR.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

The clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

The Senator from Arizona [Mr. McCAIN],
for Mr. BURR, proposes an amendment num-
bered 1569 to amendment No. 1463.

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the reading of
the amendment be dispensed with.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment is as follows:
(Purpose: To ensure criminal background

checks of employees of the military child

care system and providers of child care
services and youth program services for
military dependents)

At the end of subtitle F of title V, add the
following:

SEC. 565. CRIMINAL BACKGROUND CHECKS OF
EMPLOYEES OF THE MILITARY
CHILD CARE SYSTEM AND PRO-
VIDERS OF CHILD CARE SERVICES
AND YOUTH PROGRAM SERVICES
FOR MILITARY DEPENDENTS.

(a) EMPLOYEES OF MILITARY CHILD CARE
SYSTEM.—Section 1792 of title 10, United
States Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub-
section (e); and

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

“(d) CRIMINAL BACKGROUND CHECK.—The
criminal background check of child care em-
ployees under this section that is required
pursuant to section 231 of the Crime Control
Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 13041) shall be con-
ducted pursuant to regulations prescribed by
the Secretary of Defense in accordance with
the provisions of section 658H of the Child
Care and Development Block Grant Act of
1990 (42 U.S.C. 9858f).”.

(b) PROVIDERS OF CHILD CARE SERVICES AND
YOoUuTH PROGRAM SERVICES.—Section 1798 of
such title is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-
section (d); and

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

““(c) CRIMINAL BACKGROUND CHECK.—A pro-
vider of child care services or youth program
services may not provide such services under
this section unless such provider complies
with the requirements for criminal back-
ground checks under section 658H of the
Child Care and Development Block Grant
Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 9858f) for the State in
which such services are provided.”’.

Mr. McCAIN. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. MCCAIN. 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. MCCAIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate resumes consideration of H.R. 1735
on Tuesday, June 9, the time until 3
p.m. be equally divided between the
managers or their designees; that fol-
lowing the use or yielding back of that
time, the Senate vote in relation to the
Reed amendment No. 1521. I further ask
that there be no second-degree amend-
ment in order to the amendment prior
to the vote.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. McCAIN. We are ready to sched-
ule further votes on amendments after
the 3 p.m. vote on the Reed amend-
ment, and it is my expectation that we
will be able to lock in those votes to-
morrow morning. The ranking member
and I have asked all of our colleagues
to adhere to a filing deadline for first-
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degree amendments to the bill at 6 p.m.
tomorrow, Tuesday. There are several
hundred filed amendments already, and
those with further amendments should
bring them down tomorrow by close of
business.

I also wish to add, my colleagues, 1
hope we can agree to the filing dead-
line. That will be approximately a
week that we have been on the bill. I
think that, hopefully, will be sufficient
time for most of our colleagues or all
of our colleagues to have time to file
amendments.

Senator REED and I will continue the
practice of allowing pending amend-
ments, one on either side. We will be
able then to schedule votes on pending
amendments as they are, one on either
side.

I thank Senator REED, and I hope we
can get a lot of debate and discussion.
The Reed amendment is a very impor-
tant amendment. I respect Senator
REED’s view on this issue, and we obvi-
ously will let the body decide.

I do hope our colleagues understand
that we have many filed amendments,
and we would like to get to as many of
them as possible. We would like to
have as many Members be able to have
their amendments on this bill as they
feel necessary. We don’t have to em-
phasize the importance of this legisla-
tion.

I also look forward to Members com-
ing to the floor tomorrow and debating
the Reed amendment. It is a very im-
portant amendment, and I think it de-
serves the views of as many Members
as possible, including those who are on
the committee.

Senator REED.

Mr. REED. The Senator and I concur
that we should urge our colleagues to
file their amendments. We have several
hundred pending, as the chairman
pointed out, and we hope that can be
accomplished by 6 p.m. tomorrow. We
will be debating amendments and then
scheduling amendments tomorrow
afternoon.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arizona.

——
MORNING BUSINESS

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

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

———

MIAMI CONSERVANCY DISTRICT
100TH ANNIVERSARY

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I wish
to recognize the Miami Conservancy
District as it celebrates the 100th anni-
versary of its founding on June 28, 2015.

After the Great Flood of 1913, the
people of the Miami Valley vowed
“never again’ and proceeded to raise $2
million in 2 months to fund the design
of a flood protection system for river-
front cities on the Great Miami River
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that now extends from Piqua to Ham-
ilton.

Since the dams and levees were com-
pleted in 1922, the Miami Conservancy
District’s protection system has pre-
vented countless floods, preserving
35,000 acres of land for public use as
walking trails, picnic areas and parks.

In addition, the Miami Conservancy
District assists in the management of
Ohio’s largest state-designated water
trail network with 265 miles of water-
ways, providing paddling and fishing
opportunities on the Great Miami,
Stillwater and Mad Rivers.

The Miami Conservancy District is
also a leader on natural resource devel-
opment and has been a key partner in
projects like downtown Dayton’s
RiverScape, which has improved the
quality of life for Miami Valley resi-
dents by bringing natural features into
an urban environment.

The Miami Conservancy District pro-
tects some of Ohio’s greatest natural
wonders and I congratulate those in-
volved in making its first 100 years a
success.

———

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

CONGRATULATING THE FRANCES
PERKINS CENTER

e Mr. KING. Mr. President, I wish to
congratulate the Frances Perkins Cen-
ter on the designation of the Frances
Perkins Homestead, located in New-
castle, ME, as a National Historic
Landmark. The Brick House was the
home of the remarkable Frances Per-
kins, the first woman appointed to a
Presidential cabinet. This is an honor
that has been given to only 2,500 other
historic places in the United States
and I applaud the Frances Perkins Cen-
ter for receiving this distinction.

Frances Perkins found that no mat-
ter where she lived during her life, her
true home would always be in Maine.
While she was born in Boston in 1880,
both of her parents were native
Mainers. She grew up living in Worces-
ter and spending summers with her
grandmother on the family’s saltwater
farm in Newcastle. Frances credited
her own character to be a direct result
of her grandmother’s influence and
their time together in Maine.

Frances was a motivated and inquisi-
tive person from a young age. She at-
tended Classical High School in
Worcester and, though it was uncom-
mon at the time, she went on to Mount
Holyoke College where she was a stand-
out student. Professors immediately
noticed Frances’ ambition and natural
intellect. Frances graduated from Mont
Holyoke in 1902 with a major in physics
and minors in chemistry and biology.

Throughout her life, Frances was de-
voted to improving the lives of Amer-
ican workers. After college, Frances
moved to Illinois, working as a teacher
and volunteering in settlement houses.
She then received her master’s degree
from Colombia and subsequently began

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

her extraordinary career in public serv-
ice, working for the New York City
Consumers League and then the New
York State Industrial Commission.

The impressive work by Frances for
the Industrial Commission led to newly
elected New York Governor Franklin
D. Roosevelt to name her New York
State Commissioner of Liabor. She re-
ceived attention and admiration in this
role for her ceaseless commitment to
improving work conditions in New
York. In February 1933, Roosevelt ap-
pointed Frances Secretary of Labor in
his Presidential cabinet. Frances was
the first female Federal cabinet offi-
cial, which remains one of her most no-
table and outstanding achievements.

Frances’ accomplishments as Sec-
retary of Labor had, and continue to
have, a profound impact on American
lives. Frances was the lead architect in
designing New Deal policies during the
Great Depression; however, her work
did not stop there. She was incredibly
influential in creating legislation for
Social Security and establishing a 40-
hour work week. Frances is also known
for her major role in prohibiting child
labor, enforcing worker’s rights, and
designing unemployment insurance as
well as workers’ aid.

Frances’ beliefs, values, and spirit
grew from her strong connection to
Maine. Frances regularly returned to
her Maine home, especially when she
desired a haven to rest and remember
her roots. She owned and maintained
the family farm in Newcastle from 1927
until she died on May 14, 1965 at the
age of 85. She is buried nearby the
homestead.

