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Senate 
The Senate met at 11 a.m. and was 

called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 

f 

PRAYER 

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

Let us pray. 
Almighty God, source of all goodness, 

use our lawmakers today for Your 
glory. Make them undaunted people 
who strive to know Your will and expe-
rience Your power. Provide them with 
exactly what they need to accomplish 
Your purposes. May they receive Heav-
en’s approbation for their faithful serv-
ice to You and country. Lord, trans-
form their intractable problems with 
solutions from Your throne. We com-
mit the work of this day to You, re-
ceiving Your strength to honor Your 
Name. 

And, Lord, we thank You for the 
faithfulness of our summer pages. Bless 
these young people as they prepare to 
leave us. 

We pray in Your generous Name. 
Amen. 

f 

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. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SUL-
LIVAN). The President pro tempore. 

f 

MEASURE PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR—S. 1460 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I under-
stand that there is a bill at the desk 
that is due for a second reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bill by title for the 
second time. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 1460) to provide for the mod-

ernization of the energy and natural re-

sources policies of the United States, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, in order 
to place the bill on the calendar under 
the provisions of rule XIV, I object to 
further proceedings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion having been heard, the bill will be 
placed on the calendar. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

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

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to resume 
consideration of the Rao nomination, 
which the clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Neomi Rao, of the District of 
Columbia, to be Administrator of the 
Office of Information and Regulatory 
Affairs, Office of Management and 
Budget. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the time until the 
cloture vote will be equally divided be-
tween the two leaders or their des-
ignees. 

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

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

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY LEADER 
The majority leader is recognized. 

HEALTHCARE LEGISLATION 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, 

Senators and the White House are con-
tinuing discussions on the path forward 
for bringing relief from ObamaCare and 
its collapsing markets. We have made 
good progress, and we will keep work-
ing. As we do, our focus will remain on 
the major ObamaCare problems that 
continue to hurt Americans all across 
our country. 

Under ObamaCare, premiums have 
skyrocketed. Over the past several 
years, ObamaCare has caused pre-
miums to climb by an average of 105 
percent in the vast majority of States 
on the Federal exchange, and it has 
caused them to triple in some States. 

Next year, ObamaCare is expected to 
raise premiums again, as high as 30 
percent or greater in States like Con-
necticut and Virginia, by as much as 40 
percent or greater in Maine and Iowa, 
and by as much as an astonishing 80 
percent in New Mexico. Obviously, 
Americans deserve a lot better than 
that. 

Under ObamaCare, choices have di-
minished, even disappeared, in States 
all across our country. ObamaCare has 
left 70 percent of counties with little or 
no insurance options on the exchanges 
this year. Even worse, next year, doz-
ens more counties could have zero 
choice at all—potentially leaving thou-
sands trapped, forced by law to pur-
chase ObamaCare insurance but left 
without the means to do so. For in-
stance, as we learned just yesterday, as 
many as 14 of Nevada’s 17 counties 
could now be left without any insur-
ance options under ObamaCare at all in 
2018. Americans deserve a lot better 
than that. 

Under ObamaCare, mandates have 
forced families into plans they don’t 
want or can’t afford, preferred doctors 
have become less accessible to many 
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patients, and plans have grown less de-
sirable but more extensive. Americans 
deserve better than that. That is why 
we are continuing to work hard. Fixing 
ObamaCare’s failures and protecting 
families from its consequences is not 
an easy task. 

It is disappointing that our Demo-
cratic colleagues made clear early on 
that they were not interested in join-
ing our efforts in a serious, comprehen-
sive manner, especially given how 
many of their constituents have been 
hurt by the law they themselves voted 
for and continue—continue—to defend. 
The Republican conference continues 
to work through solutions to help 
those who have been hurt by this fail-
ing system because, as we can all 
agree, ObamaCare’s status quo is sim-
ply unsustainable and unacceptable. 
We have to act, and we are. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arkansas. 

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to complete my re-
marks before the vote. 

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

REMEMBERING ARTHUR J. JACKSON 
Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, we lost 

another great American this month 
with the passing of Arthur J. Jackson. 
He received the Medal of Honor in 1945 
for his service in the Pacific theater of 
World War II. His name may not be as 
familiar as it once was. In retirement, 
he lived a quiet life. I didn’t want to let 
his death pass without paying tribute 
to him, his family, and the extraor-
dinary acts of courage with which he 
defended our country. Although, to be 
sure, ‘‘extraordinary’’ doesn’t really 
describe the half of it. 

