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But this isn’t a new issue for this ad-

ministration. I wrote to then-Secretary 
Napolitano in 2011 and asked her to in-
tervene in Cook County, IL, another 
sanctuary jurisdiction. I wrote to her 
again, along with then-Attorney Gen-
eral Holder, about sanctuary cities in 
January of 2012. They failed to do any-
thing at the time. In fact, since then, 
administration officials have made it 
clear that detainers did not have to be 
honored. 

The man charged with the murder of 
Kate Steinle told officials that he 
sought refuge and moved to San Fran-
cisco precisely because of its sanctuary 
policy. 

This is a tipping point, however. 
There are many other victims we need 
to remember. 

That is why, as chairman of the Judi-
ciary Committee, I plan to hold a hear-
ing on the President’s immigration 
policies and the tragic effect they are 
having on Americans. I have invited 
the head of U.S. Immigration and Cus-
toms Enforcement as well as the Direc-
tor of U.S. Citizenship and Immigra-
tion Services to testify. Before they 
testify, I plan to have relatives of vic-
tims present to tell Congress how their 
loved ones and how their lives have 
been forever changed because of crimi-
nal aliens. This hearing will take place 
next Tuesday. 

This is far too important an issue to 
go unresolved. The heartbreaking 
death of Kate Steinle at the hands of a 
criminal alien in the country illegally 
underscores the need for swift and deci-
sive action to prevent further tragedies 
of this nature. 

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. 
Mrs. MURRAY. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

f 

EVERY CHILD ACHIEVES ACT OF 
2015 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of S. 1177, which 
the clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1177) to reauthorize the Elemen-
tary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to 
ensure that every child achieves. 

Pending: 
Alexander/Murray amendment No. 2089, in 

the nature of a substitute. 
Murray (for Peters) amendment No. 2095 

(to amendment No. 2089), to allow local edu-
cational agencies to use parent and family 

engagement funds for financial literacy ac-
tivities. 

Murray (for Warren/Gardner) amendment 
No. 2120 (to amendment No. 2089), to amend 
section 1111(d) of the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act of 1965 regarding the 
cross-tabulation of student data. 

Alexander (for Kirk) amendment No. 2161 
(to amendment No. 2089), to ensure that 
States measure and report on indicators of 
student access to critical educational re-
sources and identify disparities in such re-
sources. 

Alexander (for Scott) amendment No. 2132 
(to amendment No. 2089), to expand oppor-
tunity by allowing Title I funds to follow 
low-income children. 

Alexander (for Hatch/Markey) amendment 
No. 2080 (to amendment No. 2089), to estab-
lish a committee on student privacy policy. 

Murray (for Franken) amendment No. 2093 
(to amendment No. 2089), to end discrimina-
tion based on actual or perceived sexual ori-
entation or gender identity in public schools. 

Murray (for Kaine) amendment No. 2118 (to 
amendment No. 2089), to amend the State ac-
countability system under section 1113(b)(3) 
regarding the measures used to ensure that 
students are ready to enter postsecondary 
education or the workforce without the need 
for postsecondary remediation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Washington. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Madam President, I 
believe that providing all of our stu-
dents with a quality education is one of 
our most important national priorities. 
The workforce in the years to come 
will depend on today’s students being 
able to create and take on the jobs of 
tomorrow, and providing students with 
the chance to learn, grow, and thrive 
will help our country continue to com-
pete and lead in the 21st-century global 
economy. 

Today we are continuing our work on 
the Senate floor to make sure all of our 
students have access to a quality edu-
cation by working to fix the badly bro-
ken No Child Left Behind law. I thank 
Chairman ALEXANDER, the senior Sen-
ator from Tennessee, for working with 
me on this bipartisan bill. He has been 
a great partner throughout this proc-
ess. The bipartisan bill, the Every 
Child Achieves Act, is a good step in 
the right direction. It gives our States 
more flexibility while also including 
Federal guardrails to make sure all 
students have access to a quality pub-
lic education. But I want to work, of 
course, to continue to improve and 
strengthen this bill throughout this 
process on the Senate floor. I want to 
make sure struggling schools get the 
resources they need. I want to make 
sure all of our kids, especially our most 
vulnerable students, are able to suc-
ceed in the classroom. 

Finishing this process and getting a 
bill signed into law isn’t going to be 
easy. Nothing in Congress ever is. But 
students and parents and teachers in 
communities across our country—in-
cluding in my home State of Wash-
ington—are looking to Congress to fix 
this broken law. We cannot let them 
down. We need to work across the aisle 
to provide a quality education for all 
students, regardless of where they live 
or how they learn or how much money 
their parents make. 

So I look forward to continuing to 
work with Chairman ALEXANDER as we 
move this through the Senate floor and 
to conference—and I think he agrees 
with me—and, hopefully, to the Presi-
dent to get it signed into law. I see the 
chairman is here. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Tennessee. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Madam President, 

I do agree with the Senator on our 
goal. We had a good week last week. 
We had a large number of amendments 
that were agreed to, a number were 
adopted in addition to ones we had in 
committee. We need to finish this 
week. We need Senators to do what 
members of the committee did, which 
is to pursue a result exercising some 
restraint. If we all insist on everything 
we have a right to insist on, nothing 
would ever happen. 

As Senator MURRAY said, teachers, 
Governors, school boards, and parents 
are expecting us to get this job done. 
We can do it. The House did its part 
last week. We can finish our work this 
week. Put it together and then she is 
correct, we want a result, not just a po-
litical speech, which means we need to 
have the President’s signature in the 
end. So we have a bipartisan process. 
We are 7 years overdue. This is a bill 
everybody in the country who cares 
about education wants us to act on. We 
have had a remarkable consensus on 
what we need to do. 

Basically, what we are saying is that 
we want to keep the important meas-
urements of student achievement so 
parents and teachers and communities 
can know how children are doing, how 
schools are doing, whether anyone is 
being left behind, but we want to re-
store to States and local school boards 
and communities and classroom teach-
ers the responsibility for deciding what 
to do about the results of those tests 
and make sure they are appropriate 
and make sure there are not too many 
tests. 

We believe that is the real way to im-
prove teaching, to improve schools, and 
to have real accountability. So we have 
taken lots of different opinions and we 
have put them together in a bill. I was 
thinking over the weekend, having a 
bill on elementary and secondary edu-
cation is like going to a football game 
at the University of Tennessee. There 
are 100,000 people in the stands, and 
they all are experts on football, wheth-
er it is Iowa or Washington or Ten-
nessee. 

Well, we are all experts—and so are 
most of our citizens experts on edu-
cation—but we need to have a con-
sensus here. We are close to one. I 
thank Senator MURRAY and the major-
ity leader and the Democratic leader 
for creating an environment in which 
we so far have been able to succeed. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Madam 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. 
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Mr. DAINES. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

NUCLEAR AGREEMENT WITH IRAN 
Mr. DAINES. Madam President, as 

we speak, negotiations are ongoing be-
tween Iran and the P5+1 countries re-
garding one of the greatest threats to 
global security today; that is, a poten-
tially nuclear-capable Iran. If both 
sides reach a final negotiated agree-
ment, this body will have to consider 
whether the agreement truly prevents 
Iran from becoming a nuclear state or 
whether it paves the way for the lead-
ing state sponsor of terror to obtain a 
nuclear weapon. 

Agreeing to a bad deal would pose a 
serious threat to the national security 
of the United States, to Israel, and our 
other allies. We cannot take this deci-
sion lightly. We should not base our 
votes on the legacy of the President. 
We will be dealing with the con-
sequences of this potential agreement 
long after President Obama leaves of-
fice. 

There are specific terms of any final 
agreement that are vital to preventing 
Iran’s nuclear weapons capability. One- 
hundred percent certainty is impos-
sible in matters of intelligence, par-
ticularly with a regime like Iran’s that 
has a history of being less than forth-
right about its nuclear program. In 
fact, on June 21, the Iranian Par-
liament voted to bar inspectors from 
military sites. As they were passing 
this resolution to bar inspectors from 
military sites, they were chanting 
‘‘Death to America.’’ 