I am thrilled at the nomination of
the Frances Perkins Homestead as a
National Historic Landmark. Frances
was a fearless leader who exemplified
American values of hard work and de-
termination. Frances’ work lives on as
an essential benefit to countless Amer-
ican citizens. I am proud that her leg-
acy is a part of Maine’s history and I
warmly congratulate the Frances Per-
kins Homestead, and all those involved
with achieving this accomplishment,
on its dedication as a National Historic
Landmark.e

——————

GIRL SCOUTS OF AMERICA 103RD
ANNIVERSARY

® Mr. KING. Mr. President, I wish to
recognize the Girl Scouts of America
on the occasion of their 103rd Anniver-
sary. The Girl Scouts were created in
1912 in the midst of the progressive
movement by Juliette Gordon Low for
the purpose of empowering young
women and instilling them with char-
acter, honesty, patriotism, and leader-
ship skills. The independence and in-
tegrity that young women develop with
the Girl Scouts is a priceless resource
for these girls later in life.

For 103 years, the Girl Scouts have
influenced female leaders, and have led
the fight for equality and inclusiveness
in leadership positions. The fact that
former girl scouts make up 60 percent
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of the women in the House of Rep-
resentatives and over 50 percent of cur-
rent female business owners dem-
onstrates the organization’s ability to
cultivate leaders. Through the Girl
Scouts, girls have gained skills that
are essential tools to help women
achieve equality in leadership posi-
tions.

The Girl Scouts have also developed
and implemented programs to help
middle and high school girls become fi-
nancially literate and independent. In-
deed, the Girl Scout Cookie Program is
the largest girl-led business in the
world and is a hallmark program that
helps girls across the country develop
the skills, such as money management,
customer interaction, and business eth-
ics, which are essential to life-long suc-
cess. They have also invested in science
and mathematics programs to empower
young women who have an interest in
those fields. Through their continued
efforts to develop girls’ leadership
abilities, confidence, and worldly
knowledge, the Girl Scouts have played
an important role in helping young
women reach their full potential.

Today, I mark the legacy and future
of this invaluable organization. I ap-
plaud the Girl Scouts of Maine, and
America, for the immeasurable impact
they have had on women’s rights, and
women themselves, over the past 103
years.®

——————

TRIBUTE TO LIEUTENANT
COLONEL PETER W. OGDEN

e Mr. KING. Mr. President, I wish to
honor the career of LTC Peter W.
Ogden, who will retire this June as di-
rector of the Bureau of Veterans’ Serv-
ices. Peter has served in this role for
the past 11 years and I am profoundly
grateful for all that he has done for
Maine and our esteemed veterans.

Peter began serving the Nation and
the State of Maine long before his posi-
tion as director. He enlisted in the U.S
Army Corps of Engineers in 1967 and in
the following years he completed two
combat tours in Vietnam. After grad-
uating from Maine Military Academy
as a Distinguished Graduate, Peter
served in the Maine Army National
Guard. In total, Peter spent an impres-
sive 28 years of his life dedicated to
military service.

Peter is an excellent example of a
person who brings personal and selfless
commitment to his career. As a vet-
eran himself, Peter has a complete and
thorough understanding of the chal-
lenges and issues veterans face on a
regular basis. He has worked tirelessly
to provide Maine veterans and their
families with informational services,
assistance programs, and strong rep-
resentation. Through his work as direc-
tor, Peter has improved the lives of
countless Maine veterans and families.

The programs and services Peter de-
veloped while director are essential to
veterans as well as military men,
women and families. I was particularly
impressed by Peter’s work supporting
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Gold Star families through projects
such as House in the Woods. This
project continues to help both families
and veterans cope with loss by pro-
viding a close support network and
outdoor-related experiences, from fish-
ing to hiking.

I greatly value public servants like
Peter and I have a high appreciation
for the essential and high-quality serv-
ice he has ensured for Maine veterans
during his time as director of the Bu-
reau of Veterans’ Services. I extend my
sincerest congratulations and grati-
tude to Peter for all of his accomplish-
ments and I wish him all the best in his
well-deserved retirement.e

CONGRATULATING SOUTHERN
MAINE PLANNING AND DEVEL-
OPMENT COMMISSION

e Mr. KING. Mr. President, today I
bring to the fore an organization that
serves as a model for coordinated eco-
nomic development and environmental
responsibility. Later this month, the
Southern Maine Planning and Develop-
ment Commission, or SMPDC, will cel-
ebrate its 50th anniversary. This mile-
stone is a testament not only to its
longevity and breadth, but also to its
ability to continually develop perti-
nent projects for southern Maine’s
economy. They are truly an inspiration
for similar initiatives across the coun-
try and around the globe.

SMPDC is a Council of Governments
enabled by State statute that serves
the southern part of our great State in
39 communities. As this region forms
the southern tip of Maine, it injects
economic vitality to all corners of the
State as the ‘“‘Gateway to Maine.” It
boasts 300 miles of breathtaking coast-
line—with rocky points, quiet inlets,
and sandy beaches. This coastline
alone brings in thousands of tourists
each year who wish to share the mar-
vels of our distinct and special home.
This region also extends westward to-
ward the White Mountains, an area
dotted with numerous lakes, fertile
lands, dense forests, and crossed by the
mighty Saco River. To help maintain
this land for us and for future genera-
tions, the folks at SMPDC offer com-
prehensive planning and ordinance re-
vision to communities to ensure they
achieve the appropriate growth while
preserving the land and shoreline that
so characterizes the Maine way of life.

Being the Gateway to Maine, and
given the recent Federal gridlock over
properly funding the Highway Trust
Fund, I would be remiss not to mention
the commission’s work to assist mu-
nicipalities throughout the region in
transportation project planning and
management. They have rallied local
leaders and first responders to address
the emergencies on the roads and made
the veins of our economy safer through
their Traffic Incident Management
Group—which in 2007 was given the Ex-
cellence in Regional Transportation
Award by the National Association of
Development. Furthermore, with I-95
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and Amtrak pouring resources and rev-
enue into the State, SMPDC has been
essential to coordinating community
action to ensure we make the most of
these assets.

And even while focusing on the larg-
est arteries of transportation in the
area, the commission has not turned a
blind eye to the scenic roads and
healthy travel alternatives that en-
courage people to get outdoors and re-
affirms access and economic prospects
for Maine’s vibrant eco-tourism indus-
try. Teaming up with the Bicycle Coa-
lition of Maine, SMPDC has success-
fully implemented the York County
Active Communities Network. This ini-
tiative explores the potential for im-
provements and funding opportunities
for those looking to bike or walk safely
and freely throughout their commu-
nity. The group has also added further
economic vitality to Maine through its
work with the Pequawket Trail Scenic
Byway, which winds its way through
the White Mountains in western Maine
and along the Saco River. This Cor-
ridor Management Plan floods the sce-
nic towns along it with visitors and
economic opportunity from downtown
Standish to historic Fryeburg.

Perhaps what the commission is
most widely recognized for is their suc-
cess with the Brownfields Redevelop-
ment Project, which is funded in part
by the EPA’s Brownfield and Land Re-
vitalization Program. Brownfields are
abandoned or underused industrial and
commercial properties that have some
threat of environmental contamina-
tion, whether it is real or perceived.
Beginning in 2004, the Brownfield Rede-
velopment Project started funding ven-
tures throughout southern Maine to re-
build old dams, mills, and other pre-
viously condemned facilities to help re-
introduce many of Maine’s beautiful,
historic buildings to their commu-
nities. South Berwick now boasts a
fantastic renovated library and
Kennebunk even retooled a gas station
to create a community ice rink, while
the mills in Sanford and Biddeford are
teeming with hundreds of new busi-
nesses. At an event earlier in the year,
the EPA cited SMPDC as one of the top
10 in the Nation for their wide ranging
success with these projects. This work
is truly exciting and a perfect dem-
onstration of SMPDC’s powerful im-
pact on southern Maine.