It was September 1944, and Private 
Jackson, a 19-year-old Ohio native, was 
serving with the 3rd Battalion, 7th Ma-
rines, 1st Marine Division on the island 
of Peleliu. Their mission sounded sim-
ple enough: Take the island as quickly 
as possible, inch ever closer to retaking 
the Philippines, and ultimately defeat 
Japan. 

Simple it wasn’t. His platoon was 
hailed by a steady stream of fire from 
a heavily fortified position. To charge 
forward would be to march toward cer-
tain death, and that is exactly what he 
did. He attacked a pillbox, holding 
about 35 enemy soldiers, and as his 
Medal of Honor citation reads, 
‘‘[P]ouring his automatic fire into the 
opening of the fixed installation to 
trap the occupying troops, he hurled 
white phosphorus grenades and explo-
sive charges brought up by a fellow Ma-
rine, demolishing the pillbox and kill-
ing all of the enemy.’’ 

The enemy fire continued unabated, 
his cover was light at best, and yet Pri-
vate Jackson proceeded to storm one 
position after another—wiping out a 
total of 12 pillboxes and 50 enemy sol-
diers. It was a stunning act of bravery. 
I can only imagine the pride of Presi-
dent Truman when he pinned the Medal 
of Honor on Private Jackson’s uniform. 
I can only imagine the awe of his fel-

low Americans as they showered him 
with ticker tape in a New York City 
parade to celebrate. 

Yes, Arthur Jackson was one of the 
greats, and like with many great men, 
his career had a somewhat tragic end-
ing. After a stint in the Army, he re-
joined the Marines and was stationed 
at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, in Sep-
tember 1961. It was only months after 
the Bay of Pigs and just over a year 
from the Cuban Missile Crisis. Tensions 
were high; suspicions were too. 

On one night, then-Captain Jackson 
discovered a Cuban busdriver in a re-
stricted part of the base. He wasn’t 
supposed to be there, nor was he au-
thorized to be there. The man had been 
identified as a spy for Fidel Castro’s re-
gime but was allowed to keep his job 
for the time being. Captain Jackson 
and a fellow officer escorted the man to 
a back gate to see him off the premises, 
only to discover the gate was locked. 
While the other officers went off to find 
tools, Captain Jackson pried the lock 
open, and, suddenly, the man lunged at 
him, aiming for a sidearm. Captain 
Jackson fired back in self-defense and 
killed the man on the spot. 

Instead of reporting the man’s death, 
however, he and some of his fellow Ma-
rines buried the body on the base. 
Many decades later, he told a news-
paper columnist he feared, if he re-
ported the death, he would be tried in 
a Cuban court and possibly tortured. 

He had hoped no one would find out, 
but word got out, and he was forced to 
leave the Marine Corps. He ended life 
as a mail carrier in California. It was a 
disappointing end to an until-then bril-
liant career. This was a man who loved 
his country, who put everything on the 
line to defend it, and if one night that 
love blinded his judgment, it only 
shows the intensity of his commit-
ment. 

Arthur Jackson went on to work for 
the Veterans’ Administration in San 
Francisco before moving to Boise, ID, 
in 1973. He lived out the remainder of 
his life there, where he was beloved by 
the community. As a neighbor of his 
put it, ‘‘He flies the U.S. flag and the 
Marine Corps flag every day. It bothers 
him if someone flies a dirty or tattered 
flag. He tells them to take it down and 
replace it.’’ 

A little thing with a big meaning: Ar-
thur Jackson showed as much love for 
the flag as he did for our country, and 
now we lost him to the ages. We still 
have his memory, his example, his sto-
ries of derring-do, which will inspire fu-
ture generations of Americans for dec-
ades to come. 

REMEMBERING JOE DALE BURGESS 
Mr. President, I attended the signing 

ceremony at the White House last week 
for the VA Accountability and Whistle-
blower Protection Act. It was a happy 
occasion, but I received some sad news. 

A son of Arkansas who served in uni-
form passed away earlier this year at 
the far-too-young age of 31. His name 
was Joe Dale Burgess. Though he was 
not widely known, he was especially 

well loved by all who did know him. 
Today I want to recognize him briefly 
for his service. 

Joe Dale served in the U.S. Army— 
specifically, Delta Company, 2–506th 
Infantry Battalion, 101st Airborne Di-
vision; 2–506th, the same unit in which 
I served in Iraq. 