Let’s not forget that Iran is the lead-
ing state sponsor of terrorism in the 
world. It is critical that the Inter-
national Atomic Energy Agency be 
able to conduct extensive inspections 
at all military facilities, including un-
announced inspections, to ensure that 
Iran is upholding its commitments. 

A final deal must ensure that we 
have verifiable evidence that Iran is 
complying with the terms of the agree-
ment before lifting sanctions. A final 
deal must permit international inspec-
tion to occur anytime, anywhere. A 
final deal must require Iran to disclose 
and dismantle its nuclear infrastruc-
ture, its uranium stockpile, and all 
other aspects of its nuclear program as 
specified in six—let me repeat—six 
U.N. Security Council resolutions. 

A final deal must ensure Iranians 
never get a nuclear weapon. If Iran 
does violate these terms, the deal must 
guarantee that strong sanctions go 
back into place immediately. It took 
years to get in place the sanctions we 
have today. It was largely because of 
these sanctions that Iran was forced to 
come to the negotiating table. The 
sanctions are working. I would also 
like to address the notion that we ei-
ther come to a deal or we resort to 
military action. This is a false choice. 
In fact, accepting a bad deal now will 
make military action more likely down 

the road. A bad deal will provide Iran 
with an influx of cash to continue 
sponsoring terrorism around the world, 
while failing to prevent them from ul-
timately obtaining a nuclear weapon 
when this deal expires. 

Like so many Montanans I have 
heard from, I truly hope negotiations 
are successful. However, I am con-
cerned the that based on the frame-
work agreement that we have seen so 
far, the final agreement will ulti-
mately fail to safeguard our national 
security and prevent a nuclear-armed 
Iran. No deal is better than a bad deal. 
If the final agreement the President 
presents falls short of the requirements 
I have talked about today, I will not 
support it. 

Over the past month, we have now 
blown through four deadlines. It is 
starting to look like Groundhog Day in 
Vienna. 

SAFE KIDS ACT 
Madam President, on a separate note, 

this past week the Senate began debat-
ing legislation about our Nation’s edu-
cational system. In the same week, we 
learned more about a major data 
breach at the Office of Personnel Man-
agement, which put more than 21 mil-
lion American’s personnel information 
at risk. Those events and the policy de-
bates bring to light an issue that often 
does not gather a lot of information; 
that is, protecting our student’s per-
sonal information and data in the dig-
ital age. 

As a father of four, this issue is par-
ticularly personal to me. To date, 
countless schools across the United 
States utilize electronic records to up-
date student information and transfer 
data from one school to another. But 
as the data is collected, it is important 
students’ privacy is maintained and 
that the data is being stored safely and 
securely. In 2014, a working group was 
formed to address the issue of student 
data privacy. This group produced the 
Student Data Privacy Pledge, which 
intended to set self-imposed principles 
to ensure that information collected 
from students is kept both secure as 
well as private. 

This week, I will be introducing leg-
islation called the SAFE KIDS Act, 
that builds on these ideas by empow-
ering the Federal Trade Commission to 
oversee and enforce the collection, 
storage, and usage of covered informa-
tion. This bill will put important re-
forms in place to protect students pri-
vacy, to establish greater security and 
transparency measures, and to encour-
age innovation among education tech-
nology providers, and better ensure ac-
countability in keeping our students’ 
information safe. 

As someone who spent more than 12 
years in the technology sector, I am 
excited to see technology being used in 
innovative ways in our schools. As a fa-
ther of four, I also want to ensure that 
there are proper safeguards in place to 
protect our kids’ personal data in an 
increasingly data-driven world. 

I also want to thank Senator 
BLUMENTHAL for joining me this week 

to introduce this important legislation 
to protect students’ personal informa-
tion and for his continued work on this 
issue. With that in mind, I will yield 
the floor so we can hear more from 
Senator BLUMENTHAL on this most im-
portant issue. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Madam Presi-
dent, I thank my colleague Senator 
DAINES for his extraordinarily valuable 
work on this bipartisan bill, which will 
help protect students, help safeguard 
the privacy of young people, which 
would be considered separately from 
the measure now before us, the Every 
Child Achieves Act, which will 
strengthen the Federal Government’s 
commitment to ensuring that every 
child has access to a high-quality edu-
cation. 

The bill Senator DAINES and I are of-
fering ensures that every child is pro-
tected during their education from 
invasive and intrusive sharing and sell-
ing of highly private information about 
their educational progress—all kinds of 
sensitive, personal data that are accu-
mulated and collected by school au-
thorities and the companies that con-
tract with them in the course of that 
child’s education. 

When a parent signs a take-home 
form permitting their children to use a 
learning application in math class, for 
example, they have no assurance right 
now—none—regarding what informa-
tion the app company will collect or 
how the app company will protect that 
information. That kind of very per-
sonal, identifiable, confidential infor-
mation is inadequately protected in 
many school systems around the coun-
try. If that app company fails to pro-
tect the personal information of the 
student and their family, it could be 
stolen by hackers. It could be breached. 
We have seen how Federal files have 
been breached on a scale that none of 
us would ever have imagined—sup-
posedly protected information—and we 
are talking about companies leaving 
vulnerable children’s information po-
tentially on the same scale—millions 
of children being at risk of their data 
being breached and stolen by hackers. 
But we are also talking about that in-
formation being bought and sold, ex-
changed by companies. The current 
protections against that commercial 
exploitation are inadequate. Children 
and their parents and their families de-
serve better protection of their pri-
vacy. 

It is a big business. It is a huge and 
burgeoning business for those compa-
nies. They may serve a very worth-
while purpose for many of those chil-
dren and for many school authorities 
who need someone to organize and 
apply software to the raw information 
that is collected in test scores or other 
kinds of educational data. But it is not 
data that belongs to the companies; it 
belongs to the student and the school 
authorities, and it ought to be pro-
tected not only because of who owns it 
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but because of whom it belongs to. It 
belongs to students as a matter of mo-
rality, not just legality. 

We are introducing student digital 
privacy legislation, the SAFE KIDS 
Act. This week Senator DAINES and I 
will introduce it to establish strong 
and vital protections that will give 
parents the peace of mind they need 
and deserve. Our bill would prohibit 
companies from reselling student 
data—something corporations should 
never profit from doing. The SAFE 
KIDS Act would also prohibit compa-
nies from using student data, including 
a personal profile of a student, for any 
targeted advertising. This kind of mar-
keting goes on in our society. 

Our legislation also requires compa-
nies that hold student data to enact ro-
bust protections, such as proper 
encryption of that data, which will pre-
vent the theft of personal information. 

Under our bill, parents are empow-
ered to access their children’s informa-
tion, request corrections of any erro-
neous information, and request dele-
tion of certain student data. 

Our bill charges the FTC with the re-
sponsibility to implement and enforce 
the SAFE KIDS Act, and it enables 
States to enact stronger, more de-
manding protections if they choose to 
do so. It establishes a floor, not a ceil-
ing. It does not preempt stronger meas-
ures if States choose to move forward. 

This measure is in no way incompat-
ible with the provision and amendment 
on which we will vote tonight that 
deals with another aspect of this issue 
in establishing a commission. I support 
that amendment. The commission 
would issue recommendations on a 
number of specific topics, such as pre-
venting targeted advertising, limiting 
data retention, and providing parents 
with complete information. Those 
issues are complex, and they need the 
kinds of studies and research the com-
mission would provide. And the results 
of that commission would help to in-
form the FTC regulations that would 
be issued under the SAFE KIDS Act 
that Senator DAINES and I are intro-
ducing this week. 

I look forward to supporting the 
Hatch-Markey amendment, voting for 
it, and I urge my colleagues to support 
it and the SAFE KIDS Act because 
they enable a comprehensive approach 
to student privacy. 

Make no mistake—this data is in 
danger and so is the privacy of our stu-
dents. In a world that has become enor-
mously invasive and intrusive and 
where personal information is so much 
at risk, our students, children, and 
their families deserve this protection. I 
urge my colleagues to support it. 