As the Southern Maine Planning and
Development Council ushers in their
50th anniversary on June 24, we should
take time to reflect on the countless
dedicated public servants who have
worked with unwavering commitment
to better their communities. I am
deeply grateful for their countless ac-
complishments, and look forward to
the many more inspiring and produc-
tive projects they undertake in the fu-
ture.e

———————

2015 WOMEN’S WORLD CUP

e Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I
wish to recognize the United States
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women’s national soccer team as it
prepares for the first game in its pur-
suit of World Cup glory in Canada. As
with the men’s team last year, my
home State is well represented on the
women’s team, with four players:
Tobin Heath, Carli Lloyd, Heather
O’Reilly, and Christie Rampone, who
call New Jersey home.

These athletes and the 19 others se-
lected by head coach Jill Ellis have
worked tirelessly to hone their skills
in order to become some of the best
players in the world. Despite being
drawn into the so-called ‘‘group of
death,” this U.S. team enters the tour-
nament as one of the favorites, and I
am confident that they will represent
us well and make us all proud to be
Americans.

While much of the world considers
the U.S. to be a relative newcomer to
the global soccer community on the
men’s side of the game, our women’s
team is unmatched in its esteem, hav-
ing won two World Cup titles since the
tournament began in 1991 and never
finishing below third place. I hope that
this U.S. team will build upon its rich
history of success at the seventh Wom-
en’s World Cup.

I believe that we will win.e

————
MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages from the President of the
United States were communicated to
the Senate by Mr. Pate, one of his sec-
retaries.

———

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

As in executive session the Presiding
Officer laid before the Senate messages
from the President of the TUnited
States submitting sundry nominations
and a withdrawal which were referred
to the appropriate committees.

(The messages received today are
printed at the end of the Senate
proceedings.)

———

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

At 3:23 p.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the
following bill, in which it requests the
concurrence of the Senate:

H.R. 2578. An act making appropriations
for the Departments of Commerce and Jus-
tice, Science, and Related Agencies for the
fiscal year ending September 30, 2016, and for
other purposes.

The message also announced that the
House has agreed to the following reso-
lution:

H. Res. 299. A resolution relative to the
death of Joseph Robinette ‘“‘Beau’ Biden, III.

———

MEASURES REFERRED

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

H.R. 2578. An act making appropriations
for the Departments of Commerce and Jus-
tice, Science, and Related Agencies for the
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fiscal year ending September 30, 2016, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Appro-
priations.

————

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-1835. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘n-Butyl benzoate; Exemptions from
the Requirement of a Tolerance’ (FRL No.
9927-65) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on June 2, 2015; to the
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and
Forestry.

EC-1836. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘“‘Aluminum sulfate; Exemption from
the Requirement of a Tolerance’ (FRL No.
9927-66) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on June 2, 2015; to the
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and
Forestry.

EC-1837. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Alkyl (c8-20) Polyglucoside Esters;
Exemptions from the Requirement of a Tol-
erance’” (FRL No. 9927-19) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on June 2,
2015; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry .

EC-1838. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Defense, transmitting a report on
the approved retirement of Lieutenant Gen-
eral Michael T. Linnington, United States
Army, and his advancement to the grade of
lieutenant general on the retired list; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

EC-1839. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Board of Governors, Federal Re-
serve System, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the 101st Annual Report of the Federal Re-
serve Board covering operations for calendar
year 2014; to the Committee on Banking,
Housing, and Urban Affairs.

EC-1840. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Energy, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to the status of con-
struction and operations of the mixed oxide
fuel fabrication facility (MOX facility) at the
Department of Energy’s Savannah River Site
in South Carolina; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources.

EC-1841. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Significant New Use Rules on Certain
Chemical Substances’ ((RIN2070-AB27) (FRL
No. 9927-67)) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on June 2, 2015; to
the Committee on Environment and Public
Works.

EC-1842. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘“‘Revisions to the California State Im-
plementation Plan, Eastern Kern Air Pollu-
tion Control District, Mojave Desert Air
Quality Management District” (FRL No.
9928-07-Region 9) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on June 2, 2015; to
the Committee on Environment and Public
Works.

EC-1843. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Clean Water Rule: Definition of
"Waters of the United States’’ ((RIN2040-
AF30) (FRL No. 9927-20-OW)) and economic
analysis of the EPA-Army Clean Water Rule,
received in the Office of the President of the
Senate on June 2, 2015; to the Committee on
Environment and Public Works.

EC-1844. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘““‘Approval and Promulgation of Imple-
mentation Plans; State of Kansas; Infra-
structure SIP Requirements for the 2010 Sul-
fur Dioxide National Ambient Air Quality
Standard” (FRL No. 9928-59-Region 7) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on June 2, 2015; to the Committee on
Environment and Public Works.

EC-1845. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air
Quality Implementation Plans; State of Mis-
souri, Construction Permits Required” (FRL
No. 9928-60-Region 7) received in the Office of
the President of the Senate on June 2, 2015;
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works.

EC-1846. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘“‘Approval and Promulgation of Air
Quality Implementation Plans; Pennsyl-
vania; 2011 Lead Base Year Emissions Inven-
tory” (FRL No. 9928-68-Region 3) received in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
June 2, 2015; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works.

EC-1847. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘““‘Approval and Promulgation of Air
Quality Implementation Plans; Michigan;
Part 3 Rules’” (FRL No. 9928-35-Region 5) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on June 2, 2015; to the Committee on
Environment and Public Works.

EC-1848. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘““‘Approval and Promulgation of Air
Quality Implementation Plans; Maryland;
Biomass Fuel-Burning Equipment Stand-
ards” (FRL No. 9928-65-Region 3) received in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
June 2, 2015; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works.

EC-1849. A joint communication from the
Chairman and the General Counsel, National
Labor Relations Board, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the Office of Inspector General
Semiannual Report for the period of October
1, 2014 through March 31, 2015; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs.

EC-1850. 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, 2014
through March 31, 2015; to the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs.

EC-1851. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Education, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the Semiannual Report of the Office
of the Inspector General for the period from
October 1, 2014 through March 31, 2015; to the
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs.

EC-1852. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Policy and Planning Analysis, Office of
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Personnel Management, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Federal Employees Health Benefits Pro-
gram : Subrogation and Reimbursement Re-
covery’’ (RIN3206-AN14) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on June 2,
2015; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs.

EC-1853. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Office of Personnel Management,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Semi-
annual Report of the Inspector General and
the Management Response for the period
from October 1, 2014 through March 31, 2015;
to the Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs.

EC-1854. A communication from the Dep-
uty Inspector General, Office of Inspector
General, Department of the Interior, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the Department of
the Interior’s Semiannual Report of the In-
spector General for the period from October
1, 2014 through March 31, 2015; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs.

EC-1855. A communication from the Chief
of the Publications and Regulations Branch,
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Penalty Relief Pro-
gram—DLate Annual Reporting for Non-Title
I Retirement Plans (‘One-Participant Plans’
and Certain Foreign Plans)” (Rev. Proc.
2015-32) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on June 3, 2015; to the
Committee on Finance.

EC-1856. A communication from the Chief
of the Publications and Regulations Branch,
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Capital Gain Dis-
tributions of Regulated Investment Compa-
nies” (Notice 2015-41) received in the Office
of the President of the Senate on June 3,
2015; to the Committee on Finance.

EC-1857. A communication from the Chief
of the Publications and Regulations Branch,
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Request for Com-
ments Regarding New Financial Accounting
Standards Board and International Account-
ing Standards’” (Notice 2015-40) received in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
June 3, 2015; to the Committee on Finance.

EC-1858. A communication from the Chief
of the Publications and Regulations Branch,
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Update to Method
Change Guidance” (Rev. Proc. 2015-33) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on June 3, 2015; to the Committee on
Finance.

EC-1859. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Regulations and Reports Clear-
ance, Social Security Administration, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule
entitled ‘‘Extension of Sunset Date for At-
torney Advisor Program” (RIN0960-AHS83) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on June 2, 2015; to the Commaittee on
Finance.