In March, 2008, he was deployed to 
Khost Province in Afghanistan, where 
he took the fight to the enemy for 12 
straight months. He was a fearless sol-
dier, but his platoon leader says what 
he will probably be best remembered 
for is being an awful comedian. He 
loved to crack jokes and play pranks, 
even though, as his best battle buddies 
attest, he didn’t show a particular tal-
ent for either of them. He always got 
laughs, and he always lifted their spir-
its. When you are living in a war zone, 
I can tell you that counts for a lot. 

But in his battle buddies’ minds, Joe 
Dale means more than memories of 
sharing a few laughs. What stands out 
is his humility. His platoon leader says 
he was completely selfless. He did 
whatever was asked of him—no matter 
how unpleasant, no matter how tedi-
ous, how irritating, or how dangerous. 
He never lost sight of the mission. He 
never forgot why he was there, and it 
made an impression. Ask any one of his 
battle buddies what they think of Joe 
Dale, and you will not get a bad word 
out of them, not one in the whole 
bunch. His platoon leader says: ‘‘We 
would all gladly serve with him again.’’ 
That is a pretty good measure, the 
quality of a troop. 

I am sorry to say Joe Dale, who en-
dured a tour of duty that cost the lives 
of seven soldiers in his company, died 
in April of testicular cancer. It had 
spread to his spine, which after several 
surgeries left him paralyzed. He suf-
fered several other afflictions: PTSD, 
pain in his joints, trouble sleeping. He 
didn’t ask for care or a disability rat-
ing from the VA until it was too late. 

It seems so unfair that this man—a 
man who braved the mountains of the 
Hindu Kush, a man who was awarded 
the Combat Infantryman’s Badge and 
the Army Commendation Medal—ulti-
mately succumbed to disease at home 
at such a young age. In fact, it seems 
almost cruel because he left behind a 
fiancée, Alice Hart, and a 2-year-old 
daughter, Zoe Hart-Burgess. I suppose 
we must remember that the Lord God 
in Heaven has His own purposes, and 
He works in His own mysterious ways. 

To see the outpouring of love for this 
man—a quiet man, a humble man, a 
man whose only ambition was to serve 
his country—it tells you, indeed, that 
Joe Dale Burgess was one impressive 
man. May he rest in peace. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEN-

NEDY). The Senator from Arkansas. 
Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, I yield 

back all time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 

objection? 
Without objection, it is so ordered. 
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CLOTURE MOTION 

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

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 nomi-
nation of Neomi Rao, of the District of Co-
lumbia, to be Administrator of the Office of 
Information and Regulatory Affairs, Office 
of Management and Budget. 

Mitch McConnell, Chuck Grassley, Deb 
Fischer, Steve Daines, Luther Strange, 
Bob Corker, Thom Tillis, Tom Cotton, 
Tim Scott, Johnny Isakson, Richard C. 
Shelby, Michael B. Enzi, Richard Burr, 
John Hoeven, David Perdue, Roy Blunt, 
Todd Young. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Neomi Rao, of the District of Colum-
bia, to be Administrator of the Office 
of Information and Regulatory Affairs, 
Office of Management and Budget, 
shall be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. SCHUMER. I announce that the 

Senator from Illinois (Mr. DURBIN), the 
Senator from Hawaii (Ms. HIRONO), the 
Senator from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), 
the Senator from New Mexico (Mr. 
UDALL), and the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. WARNER) are necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 59, 
nays 36, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 155 Ex.] 

YEAS—59 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Capito 
Carper 
Cassidy 
Cochran 
Collins 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Donnelly 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Fischer 

Flake 
Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
King 
Lankford 
Lee 
Manchin 
McCain 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Moran 

Murkowski 
Nelson 
Paul 
Perdue 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott 
Shelby 
Strange 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—36 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Casey 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 

Feinstein 
Franken 
Gillibrand 
Harris 
Hassan 
Heinrich 
Kaine 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Markey 
Menendez 

Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Peters 
Reed 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 

Stabenow 
Tester 

Van Hollen 
Warren 

Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—5 

Durbin 
Hirono 

Sanders 
Udall 

Warner 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 59, the nays are 36. 

The motion is agreed to. 
The Senator from Alaska. 