BACKGROUND CHECKS AND GUN VIOLENCE 
Madam President, I wish to talk for 

just a moment about the disclosure 
last week that Dylan Roof, the alleged 
killer of nine innocent people in 
Charleston, SC, was able to buy guns 
without first passing a background 
check. The reason, very simply, was 
the default-to-proceed loophole in the 

law, which allows—but does not re-
quire—firearms retailers to proceed 
with a gun sale after 3 days if an appli-
cant’s background check is still pend-
ing. 

Undoubtedly, more facts will come to 
light. Certain facts are unknown now 
as we speak, but the FBI acknowledges 
that a completed background check 
would have uncovered Dylan Roof’s 
prior arrest on a drug charge and his 
drug addiction. Those discoveries 
would have barred him from pur-
chasing the .45-caliber handgun he used 
to take nine lives in that unspeakable, 
horrific tragedy. 

In effect, Dylan Roof’s exploitation 
of this loophole is not an anomaly. In 
the last 5 years, the default to proceed 
loophole has led firearms retailers to 
proceed with 15,729 gun sales to prohib-
ited persons—people who were deemed 
ineligible to purchase a firearm once 
their background checks were com-
pleted. In effect, those 15,729 people 
were able to circumvent the law be-
cause of that loophole that enabled 
them to do so on a default to proceed 
after 3 days. 

After that default-to-proceed loop-
hole is exploited, the Bureau of Alco-
hol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives 
then has the difficult, dangerous, and 
often impossible job to retrieve the 
firearms that are sold. In fact, it is 
often impossible to even expect that 
they can once those firearms are sold 
without proper recordkeeping or any 
recordkeeping. We make that job hard-
er every day by underfunding and 
hamstringing the work of the ATF in 
our appropriations bills. That creates 
that impossible task for them. 

Responsible gun retailers can act 
today. The law allows retailers to de-
cide whether to permit gun sales to 
proceed after that 3-day default period 
has elapsed. They have a duty to en-
sure that their products do not get into 
the hands of dangerous individuals. 
They have that moral duty. They have 
that social responsibility. 

In 2008, Walmart, which is the Na-
tion’s largest gun store, agreed not to 
transfer firearms without a back-
ground check even if the 3 days have 
passed without it. The short-term in-
convenience to retailers is minimal. In 
the vast majority of cases, a back-
ground check is completed within min-
utes and the retailer knows whether 
they may proceed with the sale. 

After the horror visited on the Eman-
uel AME Church in Charleston, no re-
sponsible gun retailer should give the 
benefit of the doubt and hand over a 
gun without a definitive completion of 
that background check. 

Over the weekend, my colleague Sen-
ator MURPHY and I urged the Senate 
Judiciary Committee to immediately 
review this failure in our background 
check system and potential remedies, 
lest this legislative body’s silence on 
the matter be taken as a consent on 
the repeated failures we have wit-
nessed. In the long run, this system 
must be made as effective and error 

proof as possible, and it should be ex-
tended to sales not covered now by the 
law. 

As Senator MURPHY and I and many 
of our colleagues in the Senate have 
urged consistently and repeatedly, the 
failure to adopt a comprehensive, uni-
versal background check system is in-
excusable, but we also have to make 
sure loopholes in the current law are 
eliminated, as the FBI and the Depart-
ment of Justice have recommended, by 
extending that 3-day time period and 
otherwise increasing the efficiency and 
effectiveness of the background check 
system. 

Senator MURPHY and I will be taking 
additional steps to try to make it more 
effective. Gun retailers can step up in 
the meantime to stop dangerous people 
from getting their hands on dangerous 
weapons and taking lives—innocent 
lives—as happened in Charleston. They 
can, very simply, stop selling guns to 
people who have not passed that back-
ground check even if the 3 days have 
expired, even if that default period has 
come and gone. They can do that on 
their own. 

I look forward to working with my 
colleagues, including continuing the 
great work Senator MURPHY and I have 
sought to do together in making Amer-
ica safer and better and improving our 
background check system and making 
sure commonsense, sensible gun vio-
lence prevention measures become the 
law of the land. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

PERDUE). The Senator from Maryland. 
Ms. MIKULSKI. Thank you very 

much. 
Mr. President, first, I compliment 

the Senator from Connecticut on his 
initial statement related to student 
privacy. I think it is an essential ele-
ment to clarify that privacy is meant 
to protect but not inadvertently in-
hibit our ability to give help to those 
who desperately need it. 

Certainly, I wish to associate myself 
with his remarks on doing something 
about the background check, the time-
ly response. I think the massacre at 
Emanuel AME Church deeply troubled 
the Nation, and the very least that can 
come out of this is not only the flag 
coming down and all that meant, but 
other barriers to safety should come 
down as well. I want the Senator from 
Connecticut to know that he has my 
admiration and my support. 

PROTECTING FEDERAL EMPLOYEES 
Mr. President, while we are waiting 

for the vote, in approximately 15 min-
utes, I know Senator KAINE will be 
coming to the floor to talk about an 
important postsecondary education re-
mediation reform, but I want to com-
ment on the 21 million Federal employ-
ees whose personnel records have been 
hacked by—it looks like—a foreign 
government. I am not going to go into 
the who and the attributing of who did 
the hacking, but I do want to say that, 
first of all, those Federal employees 
need to feel they have a government on 
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their side to now protect them. We 
should have protected them in the first 
place with the security of dot-gov and 
certainly our personnel records. 

Now, in addition to a bill I have in-
troduced and cosponsored with my col-
league from Maryland, Senator CARDIN, 
where we have put in additional credit 
protection, credit monitoring, and li-
ability protection, I have also sent a 
letter to the President today. 

The President of the United States is 
not only the Commander in Chief but 
he is the Chief Executive Officer of 
something called the U.S Government 
dot-gov, and therefore, OPM is his HR 
operation. With all due respect to our 
President, I have called upon him, on 
behalf of the 300,000 Federal employees 
and Federal retirees who I have in my 
State, that they take additional and 
immediate action to provide lifetime 
credit monitoring, lifetime credit pro-
tection and unlimited liability, and 
that we also get a new contractor. 

I know we want to get a new con-
tractor that does security checks, but I 
want a new contractor that is supposed 
to be answering the phone. I want a 
new contractor answering the phone 
and responding to my Federal employ-
ees, and I have conveyed that to the 
new Acting Director of OPM, Beth 
Cobert. I think she has a lot of skill 
and a lot of knowledge. I know she 
comes to the White House from the pri-
vate sector, McKinsey & Company, but 
I conveyed to her that it is outrageous 
what is happening to Federal employ-
ees. They try to call to get help to find 
out what has happened to them, and 
they are on the phone for 1 hour or 2 
hours, and when they finally make con-
tact, they get disconnected. 

These are our Federal employees, 
who we count on, many of whom to 
protect the Nation—many of whom to 
protect the Nation. Our cyber shield is 
down to protect them, and we are also 
not protecting them in terms of our re-
sponse to our cyber shield being down. 

Who are these Federal employees in 
Maryland? Well, first of all, they are 
people who work at the National Insti-
tutes of Health trying to find cures 
from dreaded diseases and all of the 
laboratory staff and so on who support 
them. Or they are over at FDA or they 
are over at Goddard Space Flight Cen-
ter helping to manage the Hubble tele-
scope. In addition to that, we have peo-
ple involved in and also who are direct 
hands-on with national security. 

Maryland is the home to many For-
eign Service officers. They not only 
have the information about their own 
Social Security numbers and their own 
health information but that of their 
spouses and their minor children. We 
are also the home to the National Se-
curity Agency. Most of the National 
Security Agency is made up of civilian 
DOD personnel with the highest of se-
curity clearances. 

So my feeling is we have to get in 
there really quickly to protect them. 
We have to also do something about 
this contractor—that he ups his game 

or we tell him up and out. Up your 
game or up and out. 

The third thing is the President real-
ly needs to convene an all-hands-on- 
deck on how we are going to protect 
dot-gov in this country. 