EC-1860. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Regulations and Reports Clear-
ance, Social Security Administration, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule
entitled ‘“‘Extension of Effective Date for
Temporary Pilot Program Setting the Time
and Place for a Hearing Before an Adminis-
trative Law Judge’ (RIN0960-AH67) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on June 2, 2015; to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

EC-1861. A communication from the Acting
Director, National Marine Fisheries Service,
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled
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‘“‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone
Off Alaska; Pacific Cod by Catcher Vessels
Less Than 60 Feet (18.3 meters) Length Over-
all Using Jig or Hook-and-Line Gear in the
Bogoslof Pacific Cod Exemption Area in the
Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands Manage-
ment Area’ (RIN0648-XD886) received in the
Office of the President of the Senate on June
3, 2015; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-1862. A communication from the Acting
Director, National Marine Fisheries Service,
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone
Off Alaska; Inseason Adjustment to the 2015
Gulf of Alaska Pollock Seasonal Adjust-
ments’”’ (RIN0648-XD845) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on June 3,
2015; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-1863. A communication from the Acting
Director, National Marine Fisheries Service,
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone
Off Alaska; Pacific Cod by Catcher/Proc-
essors Using Hook-and-Line Gear in the
Western Regulatory Area of the Gulf of Alas-
ka’ (RIN0648-XD876) received in the Office of
the President of the Senate on June 3, 2015;
to the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation.

EC-1864. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Fisheries Off West Coast States; Pacific
Coast Groundfish Fishery Management Plan;
Trawl Rationalization Program; Catch Mon-
itor Program; Observer Program’ (RIN0648-
BD30) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on June 3, 2015; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-1865. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Fisheries Off West Coast States; Pacific
Coast Groundfish Fishery Management Plan;
Trawl Rationalization Program; Midwater
Trawl Fishery Season Date Change”’
(RIN0648-BET72) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on June 3, 2015; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-1866. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, National Marine Fisheries Serv-
ice, Department of Commerce, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Fisheries Off West Coast States; West Coast
Salmon Fisheries; Management Reference
Point Updates for Three Stocks of Pacific
Salmon’ (RIN0648-BET79) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on June 3,
2015; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-1867. A communication from the Acting
Director, National Marine Fisheries Service,
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled
‘“Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of Mexico ,
and South Atlantic; 2015 Commercial Ac-
countability Measure and Closure for
Blueline Tilefish in the South Atlantic Re-
gion” (RIN0648-XD869) received in the Office
of the President of the Senate on June 3,
2015; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

———

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

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

POM-33. A joint memorial adopted by the
Legislature of the State of Washington urg-
ing the United States Congress to support
the conversion of the 81lst Armored Brigade
Combat Team of the Washington National
Guard into a Stryker Brigade Combat Team
with brigade units stationed in Washington,
Oregon, and California; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

SENATE JOINT MEMORIAL 8008

Whereas, The opportunity exists to add a
second Stryker Brigade Combat Team to the
Army National Guard’s force structure, and
to locate this Brigade on the west coast; and

Whereas, There are a variety of practical
and strategic reasons which make the 8lst
Armored Brigade Combat Team a logical
candidate for conversion; and

Whereas, A Stryker Brigade Combat Team
stationed on the west coast will strengthen
our nation’s defense by maintaining Stryker
capacity focused on the Asia-Pacific Region,
enhance Regular Army/Army National Guard
partnership, and provide a key domestic re-
sponse capability; and

Whereas, Transitioning the 81st Armored
Brigade Combat Team to a Stryker Brigade
Combat Team strategically places Strykers
in Washington, Oregon, and California, and
will save taxpayers thirty million dollars
over the course of an army force generation
cycle; and

Whereas, The 81st Armored Brigade Com-
bat Team is headquartered at Camp Murray,
Washington, located just across the street
from Joint Base Lewis-McChord, which is
the United States Army’s Stryker Center of
Excellence and is within convoy range of the
Yakima Training Center; and

Whereas, The extensive Stryker infrastruc-
ture available at Joint Base Lewis-McChord
and the Yakima Training Center represents
a great advantage in leveraging shared re-
sources; and

Whereas, Furthermore, this places the
Stryker Brigade Combat Team equipment
sets brought back from overseas contin-
gencies into mission-ready use, and available
for overseas and domestic contingency re-
sponse; and

Whereas, Strykers will also give the gov-
ernors of Washington, Oregon, and California
a fast, durable, and effective asset to save
lives, protect property, maintain peace, and
ensure the continuity of government in
times of emergency;

Now, therefore, Your Memorialists respect-
fully pray that as you consider force struc-
ture balance in this era of constrained re-
sources, coupled with the tactical, strategic,
and domestic needs of our nation, you will
support the conversion of the 8lst Armored
Brigade Combat Team of the Washington Na-
tional Guard into a Stryker Brigade Combat
Team with brigade units stationed in Wash-
ington, Oregon, and California.

Be it resolved, That copies of this Memo-
rial be immediately transmitted to the Hon-
orable Barack Obama, President of the
United States, General Frank J. Grass, Chief
of the National Guard Bureau, the President
of the United States Senate, the Speaker of
the House of Representatives, and each mem-
ber of Congress from the State of Wash-
ington.

POM-34. A joint memorial adopted by the
Legislature of the State of Washington urg-
ing the United States Congress to expedite
appropriation of funds, for Columbia River
Basin dreissenid efforts, to significantly en-
hance monitoring and prevention efforts and
to implement the intent of the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act; to the
Committee on Environment and Public
Works.

S3859

SENATE JOINT MEMORIAL 8013

Whereas, Maintaining a healthy suite of
economic, environmental, and social eco-
system services in aquatic systems is inte-
gral to the quality of life in the State of
Washington; and

Whereas, Healthy aquatic habitats provide
clean drinking water, flood control, trans-
portation, recreation, purification of human
and industrial wastes, power generation,
habitat for native plants and animals, pro-
duction of fish and other foods, marketable
goods, and cultural benefits; and

Whereas, Aquatic invasive species, includ-
ing Dreissenids (quagga mussels (Dreissena
rostriformis bugensis) and zebra mussels
(Dreissena polymorpha)), are invasive spe-
cies that cause irreparable ecological dam-
age to many waters in the United States; and

Whereas, Dreissenids have not yet been de-
tected in the Pacific Northwest. The esti-
mated annual cost to address established
populations of dreissenids in the Pacific
Northwest economic region is almost five
hundred million dollars annually; and

Whereas, The Water Resources Reform and
Development Act was signed in June 2014. It
authorizes twenty million dollars for Colum-
bia River Basin dreissenid efforts through
the Secretary of the Army;

Now, therefore, Your Memorialists respect-
fully request that Congress expedite appro-
priation of these funds to significantly en-
hance monitoring and prevention efforts and
to implement the intent of the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act.

Be it resolved; That copies of this Memo-
rial be immediately transmitted to the Hon-
orable Barack Obama, President of the
United States, Sally Jewell, Secretary of the
Department of the Interior, the President of
the United States Senate, the Speaker of the
House of Representatives, and each member
of Congress from the State of Washington.

POM-35. A joint resolution adopted by the
Legislature of the State of Nevada urging
the United States Congress to amend the Mi-
gratory Bird Treaty Act or take any other
appropriate action to ensure that the com-
mon raven is not a protected species under
the Act; to the Committee on Environmental
and Public Works.