TRIBUTE TO SOLOMON ‘‘SOL’’ ATKINSON 
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, every 

week I have been coming down to the 
floor of the Senate to talk about a spe-
cial Alaskan, someone in my State 
who, through their hard work and com-
munity service, whether to their neigh-
bors or to their country, makes Alaska 
a better place for all of us. We call 
these people the Alaskans of the Week. 
Learning about these individuals and 
sharing their stories with my Senate 
colleagues, Alaskans, and Americans 
who watch what we do here or who are 
in the gallery, is probably one of the 
best parts of my week every week. 

Like most of my colleagues, I will 
soon be going home for the Fourth of 
July. We will celebrate this very spe-
cial holiday with our families and our 
communities. Some of us will go to 
barbecues or march in parades or at-
tend other community gatherings. 
Some of us will gather in spots across 
our State and watch fireworks. Person-
ally, I will be with my family catching 
king salmon at my family’s ancestral 
fish camp up on the Yukon River, one 
of my favorite places in the entire 
world. 

Regardless of where we are, all of us 
will certainly feel a swell of pride for 
our country. We will remember the 
hard-fought battles that brought us 
independence, and we will remember 
those who have served and sacrificed to 
keep our country the land of the free 
and the home of the brave. They are 
the heroes among us, and Alaska is 
chock-full of these heroes. 

Today I want to recognize one of 
them, a very special hero who is our 
Alaskan of the Week—Solomon Atkin-
son, who spent nearly his entire adult 
life serving our country with honor and 
dignity and now serves his community 
in Alaska tirelessly. 

Let me tell you a little bit about Sol 
and his illustrious career in the mili-
tary. Sol was born in 1930 to Harris and 
Elizabeth Atkinson in Metlakatla, AK. 

Metlakatla is on Annette Island on 
the Inside Passage, where so many 
Americans take cruises to see the gla-
ciers and the whales. It is home to the 
only federally recognized Indian res-
ervation in our State. 

Sol could have continued to live in 
Metlakatla, where he was a commer-
cial fisherman as a young man, but, 
like so many patriotic Alaskans, he 
chose to leave his home and join the 
military. Sol joined the U.S. Navy, and 
for 22 years—from 1951 to 1973—he had 
by anybody’s standards a remarkable 
patriotic military career. 

In 1953, Sol volunteered for the 
Navy’s legendary Underwater Demoli-
tion Team and was deployed to the Pa-

cific, including Korea. Some history 
buffs will know and recall that the Un-
derwater Demolition Team, the UDT, 
was the precursor to the present-day 
Navy SEALS—frogmen, as they liked 
to call themselves. In fact, Sol was on 
the very first Navy SEAL team created 
by President Kennedy in 1962, and I 
have a copy of the SEAL Team One 
plank owners certificate, commis-
sioned on January 1, 1962, with Sol’s 
name proudly displayed. 

So Sol became a Navy SEAL—the 
first Navy SEAL, literally. He became 
a SEAL team training instructor, 
training new Navy SEAL recruits. He 
was affectionately referred to as ‘‘the 
Mean Machine’’ by the Navy SEALs. 
He also had the honor of training 48 as-
tronauts, including Neil Armstrong, 
Buzz Aldrin, and Jim Lovell, just to 
name a few, in underwater 
weightlessness simulations. His prized 
possession is a framed plaque bearing 
the signature of all those astronauts, 
all those American heroes whom he 
trained. 

Sol completed three combat tours in 
Vietnam. By the time he retired from 
the military, he had earned numerous 
awards and medals for personal valor, 
including the Bronze Star and the Pur-
ple Heart. But what is truly remark-
able about Sol is that after he retired 
from the Navy, he moved back home to 
Metlakatla and continued to serve his 
country and serve his community. He 
served on the Indian Community Coun-
cil, on the school board, and as mayor 
of Metlakatla. He has also been very 
involved in veterans affairs and was 
the president of the first veterans orga-
nization on the island and was instru-
mental in starting that organization. 
He has spent years reaching out to his 
fellow veterans to make sure they re-
ceive the benefits, honor, and dignity 
they earned. 

Jeff Moran, the superintendent of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs in Metlakatla, 
said this about Sol: 

I could go on and on regarding the wonder-
ful things that Sol has done for his commu-
nity. We would not be here today without his 
leadership and knowledge [and commit-
ment]. 

I, too, can go on about Sol. Many 
Alaskans can go on about Sol and all 
the things he has done. But I also want 
to mention, particularly on the eve of 
the Fourth of July, that he is part of a 
long tradition in my State of Alaskan 
Natives who have served in the mili-
tary, who have served our country even 
during darker times in our history 
when many Alaskan Natives were dis-
criminated against and denied basic 
rights. 