There will be more to say about this 
bill and so on, but I see Senator KAINE 
is now on the floor to discuss and 
present his postsecondary remediation 
amendment, so I yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Virginia. 

Mr. KAINE. Mr. President, I thank 
my colleague from Maryland, and I sec-
ond the comments she has made about 
the status of our employees who have 
been jeopardized. I am excited to work 
together on the legislation introduced 
last Friday to provide them some pro-
tection. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2118 
Mr. President, I do rise on behalf of 

an amendment that will be voted on 
within the next hour, Kaine amend-
ment No. 2118, which is a bipartisan 
amendment to the Every Child 
Achieves Act. It is an amendment to 
promote career readiness indicators 
and make sure our students, when they 
finish high school, are not just ready 
for college but they are ready for ca-
reers. 

This is part of a series of amend-
ments I have worked on in a bipartisan 
basis, some of which have been in-
cluded in the underlying bill and one of 
which was passed as a floor amendment 
last week. 

I thank the managers, Senators 
ALEXANDER and MURRAY, for working 
together to support this bipartisan 
amendment. We need to work to make 
sure we help all of our students grad-
uate from high school ready for post-
secondary education and the work-
force. 

Over the past 40 years, the percent-
age of jobs that require some form of 
postsecondary education has doubled 
from 29 percent to now nearly 60 per-
cent, but the education system hasn’t 
kept pace with the demand for a more 
highly educated and skilled workforce. 
More importantly, we need to define 
what that is—highly educated and 
skilled—to incorporate career and 
technical training, which, for a variety 
of reasons in the last generation or so, 
was sort of an undervalued part of the 
spectrum of American public edu-
cation. 

Within a very few years—by 2020, 
when our pages are now going to be out 
in the workforce—two-thirds of jobs 
will require at least some form of post-
secondary education. But projections 
demonstrate that as a nation we will 
fall short by nearly 5 million workers. 
We are already seeing these shortages 
and having to deal with them, for ex-
ample, through specialty visas. That is 
fine for the economy, but wouldn’t it 
be better if we could train those in 
school right now to be skilled in the 
areas where the jobs are needed? 

The career readiness amendment ad-
dresses this problem by encouraging— 

not requiring but encouraging—States 
to include in their accountability sys-
tems the types of indicators that dem-
onstrate students are ready for post-
secondary education and the work-
force. These indicators would include 
State-designed measures to integrate 
rigorous academics, work-based learn-
ing and career and technical education, 
or technical skill attainment and 
placement. That will be the core of this 
bill. 

By doing this, we send a strong mes-
sage to schools, businesses, parents, 
and students that it is critical to be 
prepared for the workforce of the 21st 
century regardless of postsecondary 
education plans. As I have talked to 
educators, counselors, and parents, 
they have often commented upon the 
degree to which career and technical 
training has sort of been downgraded 
and that students aren’t encouraged in 
that area, even though there are great 
professions to achieve in this area. 

Under the amendment, schools and 
districts would have an incentive to 
partner with businesses and industries 
to provide career pathways for stu-
dents. It is important for State ac-
countability systems. I say this as a 
Virginian who is very proud of the Vir-
ginia accountability system. It is cur-
rently kind of managed by my wife, 
who is the secretary of education in 
Virginia. But it is important for these 
systems to measure and reward schools 
for helping students earn industry-rec-
ognized credentials or earn credit for 
college while in high school. 

Just as an example, if you are a Vir-
ginia student and you take the Vir-
ginia Standards of Learning Test and 
you pass, that doesn’t necessarily 
mean anything in North Carolina, and 
much less Oregon. But if you are a Vir-
ginia high school student and you pass 
a Cisco Systems administrator exam, 
you can take that credential, move to 
Oregon and get a job tomorrow. These 
industry credentials are, in many 
ways, more known, more valued, and 
more portable than high school creden-
tials State by State. 

Schools across the country are pro-
viding this kind of important learning 
opportunity. Here are just two exam-
ples, and then I will conclude. In Alex-
andria, just across the Potomac, the 
Academy of Finance at T.C. Williams 
High School instructs students in 
money management skills, financial 
planning, and business development. 
Students complete a 3-year sequential 
program, start working at an on-site 
credit union in the school, and they get 
early college credit for that financial 
literacy. 

At the other end of the State—in 
southwest Virginia, in Vinton, near the 
city of Roanoke—William Byrd High 
School, after struggling during the 
1990s to prepare students for college 
and career, sought input from nearby 
businesses and implemented programs 
in engineering, communication, busi-
ness, and marketing to match local job 
needs. These partnerships are helpful 
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in helping students find jobs, and they 
have also engendered student interest 
in the curriculum. The school has a 90- 
percent graduation rate, and 83 percent 
of students go on to postsecondary edu-
cation. 

I want to thank Senators PORTMAN 
and BALDWIN—I think Senator 
PORTMAN was planning on speaking, 
and may still—for their involvement 
and working together with me on this 
particular amendment and on the Sen-
ate CTE Caucus. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bipartisan initiative, and again, I 
thank the bill managers for working 
together with us. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. HATCH. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 
CAPITO). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. HATCH. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent for 2 minutes to 
make a presentation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2080 

Mr. HATCH. Madam President, I rise 
in support of an amendment I have of-
fered along with my friend, the junior 
Senator from Massachusetts. This 
amendment advances an important pri-
ority: protecting student privacy in an 
era of vast data collection and tenuous 
security protections. 

Advances in education technology 
are revolutionizing the way students 
learn in today’s classroom. Going for-
ward, it is important to balance the 
need for innovation to allow students 
to take advantage of the new learning 
tools with the need to make sure chil-
dren’s private information is protected. 
We must also ensure continuing to im-
prove education through research, 
while not necessarily allowing re-
searchers and their employers access to 
sensitive data. 

To this end, our amendment sets up a 
commission to come back with rec-
ommendations for how to update our 
outdated Federal education privacy 
law. The commission’s membership 
consists of experts, parents, teachers, 
technology professionals, researchers, 
and State officials—a broad array of 
leaders capable of providing diverse 
perspectives on these issues. Within 270 
days, the commission is required to re-
port to Congress on the current mecha-
nisms for transparency, parental in-
volvement, research usage, and third- 
party vendor usage as well as provide 
recommendations on how to improve 
the law to better protect students. As 
we seek to identify the best ways of 
protecting student data, this commis-
sion will serve to outline some com-
monsense and effective options for re-
form that we ought to consider. 

This amendment has received sup-
port from a wide variety of organiza-
tions from Microsoft to the National 
PTA to the U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce, demonstrating how this is a 
commonsense, bipartisan idea that we 
can all support. I urge my colleagues to 
support this important innovation. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

COATS). Under the previous order, the 
question now occurs on agreeing to 
amendment No. 2080, offered by the 
Senator from Tennessee, Mr. ALEX-
ANDER, for Mr. HATCH. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 

are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT), the Senator 
from Texas (Mr. CRUZ), the Senator 
from South Carolina (Mr. GRAHAM), the 
Senator from Illinois (Mr. KIRK), the 
Senator from Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI), 
the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. PAUL), 
the Senator from Idaho (Mr. RISCH), 
the Senator from Florida (Mr. RUBIO), 
the Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
TOOMEY), and the Senator from Lou-
isiana (Mr. VITTER). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Florida (Mr. NELSON) is 
necessarily absent. 

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

The result was announced—yeas 89, 
nays 0, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 231 Leg.] 

YEAS—89 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Baldwin 
Barrasso 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Boozman 
Boxer 
Brown 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cassidy 
Coats 
Cochran 
Collins 
Coons 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Daines 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Ernst 

Feinstein 
Fischer 
Flake 
Franken 
Gardner 
Gillibrand 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Lankford 
Leahy 
Lee 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCain 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 

Moran 
Murphy 
Murray 
Perdue 
Peters 
Portman 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Sanders 
Sasse 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott 
Sessions 
Shaheen 
Shelby 
Stabenow 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Thune 
Tillis 
Udall 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—11 

Blunt 
Cruz 
Graham 
Kirk 

Murkowski 
Nelson 
Paul 
Risch 

Rubio 
Toomey 
Vitter 

The amendment (No. 2080) was agreed 
to. 