ASSEMBLY JOINT RESOLUTION NoO. 2

Whereas, The greater sage grouse
(Centrocercus urophasianus) is a species of
bird that inhabits much of the sagebrush
habitat in Nevada as well as other western
states; and

Whereas, The United States Fish and Wild-
life Service has determined that the greater
sage grouse is warranted for listing as endan-
gered or threatened under the Endangered
Species Act of 1973, 16 U.S.C. §§1531 et seq.;
and

Whereas, Through the enactment of Senate
Concurrent Resolution No. 15, File Number
48, Statutes of Nevada 2005, at page 3022, the
members of the 73rd Session of the Nevada
Legislature found that the listing of the
greater sage grouse as an endangered or
threatened species would have a devastat-
ingly negative impact on Nevada’s land de-
velopment, land use, water use, mining, rec-
reational activities and local economies; and

Whereas, The desert tortoise (Gopherus
agassizii) is a species of tortoise that inhab-
its the desert habitat of the southwestern
United States, including the Mojave desert
region of southern Nevada; and

Whereas, The desert tortoise is listed as a
threatened species under the Endangered
Species Act of 1973, 16 U.S.C. §§1531 et seq.;
and

Whereas, The common raven (Corvus
corax) is a species of bird that inhabits Ne-
vada and much of the western United States,
Mexico, Canada, Europe and Asia; and
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Whereas, The International Union for Con-
servation of Nature estimates the global pop-
ulation of the common raven as greater than
16 million and trending upwards, thus
classifying it as a species of least concern;
and

Whereas, A known cause of decline in the
sage grouse population is egg depredation by
the common raven, and research conducted
at Idaho State University has suggested that
reductions in the raven population signifi-
cantly increase sage grouse nest success; and

Whereas, The United States Fish and Wild-
life Service has identified the common raven
as the most highly visible predator of hatch-
ling and juvenile desert tortoises, and re-
search published by the Western Ecological
Research Center of the United States Geo-
logical Survey recommends controlling cer-
tain raven populations to assist in the recov-
ery of desert tortoise populations; and

Whereas, The common raven is a protected
species under regulations adopted pursuant
to the Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918, 16
U.S.C. §§1703 et seq., which drastically cur-
tails the ability of this State to manage the
population of the common raven in order to
protect sage grouse nests and desert tor-
toises: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Assembly and Senate of the
State of Nevada, Jointly, That the members of
the 78th Session of the Nevada Legislature
urge the United States Congress to amend
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act or take any
other appropriate action to ensure that the
common raven is not a protected species
under that Act; and be it further

Resolved, That the members of the 78th
Session of the Nevada Legislature urge the
United States Fish and Wildlife Service to:

1. Work with the Nevada Department of
Wildlife to decrease common raven popu-
lations in this State; and

2. Adopt regulations allowing the State of
Nevada to manage the common raven popu-
lation and reduce the number of common
ravens in this State; and be it further

Resolved, That the Chief Clerk of the As-
sembly prepare and transmit a copy of this
resolution to the Vice President of the
United States as the presiding officer of the
Senate, the Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives, each member of the Nevada
Congressional Delegation, the Director of
the United States Fish and Wildlife Service,
the President of the Nevada Cattlemen’s As-
sociation, the President of the Nevada Farm
Bureau Federation, the Chair of the Sage-
brush Ecosystem Council and the Executive
Director of the Western Governors’ Associa-
tion; and be it further

Resolved, That this resolution becomes ef-
fective upon passage.

POM-36. A resolution adopted by the House
of Representatives of the State of Michigan
urging the President of the United States to
allow an additional 25,000 refugee visas for
certain displaced individuals, with pref-
erence for placement in Michigan; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

HOUSE RESOLUTION No. 9

Whereas, The United States has long been
a safe harbor for persecuted foreign nation-
als. Through the U.S. refugee visa program,
individuals and their families who are har-
assed, oppressed, or have faced harassment
or oppression at home because of their race,
religion, nationality, public opinion, or so-
cial association can find relief in the U.S.
When a humanitarian crisis occurs, the U.S.
may also grant eligible individuals refugee
visas. Once in the country, federal resettle-
ment agencies help match refugees with
local communities that can help support
their needs; and

Whereas, The number of refugee visas
available is determined and set by the Presi-
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dent of the United States. In consultation
with the cabinet and the House and Senate
committees on the judiciary, the President
assesses all concerns of humanitarian and
national interest to determine the number of
visas that will be available for the upcoming
fiscal year; and

Whereas, The recent crisis in Syria and
Iraq has forced hundreds of thousands of
Iraqis, largely from religious minorities in
the region—many of which are Assyrians,
Chaldeans, Syriacs, and Yazidis—from their
hometowns that have been ransacked by the
Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant (ISIL).
Those displaced persons are unable to return
to their homes, and most do not have access
to resources needed to fulfill basic needs, in-
cluding food, water, and shelter. Moreover,
these refugees face constant fear of persecu-
tion due to nothing more than the faith they
claim, and their pronouncement of faith has
led to violence as explicit as crucifixions, be-
headings, and slavery. Minimal support has
been offered to many of the more than three
million Iraqis refugees, two million of which
were displaced last year alone, and those for-
tunate to remain in temporary shelters are
overburdening and overcrowding neighboring
nations and communities who stand on con-
stant guard for fear that they will be the
next target of ISIL. As this regional conflict
endures, the displacement and imminent mi-
gration and persecution of refugees will con-
tinue; and

Whereas, Displaced Iraqi refugees must be
offered relief from this regional instability
and granted entry into the United States.
Iraqi refugees have complemented our Amer-
ican society with a proven history of con-
tributing to the economic and social well-
being of this nation. In the Chaldean or
Catholic Iraqi community of Metro Detroit,
which 1is the largest concentration of
Chaldeans outside of Iraq, 61 percent of
households founded their own business, and
this network of businesses is indispensable
to the local economy. Moreover, organiza-
tions like the Chaldean Community Founda-
tion offer resources to bind and strengthen
the community as well as welcome and sup-
port refugees, in part by using community
businesses to invest in new members and en-
courage the advancement of the community;
and

Whereas, The current allotment of refugee
visas may not be adequate to accommodate
these individuals. When an unforeseen emer-
gency arises, the President has the flexi-
bility to issue emergency refugee visas for an
affected group if the remaining annual allot-
ment is insufficient to assist these displaced
individuals, and

Whereas, The Chaldean Church and its
bishop have garnered support for this request
and driven a body of people able and willing
to sustain and support the incoming refu-
gees. The community stands ready to assist
persecuted Iraqis and victims of war rebuild
their lives in the U.S.: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives,
That we urge the President of the United
States to allow an additional 25,000 refugee
visas for displaced Iraqis, being the Assyr-
ians, Chaldeans, Syriacs, and Yazidis dis-
placed because of their faith; and be it fur-
ther

Resolved, That we urge that these refugees
be given preference for placement in the
state of Michigan; and be it further

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be
transmitted to the President of the United
States, the President of the United States
Senate, the Speaker of the United States
House of Representatives, and the members
of the Michigan congressional delegation.
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EXECUTIVE REPORT OF
COMMITTEE

The following executive report of a
nomination was submitted:

By Mr. VITTER for the Committee on
Small Business and Entrepreneurship.

*Douglas J. Kramer, of Kansas, to be Dep-
uty Administrator of the Small Business Ad-
ministration.

*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.

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. JOHNSON:

S. 1522. A Dbill to amend title 5, United
States Code, to provide a pathway for tem-
porary seasonal employees in Federal land
management agencies to compete for vacant
permanent positions under internal merit
promotion procedures, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs.

By Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for himself and
Mr. VITTER):

S. 15623. A bill to amend the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act to reauthorize the Na-
tional Estuary Program, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Environment and
Public Works.

By Mr. BLUNT (for himself, Mr. NEL-
SON, Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr. MORAN,
Mr. WARNER, Mr. ROBERTS, Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR, Mr. ISAKSON, Ms. BALDWIN,
and Mr. BURR):

S. 1524. A bill to enable concrete masonry
products manufacturers to establish, fi-
nance, and carry out a coordinated program
of research, education, and promotion to im-
prove, maintain, and develop markets for
concrete masonry products; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

By Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mr.
CORNYN):

S. 1525. A bill to block any action from
being taken to finalize or give effect to a cer-
tain proposed rule governing the Federal
child support enforcement program; to the
Committee on Finance.

By Mr. PORTMAN (for himself and Ms.
HIRONO):

S. 1526. A bill to amend title 10 and title 41,
United States Code, to improve the manner
in which Federal contracts for construction
and design services are awarded, to prohibit
the use of reverse auctions for design and
construction services procurements, to
amend title 31 and 41, United States Code, to
improve the payment protections available
to construction contractors, subcontractors,
and suppliers for work performed, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs.