On the eve of the Fourth of July, we 
celebrate America’s independence but 
also in particular those who have 
fought for that independence over the 
last 200 years. As I mentioned, one 
proud element of my great State is 
that we have more veterans per capita 
than any State in the country, and 
Alaska Native veterans serve at higher 
rates in the U.S. military than any 
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other ethnic group in the country— 
something I like to refer to as a special 
kind of patriotism because they have 
been doing this for decades, like Sol— 
even at times, as I mentioned, when 
the country hasn’t always treated that 
group of patriotic Americans with the 
respect and dignity they deserve. Sol 
personifies this special patriotism. 

The SEALs who served with him 
wrote this about him in a tribute: 

Sol’s story will continue to be told by the 
men he trained, by the officers who relied on 
him, by the Frogmen who all respect him. 
An officer, a gentleman, an athlete, a friend, 
Sol Atkinson is all of these, but of all of 
these traits, he is first a Frogman. 

We can see the pride the Navy SEALs 
have for Sol, a plank owner for the en-
tire organization. 

In conclusion, I will add that he is a 
patriotic Alaskan through and 
through, and I thank him for all he has 
done for Alaska, for our veterans, and 
for America. 

Sol, congratulations on being our 
Alaskan of the Week. Happy Fourth of 
July to you, to Alaska, and to all the 
men and women in our military and 
the citizens of our great Nation. 

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. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SASSE). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 
The Democratic leader is recognized. 

HEALTHCARE LEGISLATION 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, from 

all indications, our Republican friends 
continue to negotiate amongst them-
selves, behind closed doors, to revive 
the healthcare bill they had to pull 
from the floor on Tuesday. 

I would suggest to my friends on the 
other side that there is no tweak or 
change or modification that will fix 
what is wrong with this Republican 
healthcare bill. The core of the bill is 
the problem. The American people are 
opposed to tax cuts for the wealthy and 
the reduction of the social safety net of 
Social Security, Medicare, and Med-
icaid. 

The Republican TrumpCare bill is 
built on a crumbling, decrepit founda-
tion, and that is because it is based on 
the premise that special interests and a 
very small number of wealthy Ameri-
cans deserve a tax break while millions 
of Americans—middle class families, 
older Americans in nursing homes, 
folks with a preexisting condition— 
ought to receive less healthcare at a 
higher cost. 

That idea is so backward, so out of 
step with what America wants and 
what actually works, it can never suc-
ceed, no matter how it is tweaked. 

The one thing my Republican friends 
are latching on to—that their bill will 

bring down average premiums several 
years down the line—is really a bait 
and switch. The bait is lower pre-
miums, but the switch is higher 
deductibles and copays so that, in the 
end, the average American pays more 
than they would have otherwise. They 
are luring people in with a lower pre-
mium, but then they have to pay such 
a high percentage of their medical 
costs, the insurance policy is virtually 
worthless. 

The Republican TrumpCare bill tells 
insurers they can offer much less gen-
erous healthcare plans than under the 
current system, even allowing States 
to opt out of covering essential bene-
fits like treatment for opioids, mental 
health coverage, prescription drug cov-
erage, and maternity care. 

The result of these changes is that 
insurers may charge smaller premiums 
on some plans, but they will cover way 
less and, in fact, the deductibles and 
copays will go up—way up—in order to 
make the difference. So this isn’t: Oh, 
you are not paying for some esoteric 
item; your insurance policy will pay 
for virtually nothing at the beginning 
if you have a high deductible. 

The CBO report estimates that for an 
average 40-year-old with an income of 
$26,500 a year, looking at insurance on 
the marketplace, deductibles would in-
crease by thousands. If that 40-year-old 
decided on a ‘‘bronze’’ plan, for in-
stance, their deductible would be $6,000 
a year, the CBO estimates. That is 
$5,200 more than under current law. So 
we know what that means: They have 
to pay the first $6,000 of healthcare, no 
matter what your insurance policy is. 
What good is that? Not much. Good for 
the insurance industry, maybe; not 
good for the average citizen. Some of 
my colleagues on the other side are 
claiming they want lower premiums, 
but if those lower premiums come with 
higher deductibles and higher copays, 
nobody benefits. It is a bait and switch. 