AMENDMENT NO. 2118 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the question occurs 
on agreeing to amendment No. 2118, of-
fered by the Senator from Washington, 
Mrs. MURRAY, for Mr. KAINE. 

The amendment (No. 2118) was agreed 
to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, 
there has been some conversation on 
the floor. We are working out the order 
of proceeding. 

I ask unanimous consent that Sen-
ator WICKER and Senator SHAHEEN be 
recognized first for a colloquy, followed 
by remarks by Senator BROWN, fol-
lowed by remarks by myself, followed 
by remarks by Senator BALDWIN. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Reserving the 
right to object, I ask the Presiding Of-
ficer, are we in morning business? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, we 
are still on the bill. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I have no objec-
tion. 

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

The Senator from Mississippi. 
Mr. WICKER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that Senator SHA-
HEEN and I be allowed to enter into a 
colloquy concerning the 20th anniver-
sary of the Srebrenica massacre. 

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

20TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE SREBRENICA 
MASSACRE 

Mr. WICKER. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to join my colleague from New 
Hampshire today to speak about a 
moving and important commemoration 
that she and I attended over the week-
end. We were part of the U.S. delega-
tion led by former President Bill Clin-
ton that traveled to Bosnia and 
Herzegovina to remember the victims 
of the Srebrenica massacre 20 years 
ago. We were honored to be joined in 
this delegation by Representative 
PETER KING from New York, and I 
think it is significant that former Sec-
retary of State Madeleine Albright was 
part of that delegation. 

On July 11, 1995, more than 8,000 
Bosniak Muslim men and boys were 
brutalized and murdered by Serbian 
forces that overran a United Nations 
safe haven during the Bosnian war. It 
was the worst massacre on European 
soil since the horrors of World War II. 

Today, Senator SHAHEEN and I wear 
green and white flowers on our lapels. 
These flowers were crocheted by 
Srebrenica mothers and widows in re-
membrance of the lives that were lost 
20 years ago. The white is said to sym-
bolize innocence, and the green rep-
resents hope. It is said to be significant 
that the center is green because hope 
remains central to the country’s future 
and to the region’s future. 

Two decades provide us with a help-
ful benchmark for reflecting on the 
progress that has been made and on the 
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progress that needs to be made. The 
decades have certainly not erased the 
deep scars left by the atrocities at 
Srebrenica, but the hurt continues to 
heal. 

International courts have recognized 
the massacre as a genocide, and a num-
ber of the perpetrators have been im-
prisoned. Peace is now present in the 
Western Balkans and we need to do 
what we can to help maintain this 
peace. The Bosnian and Herzegovinian 
leadership is now applying for member-
ship in the European Union. We wish 
them well in making the progress that 
will be necessary to attain this status. 

Tough decisions still need to be made 
by the leadership, by the Presidency of 
Bosnia and Herzegovina with regard to 
governance, corruption, and combating 
extremes. There is still way too much 
rhetoric that centers on ethnicity and 
continues to divide Bosnians rather 
than unite them. But we can celebrate 
the fact that this region is no longer 
home to the suffering and violence that 
predated the historic Dayton Accords, 
and we can celebrate the contribution 
and achievement of the Americans in 
reaching the Dayton Accords and in 
getting us to where we are now with 
two decades of peace. 

I know that these views are shared by 
my colleague from New Hampshire. At 
this point, perhaps she would like to 
join in this colloquy. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I 
would like to join Senator WICKER from 
Mississippi in talking about what we 
saw and heard when we were in Bosnia. 

Unfortunately, the story that came 
out about that inspiring commemora-
tion was about the attack by some of 
the Bosniaks who were attending on 
the Serbian Prime Minister, 
Aleksandar Vucic, who had attended 
the ceremony. 

But the larger story was one of rec-
onciliation. The Bosniak mayor of 
Srebrenica, Camil Durakovic, con-
demned the attackers, and he was 
joined by the Tripartite Presidents in 
condemning the attackers. After the 
attack, the Serbian Prime Minister 
said that it should not distract atten-
tion from the innocent victims of 
Srebrenica. He said that his ‘‘arms of 
reconciliation remain stretched to-
wards the Bosniaks.’’ Fortunately, we 
heard the same from the mayor of 
Srebrenica, who actually had invited 
the Prime Minister. 

I am very proud of Mayor Durakovic 
because he is actually a Bosnian-Amer-
ican whose family fled from Srebrenica 
in July of 1995, and they settled in New 
Hampshire. He went to high school 
there, and he got a degree from South-
ern New Hampshire University. He re-
turned to Srebrenica in 2005 and was 
elected mayor in 2012. 

Aside from that isolated, unfortunate 
incident with the Prime Minister, the 
ceremony was a solemn tribute and re-
membrance to the victims of 
Srebrenica. There was a spirit of unity 
and harmony. The theme again and 
again was of reconciliation. 

As my colleague points out, it is par-
ticularly important for us to continue 
to support this reconciliation, for us to 
continue to support Bosnia and 
Herzegovina and their efforts to con-
tinue to look west to join the EU. 
Across many centuries, the Balkans 
has been a flashpoint for conflicts that 
have spread to the rest of Europe and 
the entire world. In fact, 101 years ago 
next month, World War I began with 
the assassination of Archduke Ferdi-
nand right in Sarajevo. We walked by 
the block where he was assassinated. 

As we have seen most recently in 
Greece and as we are seeing in the Bal-
kans and in other countries in Eastern 
Europe, the Russians are quick to ex-
ploit any trouble in the southeast cor-
ner of Europe in order to spread their 
influence and destabilize the West. 
Wouldn’t my colleague agree that it is 
important for us in the United States 
to join the EU in supporting the 
Bosniaks, the Serbs, the Croatians, the 
Muslims, the Orthodox Christians, and 
the Roman Catholics so that they can 
come together and show the world that 
we really can create a multi-ethnic, 
multi-sectarian state that can serve as 
a model for the Middle East and for 
countries around the world? 

Mr. WICKER. Mr. President, I do 
agree. I would contrast the magnani-
mous statements of the Tripresidency 
and the gesture of the Serbian Presi-
dent in attending with the dis-
appointing actions of the Russian lead-
ership, under the leadership of Presi-
dent Putin, in actually vetoing a Secu-
rity Council resolution simply to com-
memorate the 20th anniversary as a 
genocide. Russia refused to accept a 
well-established fact, confirmed by 
international courts such as the Inter-
national Court of Justice, such as the 
International Criminal Tribunal for 
the former Yugoslavia. They vetoed— 
they were the only vote against it, but 
it acted as a veto—thus keeping the 
United Nations officially from going on 
record as saying this was a genocide 
and that these acts should be con-
demned. Such defiance is a disservice 
not only to the victims at Srebrenica 
but also to relations in the area going 
forward. I would just contrast that 
with the very brave step on the part of 
the Serbian President, coming to 
Srebrenica and being part of the com-
memorative ceremony. 

I will tell my colleagues that former 
President Clinton spoke on behalf of 
this Republican and spoke on behalf of 
Democrats alike, making a very in-
structive and constructive address at 
the occasion, specifically commending 
the Serbian President. 

I would say, with regard to the rock 
throwing incident and what the Presi-
dent of Serbia actually did, his glasses 
were broken, and he and members of 
his delegation were brought to their 
knees. I would say that if the 50 or so 
people who threw those rocks had 
heard the remarks inside the cere-
mony, perhaps they would not have felt 
so bitter as to throw those rocks. I 

know there are wounds that need to be 
healed. But I think the conciliatory 
words inside, if they had been broad-
cast to the entire crowd, would have 
perhaps caused that incident, which 
got all the publicity, not to happen. 

This was about 50 people causing a 
disturbance in a crowd of, I would say, 
about 5,000 people gathered outside. It 
was a very important ceremony—actu-
ally, a funeral, you might say. 