By Mr. PERDUE (for himself and Mr.
KAINE):

S. 1627. A bill to enable more responsible
and efficient spending on Department of
State activities and foreign operations; to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.
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SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND
SENATE RESOLUTIONS

The following concurrent resolutions
and Senate resolutions were read, and
referred (or acted upon), as indicated:

By Mr. GARDNER (for himself and Mr.
CARDIN):

S. Res. 194. A resolution welcoming the
President of the Republic of Korea on her of-
ficial visit to the United States and cele-
brating the United States-Republic of Korea
relationship, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

——

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S. 134
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the
names of the Senator from Colorado
(Mr. BENNET) and the Senator from
Montana (Mr. TESTER) were added as
cosponsors of S. 134, a bill to amend the
Controlled Substances Act to exclude
industrial hemp from the definition of
marihuana, and for other purposes.
S. 270
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the
name of the Senator from Washington
(Mrs. MURRAY) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 270, a bill to amend title 38,
United States Code, to revise the defi-
nition of spouse for purposes of vet-
erans benefits in recognition of new
State definitions of spouse, and for
other purposes.
S. 275
At the request of Mr. ISAKSON, the
name of the Senator from Minnesota
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 275, a bill to amend title
XVIII of the Social Security Act to
provide for the coverage of home as a
site of care for infusion therapy under
the Medicare program.
S. 313
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the
names of the Senator from Maine (Mr.
KIiNG) and the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
PORTMAN) were added as cosponsors of
S. 313, a bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to add physical
therapists to the list of providers al-
lowed to utilize locum tenens arrange-
ments under Medicare.
S. 315
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the
name of the Senator from Vermont
(Mr. LEAHY) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 315, a bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to allow a credit
against income tax for the purchase of
hearing aids.
S. 330
At the request of Mr. HELLER, the
names of the Senator from Mississippi
(Mr. COCHRAN) and the Senator from
Florida (Mr. NELSON) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 330, a bill to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to make
permanent the special rule for con-
tributions of qualified conservation
contributions, and for other purposes.
S. 403
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the
name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. HOEVEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 403, a bill to revise the au-
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thorized route of the North Country
National Scenic Trail in northeastern
Minnesota and to extend the trail into
Vermont to connect with the Appa-
lachian National Scenic Trail, and for
other purposes.
S. 429
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the
name of the Senator from Missouri
(Mr. BLUNT) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 429, a bill to amend title XIX of
the Social Security Act to provide a
standard definition of therapeutic fos-
ter care services in Medicaid.
S. 471
At the request of Mr. HELLER, the
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
BROWN) was added as a cosponsor of S.
471, a bill to improve the provision of
health care for women veterans by the
Department of Veterans Affairs, and
for other purposes.
S. 491
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the
name of the Senator from Rhode Island
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 491, a bill to lift the trade
embargo on Cuba.
S. 599
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the
name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. MANCHIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 599, a bill to extend and
expand the Medicaid emergency psy-
chiatric demonstration project.
S. 626
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the
name of the Senator from Michigan
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 626, 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. 638
At the request of Mr. FLAKE, the
name of the Senator from Alabama
(Mr. SESSIONS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 638, a bill to amend the Clean
Air Act with respect to exceptional
event demonstrations, and for other
purposes.
S. 640
At the request of Mr. FLAKE, the
name of the Senator from Alabama
(Mr. SESSIONS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 640, a bill to amend the Clean
Air Act to delay the review and revi-
sion of the national ambient air qual-
ity standards for ozone.
S. 677
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr.
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 677, a bill to prohibit the application
of certain restrictive eligibility re-
quirements to foreign nongovern-
mental organizations with respect to
the provision of assistance under part I
of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961.
S. 697
At the request of Mr. UDALL, the
name of the Senator from Pennsyl-
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vania (Mr. TOOMEY) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 697, a bill to amend the
Toxic Substances Control Act to reau-
thorize and modernize that Act, and for
other purposes.
s. 1
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the
name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr.
SULLIVAN) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 711, a bill to amend section 520J of
the Public Service Health Act to au-
thorize grants for mental health first
aid training programs.
S. M3
At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the
name of the Senator from California
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 713, a bill to prevent
international violence against women,
and for other purposes.
S. 857
At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the
names of the Senator from Illinois (Mr.
KIRK) and the Senator from Delaware
(Mr. CARPER) were added as cosponsors
of S. 857, a bill to amend title XVIII of
the Social Security Act to provide for
coverage under the Medicare program
of an initial comprehensive care plan
for Medicare beneficiaries newly diag-
nosed with Alzheimer’s disease and re-
lated dementias, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 861
At the request of Mr. CARPER, the
name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr.
WARNER) was added as a cosponsor of S.
861, a bill to amend titles XVIII and
XIX of the Social Security Act to curb
waste, fraud, and abuse in the Medicare
and Medicaid programs.
S. 911
At the request of Mr. CASEY, the
name of the Senator from Minnesota
(Mr. FRANKEN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 911, a bill to direct the Admin-
istrator of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration to issue an order with re-
spect to secondary cockpit barriers,
and for other purposes.
S. 925
At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the
name of the Senator from Delaware
(Mr. CooNs) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 925, a bill to require the Secretary
of the Treasury to convene a panel of
citizens to make a recommendation to
the Secretary regarding the likeness of
a woman on the twenty dollar bill, and
for other purposes.
S. 993
At the request of Mr. FRANKEN, the
name of the Senator from Colorado
(Mr. GARDNER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 993, a bill to increase public
safety by facilitating collaboration
among the criminal justice, juvenile
justice, veterans treatment services,
mental health treatment, and sub-
stance abuse systems.
S. 1000
At the request of Mr. RISCH, the
name of the Senator from New Mexico
(Mr. UDpALL) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1000, a bill to strengthen resources
for entrepreneurs by improving the
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SCORE program, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 1013

At the request of Mr. COCHRAN, the
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr.
KIRK) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1013, a bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide for cov-
erage and payment for complex reha-
bilitation technology items under the
Medicare program, and for other pur-
poses.

At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the
name of the Senator from Delaware
(Mr. CooNs) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1013, supra.

S. 1049

At the request of Ms. HEITKAMP, the
name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr.
WARNER) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1049, a bill to allow the financing by
United States persons of sales of agri-
cultural commodities to Cuba.

S. 1110

At the request of Mr. ENzI, the name
of the Senator from Montana (Mr.
TESTER) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1110, a bill to direct the Secretary of
Agriculture to publish in the Federal
Register a strategy to significantly in-
crease the role of volunteers and part-
ners in National Forest System trail
maintenance, and for other purposes.

S. 1140

At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the
name of the Senator from Louisiana
(Mr. CASSIDY) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1140, a bill to require the Sec-
retary of the Army and the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection
Agency to propose a regulation revis-
ing the definition of the term ‘‘waters
of the United States’, and for other
purposes.

S. 1170

At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the
name of the Senator from New Jersey
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1170, a bill to amend title 39,
United States Code, to extend the au-
thority of the United States Postal
Service to issue a semipostal to raise
funds for breast cancer research, and
for other purposes.

S. 1318

At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name
of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
PORTMAN) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 1378, a bill to strengthen employee

cost savings suggestions programs
within the Federal Government.
S. 1382

At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND,
the name of the Senator from New Jer-
sey (Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1382, a bill to prohibit dis-
crimination in adoption or foster care
placements based on the sexual ori-
entation, gender identity, or marital
status of any prospective adoptive or
foster parent, or the sexual orientation
or gender identity of the child in-
volved.

S. 1504

At the request of Mr. MURPHY, the

names of the Senator from Massachu-
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setts (Ms. WARREN) and the Senator
from Connecticut (Mr. BLUMENTHAL)
were added as cosponsors of S. 1504, a
bill to prohibit employers from requir-
ing low-wage employees to enter into
covenants not to compete, to require
employers to notify potential employ-
ees of any requirement to enter into a
covenant not to compete, and for other
purposes.
S. 1512

At the request of Mr. CASEY, the
names of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
BROWN), the Senator from New York
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) and the Senator
from Minnesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR) were
added as cosponsors of S. 1512, a bill to
eliminate discrimination and promote
women’s health and economic security
by ensuring reasonable workplace ac-
commodations for workers whose abil-
ity to perform the functions of a job
are limited by pregnancy, childbirth,
or related medical condition.