What the Republican bill gives with 
one hand in this area, it more than 
takes away with the other because the 
lower premiums are made up for by 
higher deductibles and copays, so the 
average person pays more, not less, 
even when their premium goes down. 

Who in America believes that folks 
should have higher out-of-pocket costs 
than before? Who in America believes 
that folks making over $1 million a 
year—God bless them; they are doing 
well—deserve another $57,000 tax 
break? Who in America believes that 
we should be making it harder to afford 
nursing home care or maternity care or 
opioid abuse treatment? Who in Amer-
ica believes a child born with a pre-
existing condition should hit their life-
time insurance limit before they even 
leave the hospital for the first time? 
Who believes in that in this America? 

It turns out, almost no one. A poll 
yesterday showed that only 12 percent 
of Americans support the Republican 
bill. No amendment or compromise or 
tweak or adjustment in formula can 
solve that. 

So I repeat the offer I made to Presi-
dent Trump and my Republican friends 
yesterday: Let’s start over. Drop this 
fundamentally flawed approach—aban-
don cuts to Medicaid, abandon tax 
breaks for the wealthy—and we can 
discuss the problems that Americans 
are actually concerned about: the cost, 
quality, and availability of healthcare. 

I suggested that President Trump in-
vite all Senators to Blair House to 
begin anew on a bipartisan approach to 
healthcare. Unfortunately, the Presi-
dent said I wasn’t serious. Mr. Presi-
dent: Try me. The minute you make 
the invitation, we will take it in a very 
serious way. It is not that audacious of 
an idea. President Obama did the same 
thing early in his Presidency to discuss 
healthcare with Members of both par-
ties in front of the American people. 
Our only condition: Drop the wrong- 
headed idea of slashing Medicaid to 
give tax breaks to the wealthy. It is 
perfectly reasonable, and a vast major-
ity of Americans agree with us. 

Nonpartisan institutions like the 
American Medical Association, the Na-
tional Association of Medicaid Direc-
tors, AARP, and America’s largest 
nursing home groups are all against 
the Republican approach. The Congres-
sional Budget Office and other expert 
analyses say that it will not actually 
fix the problems in our healthcare sys-
tem—high deductibles, high premiums, 
counties with too few insurance op-
tions—and the American people are as 
roundly against it as any piece of 
major legislation I have ever seen. 

So I don’t believe it is unserious to 
ask my Republican friends to drop this 
particular bill and talk to us about ac-
tually fixing the problems in our 
healthcare system. 

I don’t believe it is unserious to say 
to President Trump: You campaigned 
on bringing costs down and providing 
care for everyone. You campaigned on 
not cutting Medicaid and controlling 
the outrageous costs of prescription 
drugs. These are all your words in the 
campaign. Well, we Democrats agree 
with all of that. So let’s talk about it. 

Fundamentally, I don’t believe that 
seeking a bipartisan solution on the 
great issues of our time should ever be 
considered unserious. 

President Trump, you have com-
plained about a lack of bipartisan-
ship—unfairly, in our opinion. We are 
offering a way to implement biparti-
sanship, and right now it is you, not 
we, who are stopping it. 

I hope my Republican friends, Presi-
dent Trump, and the majority leader 
think long and hard before dismissing 
our offer out of hand. I challenge them 
again: Invite all of us to Blair House 
the first day we get back from recess. 
If you think we are not serious, try us. 
Democrats are ready to turn the page 
on healthcare. When will my Repub-
lican friends realize it is time for them 
to do the same? 

RUSSIA SANCTIONS 
Finally, Mr. President, as to Russia 

sanctions, on June 15, nearly 2 weeks 
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ago, the Senate, in an act of biparti-
sanship, passed a tough Russia sanc-
tions bill on a 98-to-2 vote. There are 
very few things of such significance 
that this body does with such a large 
bipartisan vote—Democrats and Repub-
licans, all but two coming together. 

The majority leader, Senator MCCON-
NELL, and I worked hard to pass it be-
fore a possible meeting between Presi-
dent Trump and President Putin at the 
G20 summit. We wanted to send a mes-
sage to Mr. Putin: If you interfere with 
our democratic institutions, you will 
be punished. These new sanctions 
should also help to deter future Rus-
sian interference. 

At the Speaker’s request, I hope this 
morning the Senate will pass a tech-
nical correction to address the blue- 
slip issue. It is important for Speaker 
RYAN to get the House to act on this 
legislation before the July 4th recess. 
It is critical that Congress speak in a 
loud, clear, and unified voice to Presi-
dent Putin: Interfering with our elec-
tions—the wellspring and pride of our 
democracy for over two centuries—will 
not be tolerated, and the United States 
will always respond forcefully, includ-
ing with the power of economic sanc-
tions. 