So I would have to just say that the 
Russian leadership really should be 
ashamed of standing in the way of 
international recognition of this geno-
cide. They thought they were doing 
their Serbian neighbors a favor, but, on 
the other hand, the Serbian President 
stepped forward in a very brave way to 
create unity in this region, and I think 
my colleague would agree with that. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Absolutely, and I 
know Senator WICKER shared my grati-
tude as we walked through the streets 
of Sarajevo and as we met people in 
Srebrenica for the appreciation they 
showed the United States for our ac-
tions in helping to end that awful war 
in Bosnia and for our actions in sup-
porting Bosnia as they try to look 
westward and as they try to keep their 
country moving forward, addressing 
the corruption and the democracy 
issues they face. I think it is in our in-
terest as Americans to support those 
efforts to help them, as they continue 
to move their country forward, in 
every way we can. 

Mr. WICKER. The Senator from New 
Hampshire is exactly right. It is in the 
United States’ interest that we care 
about the Balkans, that we care about 
Bosnia and Herzegovina. We owe it to 
the U.S. troops who were deployed 
there in 1995 and later, who kept the 
peace and made it work. There is no 
country on the face of the Earth that 
could have done that but the United 
States of America. We owe it to the 
memory of the leadership, not only of 
President Clinton, who basically 
hosted the Dayton Accords in the 
United States of America, but also Re-
publicans such as Speaker Gingrich. It 
was Gingrich and Clinton who joined 
together and convinced this govern-
ment to support the Dayton Agreement 
and support the necessary deployment 
to make sure this worked. 

As the Senator pointed out, we owe it 
to history going forward to remember 
that World War I broke out in Sara-
jevo, that the events leading up to 
World War II largely occurred in the 
Balkans, and to do what we can in the 
interest of U.S. citizens to say that 
this will not again be a flashpoint for 
conflict in Europe and conflict inter-
nationally. 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. I know the Senator 
shares my views that we owe it to the 
victims of Srebrenica. I look forward 
to continuing to work with Senator 
WICKER to do everything we can to sup-
port the efforts in Bosnia and 
Herzegovina. 

Mr. WICKER. I look forward to work-
ing on a bipartisan basis to make sure 
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that this peace holds, to make sure 
that progress is made on the ethnic 
issues—that we give Bosnians and 
Herzegovinians every reason to con-
tinue to want to embrace Europe and 
to embrace the United States and to 
embrace fairness and anticorruption 
and all the work that it is going to 
take there. 

I appreciate the delegation. I appre-
ciate Secretary Albright. I appreciate 
President Clinton leading the delega-
tion. And I appreciate the indulgence 
of our fellow Senators in hearing this 
colloquy. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Ohio. 
AMERICAN WORKERS AND OVERTIME PAY 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, too 
many Americans are still struggling in 
today’s economy. Despite comments by 
some candidates for President, Ameri-
cans work hard but still have trouble 
getting by. We know that Americans 
on average are working longer hours 
than workers in almost every other 
rich country in the world—signifi-
cantly longer hours. Simply, they are 
not getting the pay they have earned 
and the compensation and the lifestyle 
to which they aspire and have worked 
so hard toward. 

For many workers, it feels as though 
the harder and longer they work, the 
less they have to show for it. And they 
are not imagining things. Since the 
1970s, middle class wages have been 
stagnant while the number of hours 
spent on the job has gone up. In short, 
Americans are working more for less. 

The middle class has shrunk in every 
State in this country. The Pew Re-
search Center studies show that the 
share of adults in middle-income 
households has fallen from 61 percent 
in 1970 to 51 percent in 2013. In Ohio the 
share of families that are middle class 
is now below 50 percent. We need to do 
more to build on-ramps for middle- 
class hard-working Americans instead 
of saying that Americans are not work-
ing hard enough, instead of asking 
workers to do more and more for less 
money. 

It is not uncommon today for sala-
ried workers—salaried workers, not 
millionaire salaried workers but lower 
income and middle-income salaried 
workers—to work 50-, 60-, 70-hour 
weeks without getting a cent in over-
time. When workers put in extra time, 
it should be reflected in their pay-
checks. Right now a number of employ-
ers are gaming the system to avoid 
paying overtime, and American work-
ers are losing wages as a result. 

It is past time for overtime hours to 
mean overtime pay again. That is why 
my colleagues and I sent a letter to the 
President earlier this year urging the 
administration to restore the strength 
of overtime payrolls. Forty years ago, 
we as a nation decided that most work-
ers, whether they were paid hourly or a 
salary, should receive overtime pay 
when working more than 40 hours a 
week, but the teeth in that law have 

been eroded. The strength of that law, 
the power of that law, and the effec-
tiveness of that law have been eroded 
over the past 40 years. 

In 1975, 65 percent of all salaried 
workers were covered by overtime pay 
rules. Currently, just 8 percent of sala-
ried workers are covered. That could be 
a night manager in a fast food res-
taurant making $30,000 a year classified 
as management—classified because 
that person is salaried—and asked to 
work more than 40 hours and still only 
making $30,000 a year. So 40 years ago, 
65 percent of salaried workers would 
have been paid time and a half for 
those extra hours beyond 40 for that 
night manager, but today they don’t 
get paid over time. They may work 50 
hours, they may work 60 hours, but 
they simply are not compensated for it. 

The salary threshold of $23,600 a year 
has remained static for decades be-
cause it hasn’t been indexed for infla-
tion. So in 1975, somebody making 
$23,000 a year was paid overtime for be-
yond 40 hours. Today someone making 
$23,000 a year isn’t. If they are making 
$30,000 or $40,000, they aren’t paid over-
time. So we see what has happened. 
The salary threshold was put in place 
to exempt highly paid executives, but 
because it hasn’t increased in 40 
years—they didn’t build an inflation 
number into it or a cost of living ad-
justment—instead of hitting CEOs and 
lawyers who shouldn’t get paid over-
time in hours excess of 40, workers 
earning as little as $455 a week now go 
without overtime pay just because 
they are salaried and just because they 
are called management. It allows em-
ployers the opportunity to put some-
body on salary, work them many more 
hours, and then fail to compensate 
them. 

The current threshold is now so low 
that it is below the poverty line for a 
family of four. So a salaried worker 
making a few dollars below the poverty 
line and working 50 or 60 hours doesn’t 
get paid overtime. That is actually 
what has happened. The American pub-
lic is starting to understand this, and 
that is why so many people are calling 
on the President to do this. 

Overtime pay should be available to 
everyone who puts in the extra time— 
not just those earning a poverty level 
wage. That is why I applaud the De-
partment of Labor’s proposed rule that 
would strengthen overtime standards 
and take them back—not quite even as 
good, but we are pretty satisfied with 
this—to the 1975 level. The new rule 
will more than double the salary 
threshold for earning overtime pay 
from $23,000 annually to $50,000. That 
would mean that 40 percent of salaried 
workers are now eligible for overtime. 
In my State, as a result of this rule, 
160,000 Ohioans would get a raise, as 
would 5 million Americans in States 
such as Oklahoma, Rhode Island, Wis-
consin, and all over this country. 

This means more money in the pock-
ets of American workers. The rule pro-
poses lengthening the threshold to the 

40th percentile of income for full-time 
salaried workers instead of setting a 
raw number. This means that the 
strength of the rule is less likely to 
erode over time. Not only will this rule 
help families make ends meet, it also 
boosts consumer spending, creates jobs, 
and bolsters the American economy. 

Just like raising the minimum wage, 
when more money is put in the pocket 
of somebody making $8 an hour or $9 
an hour or when you put more money 
in the pocket of a midlevel manager 
making $30,000 a year in a fast-food res-
taurant—if you put more money in 
their pocket—they are going to spend 
that money. They are not going to in-
vest that money in a Swiss bank ac-
count. They are going to spend that 
money in the community, buy more 
groceries, go into the hardware stores 
and do more to fix up their houses and 
do more to generate economic activity 
and create jobs for our economy. 