S. 1518

At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the
name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Ms. AYOTTE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1513, a bill to reauthorize
the Second Chance Act of 2007.

S. RES. 193

At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL,
the names of the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. MURPHY), the Senator
from New Mexico (Mr. HEINRICH) and
the Senator from Michigan (Ms. STABE-
NOow) were added as cosponsors of S.
Res. 193, a resolution celebrating the
50th anniversary of the historic Gris-
wold v. Connecticut decision of the Su-
preme Court of the United States and
expressing the sense of the Senate that
the case was an important step forward
in helping ensure that all people of the
United States are able to use contra-
ceptives to plan pregnancies and have
healthier babies.

AMENDMENT NO. 1528

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the
names of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. ScoTT), the Senator from
South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM) and the
Senator from Oregon (Mr. MERKLEY)
were added as cosponsors of amend-
ment No. 1528 intended to be proposed
to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2016 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of
Defense, for military construction, and
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 1535

At the request of Mr. INHOFE, the
name of the Senator from Delaware
(Mr. CARPER) was added as a cosponsor
of amendment No. 1535 intended to be
proposed to H.R. 1735, a bill to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016
for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes.
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AMENDMENT NO. 1539

At the request of Mr. McCAIN, the
name of the Senator from Mississippi
(Mr. WICKER) was added as a cosponsor
of amendment No. 1539 proposed to
H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military
activities of the Department of De-
fense, for military construction, and
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 1549

At the request of Mrs. ERNST, the
name of the Senator from Colorado
(Mr. GARDNER) was added as a cospon-
sor of amendment No. 1549 intended to
be proposed to H.R. 1735, a bill to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year
2016 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of
the Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 1550

At the request of Mrs. SHAHEEN, the
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms.
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 1550 intended to be pro-
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 1556

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the
name of the Senator from Rhode Island
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 1556 in-
tended to be proposed to H.R. 1735, a
bill to authorize appropriations for fis-
cal year 2016 for military activities of
the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense ac-
tivities of the Department of Energy,
to prescribe military personnel
strengths for such fiscal year, and for
other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 1557

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the
name of the Senator from Iowa (Mr.
GRASSLEY) was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 1557 intended to be pro-
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 1558

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the
name of the Senator from Iowa (Mr.
GRASSLEY) was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 1558 intended to be pro-
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
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and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 1559
At the request of Mr. REED, his name
was added as a cosponsor of amend-
ment No. 1559 proposed to H.R. 1735, a
bill to authorize appropriations for fis-
cal year 2016 for military activities of
the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense ac-
tivities of the Department of Energy,
to prescribe military personnel
strengths for such fiscal year, and for
other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 1572

At the request of Mr. SULLIVAN, the
name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms.
HIrRONO) was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 1572 intended to be pro-
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 1574

At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the
name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. GRAHAM) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 1574 in-
tended to be proposed to H.R. 1735, a
bill to authorize appropriations for fis-
cal year 2016 for military activities of
the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense ac-
tivities of the Department of Energy,
to prescribe military personnel
strengths for such fiscal year, and for
other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 1607

At the request of Mr. JOHNSON, the
names of the Senator from Texas (Mr.
CRrUZ) the Senator from Idaho (Mr.
RIScH) and Senator from Oklahoma
(Mr. INHOFE) were added as cosponsors
of amendment No. 1607 intended to be
proposed to H.R. 1735, a bill to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016
for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes.

AMENDMENT NO. 1628

At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the
names of the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL), the Senator from
Mississippi (Mr. WICKER), Senator from
Nebraska (Mrs. FISCHER), the Senator
from Oklahoma (Mr. INHOFE) and the
Senator from Kansas (Mr. ROBERTS)
were added as a cosponsor of amend-
ment No. 1628 intended to be proposed
to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2016 for mili-
tary activities of the Department of
Defense, for military construction, and
for defense activities of the Depart-
ment of Energy, to prescribe military
personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.
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AMENDMENT NO. 1643
At the request of Mr. McCAIN, the
name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr.
FLAKE) was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 1643 intended to be pro-
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 1650
At the request of Mr. SCHATZ, the
name of the Senator from Wisconsin
(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon-
sor of amendment No. 1650 intended to
be proposed to H.R. 1735, a bill to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year
2016 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of
the Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 1658
At the request of Mr. McCAIN, the
names of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mrs. CAPITO) the Senator from
Connecticut (Mr. BLUMENTHAL) and the
Senator from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.
ToOOMEY) were added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 1658 intended to be pro-
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 1665
At the request of Mr. KIRK, the
names of the Senator from Illinois (Mr.
DURBIN) and the Senator from Iowa
(Mr. GRASSLEY) were added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 1665 in-
tended to be proposed to H.R. 1735, a
bill to authorize appropriations for fis-
cal year 2016 for military activities of
the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense ac-
tivities of the Department of Energy,
to prescribe military personnel
strengths for such fiscal year, and for
other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 1687
At the request of Mr. LEE, the name
of the Senator from Wyoming (Mr.
BARRASSO0) was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 1687 intended to be pro-
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 1691
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the
names of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) and the Senator
from Maryland (Ms. MIKULSKI) were
added as a cosponsor of amendment No.
1691 intended to be proposed to H.R.
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1735, a bill to authorize appropriations
for fiscal year 2016 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.
AMENDMENT NO. 1692
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr.
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 1692 intended to be pro-
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 1703
At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the
name of the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co-
sponsor of amendment No. 1703 in-
tended to be proposed to H.R. 1735, a
bill to authorize appropriations for fis-
cal year 2016 for military activities of
the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense ac-
tivities of the Department of Energy,
to prescribe military personnel
strengths for such fiscal year, and for
other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 1710
At the request of Mr. KIRK, the name
of the Senator from Florida (Mr.
RUBIO) was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 1710 intended to be pro-
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 1720
At the request of Mr. FLAKE, the
name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr.
McCAIN) was added as a cosponsor of
amendment No. 1720 intended to be pro-
posed to H.R. 1735, a bill to authorize
appropriations for fiscal year 2016 for
military activities of the Department
of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the De-
partment of Energy, to prescribe mili-
tary personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 1744
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the
name of the Senator from California
(Mrs. BOXER) was added as a cosponsor
of amendment No. 1744 intended to be
proposed to H.R. 1735, a bill to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2016
for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, for military construc-
tion, and for defense activities of the
Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 1747
At the request of Mr. CASEY, the
names of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) and the Senator
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from California (Mrs. BOXER) were
added as cosponsors of amendment No.
1747 intended to be proposed to H.R.
1735, a bill to authorize appropriations
for fiscal year 2016 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.
AMENDMENT NO. 1772

At the request of Ms. WARREN, the
name of the Senator from Michigan
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon-
sor of amendment No. 1772 intended to
be proposed to H.R. 1735, a bill to au-
thorize appropriations for fiscal year
2016 for military activities of the De-
partment of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of
the Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such
fiscal year, and for other purposes.