I want to put the House on notice. If 
they water down the bill, weaken the 
sanctions, add loopholes to the legisla-
tion, they will find stiff resistance here 
in the Senate. 

Later today, we will break for the 
July 4th recess. The Fourth of July is 
a day to remember the audacity of a 
ragtag group of colonies who declared 
themselves free and independent from 
the tyranny of one of the great, mighty 
foreign powers. What better way to 
mark the occasion than for the Con-
gress of that once fledgling Nation— 
now the mightiest Nation in the world, 
ourselves—to pass a bill that says, 241 
years since that fateful day, that we 
intend to defend our democracy as 
fiercely as the patriots who put down 
their plows and took up muskets on 
Bunker Hill did? 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LEE). 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I ask 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
PERDUE). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

VENEZUELA 
Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I come 

to the floor to speak about the rise of 
a failed state, Venezuela, and the man-
made tragedy President Maduro has 
imposed on his citizens. 

For 3 months, Venezuelans have 
taken to the streets in daily protests. 
They are speaking out against their 
country’s economic collapse, against 
widespread food shortages, the disinte-
gration of their medical system, 
against endemic corruption, and 

against a government that denies them 
their human rights and fundamental 
freedoms. 

Appallingly, President Maduro has 
responded to the protests by 
unleashing his National Guard. As a re-
cent Washington Post article stated, 
‘‘Mr. Maduro and the corrupt clique 
around him are hanging on by the 
brute force of tear gas, water cannons, 
mass arrests, and shootings by snip-
ers.’’ 

Since April, Venezuela’s increasingly 
unstable crisis has left over 75 dead, 
thousands jailed, and thousands more 
injured. Yet, instead of listening to his 
people’s legitimate demands and miti-
gating this tragedy, President Maduro 
is attempting to rewrite the Constitu-
tion, despite widespread opposition. 
Additionally, he declared this week 
that ‘‘what couldn’t be done with votes 
would be done with weapons.’’ 

This is our hemisphere. This is a 
hemisphere that prides itself in demo-
cratic states, and here is the President 
of Venezuela saying he doesn’t care 
what the voters say. With Maduro 
threatening to use arms against his 
people, one can only imagine the blood-
shed and abuses will continue 
unabated. 

Despite these threats, protests en-
dure because Venezuelans see no alter-
natives. They have no other recourse 
against standing in lines for endless 
hours to scour the empty shelves at 
their markets. They have no other way 
to channel their sorrow over the spike 
in maternal and infant mortality rates 
in hospitals that lack supplies to treat 
the most basic diseases. They have no 
other way to express their outrage at 
the military profiting from corruption 
in food procurement contracts, even 
while children increasingly suffer the 
ravages of malnutrition. 

Parallel to the protests, chaos is be-
coming commonplace. In the past 72 
hours, the National Guard troops have 
stormed the National Assembly and as-
saulted opposition legislators. They 
came into the Parliament and as-
saulted the opposition. The supreme 
court has stripped the attorney gen-
eral, Luisa Ortega, of her authorities 
for her criticism of President Maduro. 

We have seen lootings and the burn-
ing of government buildings. Alarm-
ingly, a rogue police officer com-
mandeered a helicopter and launched 
grenades and small arms fire while fly-
ing over the supreme court. These inci-
dents from just the last 3 days should 
make it clear to all we are now dealing 
with a failed state in our own hemi-
sphere. 

As this crisis cripples Venezuela, I 
call on all sides to refrain from vio-
lence. I also want to recognize that the 
current situation is the product of 18 
years of systematic efforts to dis-
mantle Venezuela’s democratic institu-
tions. 

Since coming to power, President 
Maduro—like Hugo Chavez before 
him—has filled the ranks of govern-
ment with loyalists who have led the 

economy to hyperinflation and the 
brink of default. State oil companies 
like PDVSA, the country’s only source 
of revenue, has been purged of its ex-
pertise. In a truly devastating blow to 
democracy and the rule of law, the ju-
diciary has been entirely sapped of its 
independence so it now functions as a 
political appendage of the executive 
branch. 