But there is still more we need to do 
to support American workers. This is 
an important step toward building our 
middle class. There is still more we 
need to do to support American work-
ers. We need to give hourly workers a 
raise by raising the minimum wage. 
The legislation a number of us on the 
floor have worked on, the Raise the 
Wage Act, would increase the min-
imum wage incrementally to $12 an 
hour by 2020, giving a raise to 1 million 
Ohioans, 28 million people across the 
country—1 million Ohioans. 

Tipped workers shouldn’t have to 
struggle to get by. They deserve to 
earn a living wage to help put food on 
the table. Lots of people in this body 
are unaware, as some Americans are. 
People here should be more aware of it, 
but people here tend not to know peo-
ple that work in diners. People who 
work in diners as waitresses and wait-
ers in diners can be paid as little as 
$2.13 an hour. The minimum wage for 
working in a diner in a so-called tipped 
wage or for the people who push wheel-
chairs in airports or in some case for 
many other kinds of jobs is $2.13 an 
hour. It is not $7.25, which is the min-
imum wage for everyone else. That is 
why we need to move on raising the 
minimum wage, on bringing the tipped 
wage up to at least 70 percent of the 
minimum wage. 

Workers will be happier and they will 
be more productive when they are 
healthy, when they are making decent 
salaries, making a little bit better 
wages. Americans also deserve a day 
off when they get sick. Forty-three 
million Americans—2 million in my 
State—have no paid sick leave at all. 
They are faced with impossible choices. 
Do they stay home to care for a sick 
child or go to work so they can put 
food on the table? 

Workers are happier and more pro-
ductive when they are healthy. Guar-
anteeing paid sick leave would save 
precious health care resources, it 
would give employers safe and stable 
workplaces, and it would give families 
peace of mind. It would mean that 
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workers are not going to work when 
they are sick, infecting other workers 
and affecting productivity and profits 
at that business. That is why we should 
pass the Healthy Family Act. Overtime 
is important. Minimum wage is impor-
tant. The Healthy Family Act for sick 
leave days is important. All are steps 
that we need to support hard-working 
American families. 

We know what has happened in the 
economy the last 10 years. We know 
the wealthiest 5 percent are doing bet-
ter and better and better. Profits are 
up for companies. Executives are mak-
ing bigger and bigger bonuses. But 
working class, lower-middle-class 
workers are simply not getting ahead 
or even able to tread water to stay 
even, for that matter. The minimum 
wage will help, paying overtime will 
help, and the Healthy Family Act will 
help. 

The Toledo Blade put it well last 
week: ‘‘America’s widening income gap 
isn’t an inescapable outcome of the 
free market, but a political choice that 
can be mitigated with intelligent pub-
lic policies.’’ 

This is a political choice. We have 
seen this body and the body on the 
other side of the Capitol continue to 
give more tax cuts for the wealthiest 
Americans. We won’t invest in infra-
structure, we won’t invest in working 
families, we won’t help raise wages, we 
won’t help with overtime, and we won’t 
help with workers who just need a few 
sick days off, as people in bodies such 
as this typically have. 

I urge the Department of Labor to fi-
nalize their strong overtime proposal 
as quickly as possible. It will make a 
huge difference in the lives of millions 
of Americans. 

With that, I yield back. 
20TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE NORMALIZATION OF 

DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS BETWEEN THE UNITED 
STATES AND VIETNAM 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 

am here to recognize a historic mile-
stone: the 20th anniversary of the nor-
malization of diplomatic relations be-
tween the United States and Vietnam. 
This occasion has some personal sig-
nificance for me and my family. My fa-
ther served as Deputy Ambassador to 
Vietnam; in effect, the chief operating 
officer of that conflict. I lived with him 
in that country for several months dur-
ing the Vietnam war. If he were alive 
today, he would be proud of the work 
both countries have done to reconcile 
our past. 

It took immense courage on both 
sides to look beyond the scars of that 
war and envision a future in which our 
two countries could become partners 
and friends. No one embodies this cour-
age more than our friend JOHN MCCAIN, 
who played a major role in establishing 
diplomatic relations between our two 
countries, and Secretary of State John 
Kerry, then a Senator, who was his 
Democratic partner. 

Given Senator MCCAIN’s experience 
as a prisoner in Vietnam, his subse-
quent efforts to strengthen the peace 

and forgiveness between our two Na-
tions are an enduring inspiration, the 
power of which I was privileged to see 
firsthand when I traveled with Senator 
MCCAIN to Hanoi in 2012 and 2014. 

Senator MCCAIN said 20 years ago, ‘‘I 
believe it is my duty to encourage this 
country to build from the losses and 
the hopes of our tragic war in Vietnam 
a better peace for both the American 
and the Vietnamese people.’’ 

Today, the American and the Viet-
namese people can be proud of the 
progress made to forge a lasting peace 
and friendship. Two years ago, Presi-
dent Obama and Vietnamese President 
Truong Tan Sang launched the U.S.- 
Vietnam Comprehensive Partnership, 
opening a new phase of bilateral rela-
tions between our nations based on mu-
tual respect and common interests. I 
met recently with Nguyen Phu Trong, 
the General Secretary of the Central 
Committee of the Communist Party of 
Vietnam to discuss our shared inter-
ests and opportunities for closer col-
laboration on a range of issues, includ-
ing regional stability, economic co-
operation, and the lingering human 
and environmental consequences of 
that war. 

I had the honor of meeting with Gen-
eral Secretary Trong while traveling to 
Vietnam with Senator MCCAIN last 
summer. I am pleased he has made this 
historic visit to the United States. I 
am hopeful Vietnam will bring our in-
terests and values into closer align-
ment, particularly on human rights, 
the rights of civil society, trans-
parency, and good governance issues. 

To that end, I look forward to work-
ing together to achieve closer ties. As 
the United States and Vietnam con-
tinue to deepen our relationship, we 
should continue to address the legacies 
of that war, particularly the health ef-
fects and environmental contamina-
tion associated with Agent Orange and 
other herbicides. Here at home, we 
take our commitment to caring for our 
veterans very seriously. Although the 
war has ended, many American vet-
erans and their families still battle a 
range of health problems and serious 
diseases associated with their service 
in Vietnam. 

We must ensure that veterans get the 
care they need to combat the long- 
term health problems related to expo-
sure to Agent Orange. Those contami-
nation and health problems are also se-
rious in Vietnam. I am grateful for 
Senator LEAHY’s leadership on the Ap-
propriations Committee, which has en-
abled the United States to pursue re-
mediation projects to clean up the 
dioxin contamination at Da Nang 
International Airport and other hot 
spots and to support related health and 
disability programs. 

I urge all of us that we continue to 
support these initiatives which 
strengthen our bilateral relationship. 
Considerable work remains. According 
to initial assessments of Bien Hoa Air 
Base, the contamination there is more 
severe and cleanup is expected to be 

more complex and costly than at Da 
Nang. In addition, health-related prob-
lems and disabilities persist in areas 
sprayed with Agent Orange or other-
wise contaminated by dioxin. 

In 2008, actor, advocate, and long- 
time friend Dick Hughes brought this 
issue closely to my attention and he 
has shared with me compelling stories 
about Vietnamese families who have 
been affected by diseases and disabil-
ities related to Agent Orange exposure. 
Some of the suffering ascribed to Agent 
Orange has been harrowing and heart-
breaking. Dick has years of experience 
working on humanitarian issues in 
Vietnam and is a compelling witness to 
that suffering. 

We first met when I was a teenager in 
Saigon and Dick had established a pro-
gram called the Shoeshine Boys 
Project, to care for homeless children 
who had been orphaned or left alone 
during the war. He brought them to-
gether and sent them on the streets 
with shoeshine boxes as a way of mak-
ing a living and finding something they 
could do and provided them care and a 
home when they came home at night-
fall. 