——

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 194—WEL-
COMING THE PRESIDENT OF THE
REPUBLIC OF KOREA ON HER
OFFICIAL VISIT TO THE UNITED
STATES AND CELEBRATING THE
UNITED STATES-REPUBLIC OF
KOREA RELATIONSHIP, AND FOR
OTHER PURPOSES

Mr. GARDNER (for himself and Mr.
CARDIN) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations:

S. RES. 194

Whereas the Government and people of the
United States and the Republic of Korea
share a comprehensive alliance, a dynamic
partnership, and a personal friendship rooted
in the common values of freedom, democ-
racy, and a free market economy;

Whereas the alliance between the United
States and the Republic of Korea is a
linchpin of regional stability in Asia, includ-
ing against the threats posed by the regime
in Pyongyang;

Whereas cooperation between our nations
spans across the security, diplomatic, eco-
nomic, energy, and cultural spheres;

Whereas the relationship between the peo-
ple of the United States and the Republic of
Korea stretches back to Korea’s Chosun Dy-
nasty, when the United States and Korea es-
tablished diplomatic relations under the 1882
Treaty of Peace, Amity, Commerce, and
Navigation;

Whereas the United States-Republic of
Korea alliance was forged in blood, with cas-
ualties of the United States during the Ko-
rean War of 54,246 dead (of whom 33,739 were
battle deaths) and more than 103,284 wound-
ed, and casualties of the Republic of Korea of
over 50,000 soldiers dead and over 10,000
wounded;

Whereas the Korean War Veterans Rec-
ognition Act (Public Law 111-41) was enacted
on July 27, 2009, and President Barack
Obama issued a proclamation to designate
the date as the National Korean War Vet-
erans Armistice Day and called upon Ameri-
cans to display flags at half-staff in memory
of the Korean War veterans;

Whereas the Republic of Korea has stood
shoulder-to-shoulder alongside the United
States in all 4 major engagements the United
States has faced since World War II—the
Vietnam War, the Persian Gulf War, in Af-
ghanistan, and in Iraq;
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Whereas, since the 1953 Mutual Defense
Treaty, to which the Senate gave its advice
and consent to ratification on January 26,
1954, United States military personnel have
maintained a continuous presence on the Ko-
rean Peninsula, and currently there are ap-
proximately 28,500 United States troops sta-
tioned in the Republic of Korea;

Whereas, in January 2014, the TUnited
States and the Republic of Korea success-
fully concluded negotiations for a new five-
year Special Measures Agreement (SMA), es-
tablishing the framework for Republic of
Korea contributions to offset the costs asso-
ciated with the stationing of United States
Forces Korea (USFK) on the Korean Penin-
sula;

Whereas the United States Government
supports mutual efforts by the Republic of
Korea and Japan to overcome the past and
work together to contribute to peace, secu-
rity, and economic prosperity in the Asia-
Pacific region;

Whereas the Governments and people of
the United States and the Republic of Korea
share a deep commitment to addressing the
continued suffering of the people of the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea due
to the human rights abuses and repression of
the regime in Pyongyang;

Whereas, on March 15, 2012, The United
States-Republic of Korea Free Trade Agree-
ment entered into force, which both sides
have committed to fully implement, and the
Republic of Korea is the United States’
sixth-largest trade partner, with TUnited
States goods and exports to Korea reaching a
record level of $44,500,000,000 in 2014, up over
7 percent compared to 2013;

Whereas, on May 7, 2013, the United States
and the Republic of Korea signed a Joint
Declaration in Commemoration of the 60th
Anniversary of the Alliance Between the Re-
public of Korea and the United States;

Whereas, on May 8, 2013, Her Excellency
Park Geun-hye, the President of the Repub-
lic of Korea, addressed a Joint Session of
Congress;

Whereas the United States Government
notes the address delivered by President
Park Geun-hye in Dresden, Germany, on
March 28, 2014, and recognizes her efforts to
promote peace, stability, and cooperation in
Northeast Asia;

Whereas there are deep cultural and per-
sonal ties between the peoples of the United
States and the Republic of Korea, as exem-
plified by the large flow of visitors and ex-
changes each year between the two coun-
tries, including Korean students studying in
United States colleges and universities;

Whereas Korean-Americans have made in-
valuable contributions to our nation’s secu-
rity, prosperity, and diversity;

Whereas, from June 14-17, 2015, President
Park Geun-hye will visit Washington for a
second official visit to the United States
since her election as President; and

Whereas the United States Government
looks forward to continuing to deepen our
enduring partnership with the Republic of
Korea on security, economic, cultural issues,
as well as embracing new opportunities for
cooperation on emerging regional and global

challenges: Now, therefore, be it
Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) welcomes Her Excellency Park Geun-
hye, the President of the Republic of Korea,
on her official visit to the United States;

(2) reaffirms the importance of the alliance
between the United States and the Republic
of Korea, as enshrined in the Mutual Defense
Treaty of 1953, that is vital to peace and se-
curity in Northeast Asia, and welcomes op-
portunities to strengthen security ties, in-
cluding on space, cyber, and missile defense;
and

(3) encourages the United States Govern-
ment and the Government of the Republic of
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Korea to continue to broaden and deepen the
alliance by enhancing cooperation in the se-
curity, economic, scientific, health, and cul-
tural spheres.

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 1795. Mr. SCHUMER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN
to the bill H.R. 1735, to authorize appropria-
tions for fiscal year 2016 for military activi-
ties of the Department of Defense, for mili-
tary construction, and for defense activities
of the Department of Energy, to prescribe
military personnel strengths for such fiscal
year, and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1796. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill
HR. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1797. Ms. HIRONO (for herself and Mr.
WYDEN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro-
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1798. Mrs. BOXER (for herself, Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI, Mr. MURPHY, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Ms.
BALDWIN, and Mrs. MURRAY) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1799. Mrs. BOXER (for herself, Mr.
GRASSLEY, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. MARKEY, and
Mrs. GILLIBRAND) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed to amendment SA
1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R.
1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1800. Mr. REID submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1801. Mr. JOHNSON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1802. Mr. JOHNSON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1803. Mr. JOHNSON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1804. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1805. Mr. SESSIONS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1806. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1807. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1808. Ms. AYOTTE submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.
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SA 1809. Mr. DAINES submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1810. Mr. HATCH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1811. Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mr.
INHOFE) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro-
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1812. Mr. BROWN (for himself and Mr.
TILLIS) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed to amendment SA 1463 proposed
by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1813. Mr. BROWN (for himself and Mr.
TILLIS) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed to amendment SA 1463 proposed
by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1814. Mr. BROWN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1815. Mr. BROWN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1816. Mr. BROWN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1817. Mr. BROWN (for himself and Mr.
DURBIN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro-
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1818. Mr. BROWN (for himself and Mr.
DURBIN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro-
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1819. Mr. BROWN (for himself and Mr.
DURBIN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro-
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1820. Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself
and Mr. MURPHY) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed to amendment SA
1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R.
1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1821. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1822. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bill
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1823. Mr. SANDERS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1824. Mr. SANDERS submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1825. Mrs. FISCHER (for herself and Mr.
BOOKER) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 1735,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1826. Mr. COTTON submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill
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H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1827. Mr. REED (for himself and Mr.
MCCAIN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro-
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1828. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1829. Mr. WYDEN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1830. Mr. WYDEN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1831. Mr. WYDEN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1832. Ms. BALDWIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1833. Ms. BALDWIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1834. Mr. BURR (for himself and Mrs.
BOXER) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed to amendment SA 1463 proposed
by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1835. Ms. AYOTTE submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1836. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1837. Mr. CORNYN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1838. Mr. REID submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill
H.R. 1735, supra; which was ordered to lie on
the table.

SA 1839. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself and Mr.
PERDUE) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro-
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1840. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself and Mr.
PERDUE) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro-
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1841. Mr. PERDUE (for himself and Mr.
COTTON) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro-
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1842. Mr. PERDUE submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1843. Mrs. FEINSTEIN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1844. Mr. BENNET (for himself and Mr.
PORTMAN) submitted an amendment intended
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to be proposed to the bill H.R. 1735, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1845. Mr. WARNER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1846. Mr. WARNER submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1847. Mr. JOHNSON submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1848. Mr. WICKER (for himself and Ms.
HIRONO) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed to amendment SA 1463 pro-
posed by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1849. Mr. BURR (for himself and Mr.
TILLIS) submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed to amendment SA 1463 proposed
by Mr. McCAIN to the bill H.R. 1735, supra;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1850. Mr. PORTMAN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. McCAIN
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1851. Mrs. MCCASKILL submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN
to the bill H.R. 1735, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 1852. Mr. UDALL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment
SA 1463 proposed by Mr. MCCAIN to the bi