Over 8 years, that project helped 
thousands of children in cities all 
across Vietnam. Dick attributes the 
success of that project to close partner-
ships forged with local communities 
and the project’s management by Viet-
namese citizens. When Dick returned 
to the United States, he continued to 
advocate for postwar humanitarian 
causes and he started a foundation to 
raise awareness about the effects of 
Agent Orange on the Vietnamese popu-
lation. Dick remains a trusted friend 
and tireless advocate to the Viet-
namese people. 

As our two countries work together 
on a new and more engaged future, we 
should expand our efforts to improve 
the health and well-being of the Viet-
namese people. We can learn from 
Dick’s experience about the power of 
partnership and the value of local lead-
ership, and together we can continue to 
repair the damage—physical, psycho-
logical, and political—of the path we 
share. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Wisconsin. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2093 

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. President, I rise 
to speak in support of the Student 
Non-Discrimination Act, which Sen-
ator FRANKEN is offering as an amend-
ment to the Every Child Achieves Act. 
The Student Non-Discrimination Act 
would help protect our students from 
bullying, harassment, and discrimina-
tion. I am a proud cosponsor of this 
amendment and hopeful the Senate 
will agree to this amendment this 
week. 

As we consider the Every Child 
Achieves Act, as we did in committee 
back in April, and as we have discussed 
it on the floor over the last week, I 
have been guided by a core principle: 
that this law should ensure that every 
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child, regardless of his or her back-
ground, regardless of his or her fam-
ily’s income, has access to the opportu-
nities provided by a great education, a 
high-quality education. 

Now, part of providing that oppor-
tunity is ensuring that every student is 
able to come to school and succeed in 
an environment that is safe, sup-
portive, and free from discrimination. 
While the Every Child Achieves Act 
helps advance opportunity for students 
in numerous ways, it falls short in ad-
dressing a significant problem limiting 
the achievement of some of our most 
vulnerable students. 

Unfortunately, there are still far too 
many stories of harassment, of bul-
lying, and of discrimination against 
lesbian, gay, bisexual, and transgender 
students at the hands of their peers but 
also, sadly, sometimes at the hands of 
their teachers or administrators as 
well. There remains no Federal law 
that explicitly protects these students 
and provides them and their families 
with recourse when they face bullying 
and harassment that limits their edu-
cational opportunities. 

No student can achieve if he cannot 
feel safe at school. No student will 
excel if she spends each day in fear of 
just being herself. I hear from so many 
students in my State about the need 
for us to stand up against bullying. For 
example, a young woman in Madison 
wrote to me, and I quote from her let-
ter: 

[A]s a student myself, I hear the words 
‘‘gay’’, ‘‘faggot, ‘‘queer’’ and others get 
tossed around . . . daily, and I do what I can 
to deter these words from being used in nega-
tive ways by others, but one voice can’t 
make much of a difference. . . . I’m asking 
you to help raise awareness in schools any-
way that you can. 

I would tell this young woman in 
Madison that her voice speaking out on 
this matter can make a difference. An-
other young woman from Kimberly, 
WI, contacted me about her friend who 
committed suicide after suffering bul-
lying. She wrote: 

He made everyone else come alive and be 
the better people that they were inside. But 
he killed himself because he thought he had 
no way out of the pain, no way to make 
those kids stop, other than to make sure he 
was not living anymore. 

Across the country, lesbian, gay, bi-
sexual, and transgender or LGBT youth 
experience bullying harassment at 
school more frequently than their non- 
LGBT peers. According to a national 
survey by the Gay, Lesbian & Straight 
Education Network, in the past year, 
nearly three-quarters of students were 
verbally harassed and more than 16 
percent were physically assaulted be-
cause of their sexual orientation. 

More than 60 percent of students who 
reported an incident of harassment 
said that school staff did nothing in re-
sponse. It is unsurprising, then, that 
nearly one-third of students reported 
missing school at least once in the last 
month because they did not feel safe. I 
believe we must fix this immediately. 
That is why I support including Sen-

ator FRANKEN’s Student Non-Discrimi-
nation Act as an amendment to the 
Every Child Achieves Act currently 
being debated before the Senate. Sen-
ator FRANKEN’s amendment would pro-
vide real and strong protections for 
LGBT students in public, elementary, 
and secondary schools. It would also 
provide recourse through the Depart-
ment of Education and, if necessary, in 
the courts to help students vindicate 
their rights. 

This amendment is closely modeled 
on existing Federal education protec-
tions, which have helped ensure that 
students have remedies when they face 
unfair treatment based on race, eth-
nicity, sex, and disability. LGBT stu-
dents are just as deserving of the op-
portunity to succeed in the school en-
vironment that is supportive and nur-
turing rather than discriminatory and 
unwelcoming. 

If we are truly to ensure through this 
legislation that every child achieves, 
we must act to address the bullying, 
harassment, and discrimination that 
limits educational opportunities of too 
many students. I urge my colleagues to 
support this amendment. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-

jority leader. 
CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
send a cloture motion to the desk for 
the Alexander substitute amendment 
No. 2089. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the Alex-
ander amendment No. 2089 to S. 1177, an 
original bill to reauthorize the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to en-
sure that every child achieves. 

Mitch McConnell, Orrin G. Hatch, Lamar 
Alexander, Cory Gardner, Steve 
Daines, Pat Roberts, Johnny Isakson, 
Susan M. Collins, Michael B. Enzi, 
Kelly Ayotte, John Cornyn, Lisa Mur-
kowski, Tim Scott, Richard Burr, 
Thom Tillis, Lindsey Graham, John 
Hoeven. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
send a cloture motion to the desk for 
the underlying bill, S. 1177. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on S. 1177, an 
original bill to reauthorize the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to en-
sure that every child achieves. 

Mitch McConnell, Lisa Murkowski, Pat 
Roberts, Lamar Alexander, Cory Gard-
ner, Steve Daines, Johnny Isakson, 
Susan M. Collins, Michael B. Enzi, 
Kelly Ayotte, John Cornyn, Orrin G. 
Hatch, Richard Burr, Thom Tillis, 
Lindsey Graham, John Hoeven, Bill 
Cassidy. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the man-
datory quorum calls under rule XXII of 
the Standing Rules of the Senate with 
respect to the cloture motions be 
waived. 

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

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

PENDING NOMINEES TO THE U.S. 
COURT OF FEDERAL CLAIMS 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, the U.S. 
Court of Federal Claims has been re-
ferred to as the ‘‘keeper of the Nation’s 
conscience’’ and ‘‘the people’s court.’’ 
This court was created by Congress ap-
proximately 160 years ago and em-
bodies the constitutional principle that 
individuals have rights against their 
government. As President Lincoln has 
said, ‘‘It is as much the duty of Govern-
ment to render prompt justice against 
itself, in favor of citizens, as it is to ad-
minister the same between private in-
dividuals.’’ That is what this court 
does. It allows citizens to seek prompt 
justice against our government. 

The court’s jurisdiction is authorized 
by statute, and it primarily hears mon-
etary claims against the U.S. Govern-
ment deriving from the Constitution, 
Federal statutes, executive regula-
tions, and civilian or military con-
tracts. The fact that the Court of Fed-
eral Claims is an article I court, as op-
posed to an article III court, does not 
render any of the cases that it hears 
any less significant. 

For example, the court has presided 
over such important cases as the sav-
ings and loan crisis of the 1980s and the 
World War II internment of Japanese 
Americans. It also presides over civil-
ian and military pay claims and money 
claims under the Fifth Amendment’s 
takings clause. 

The takings clause under the Fifth 
Amendment of the U.S. Constitution 
provides: ‘‘nor shall private property be 
taken for public use without just com-
pensation.’’ As a result of this court’s 
jurisdiction over takings’ claims, it 
considers cases such as the auto bail-
out suits against General Motors and 
Chrysler—companies who were re-
quired to terminate agreements with 
franchisees as a condition of receiving 
Federal bailout money. The court also 
resolves disputes that critically impact 
the environment and our economy, 
such as those involving the taking of 
wetlands to create solid waste landfills 
and disputes over water and drainage 
rights by agricultural landowners. 

Last week, the chief judge of the 
court sent a letter informing the Sen-
ate that despite the court’s shortage of 
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