In the 18 months since the opposition 
coalition won control of the National 
Assembly—and I must tell you there 
was hope when we saw the voters in 
Venezuela enacted a new government 
in their Parliament—the supreme 
court has overturned every piece of leg-
islation passed, gave itself authority to 
approve the national budget, and in 
April temporarily usurped the rest of 
the legislature’s authorities, com-
pletely reversing the will of the people. 

Additionally, as Venezuela’s civilian 
and military justice systems have be-
come accomplices to persecution and 
torture, the number of political pris-
oners has soared. Leopoldo Lopez, 
Judge Afiuni, Daniel Ceballos—these 
are just some of the more well-known 
names among the more than 350 polit-
ical prisoners recognized by Ven-
ezuelan human rights NGO Foro Penal. 
These are people who are in prison as a 
result of their political beliefs. 

It is no surprise the decay of judicial 
independence has led to an alarming 
rise in corruption and impunity. It is 
now a stated fact that senior officials 
have syphoned billions out of Ven-
ezuela and are engaged in the illegal 
drug trade. 

In response, the United States has 
designated a dozen people under the 
Kingpin sanctions, including Vice 
President Tareck El Aissami. Interior 
Minister Reverol was indicted in the 
United States last year for drug traf-
ficking. Even Maduro’s nephews were 
convicted in the United States on drug 
charges. 

The sum of these trend lines is truly 
disturbing. Today, Venezuela is a failed 
state, where authoritarian leaders prof-
it from links to corruption and drug 
trafficking, while the Venezuelan peo-
ple are subject to precarious humani-
tarian conditions and human rights 
abuses. Against this backdrop, we re-
quire little explanation why more than 
18,000 Venezuelans sought asylum in 
the United States last year. 

We are all concerned about the flight 
of people at risk. What is happening in 
Venezuela directly impacts people try-
ing to seek safety coming into the 
United States. If all this wasn’t 
enough, in late 2016, Venezuelan State 
oil company PDVSA used its U.S. sub-
sidiary Citgo as collateral to secure a 
loan from Rosneft, a company that is 
controlled by the Russian Government 
and is currently under U.S. sanctions. 
The result is, the Russian Government 
holds at least 49.9 percent of Citgo’s 
mortgage and could come into control 
of critical U.S. energy infrastructure, 
including refineries, terminals, and a 
large network of pipelines. This should 
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concern every Member of the U.S. Sen-
ate. 

So the question for the United States 
and the international community is, 
How do we respond? What do we do? We 
cannot let this circumstance continue. 

Thankfully, supported by a growing 
diplomatic coalition that includes 
Mexico, Brazil, Costa Rica, Peru, Can-
ada, and the United States, the Sec-
retary General of the Organization of 
American States, Luis Almagro, is 
marshalling international pressure. 
Mr. Almagro has called on President 
Maduro to heed the demands of his citi-
zens, free political prisoners, permit 
the delivery of humanitarian assist-
ance, commit to a timetable for over-
due elections, and restore the author-
ity of the National Assembly. 

However, despite Mr. Almagro’s lead-
ership, the results of last week’s meet-
ing of Foreign Ministers was a stun-
ning failure to reach consensus on a 
hemisphere response. Appallingly, 
eight countries refused to vote their 
conscience, among them Haiti, the Do-
minican Republic, Ecuador, El Sal-
vador, Trinidad, and Suriname. They 
did not use the power under the OAS to 
recognize that Venezuela today is not 
living up to its charter commitment to 
be a democratic state. There is a proc-
ess at the OAS to take action. They 
were unable to do that—a major set-
back. 

As efforts at the OAS continue, all 
must remain clear that there are no al-
ternative facts when it comes to Ven-
ezuela, there is just a manmade trag-
edy that demands collective action. 

While providing full support for mul-
tilateral diplomacy, the United States 
must also lead. In May, I introduced bi-
partisan legislation to address the 
multifaceted crisis in Venezuela. My 
bill will authorize humanitarian assist-
ance and require the State Department 
to coordinate an international ap-
proach to humanitarian challenges. 
The legislation will also provide strong 
congressional backing for OAS efforts, 
as well as funding for international 
election observers and civil society 
groups working to defend human rights 
and democratic values. 

Given the rising instability in Ven-
ezuela, the bill would codify two lines 
of targeted sanctions against Ven-
ezuelan officials involved in corruption 
and undermining democratic govern-
ance—the very authorities the admin-
istration used to rightly sanction 
members of the Venezuelan supreme 
court last month. 

Congress should act, as we have done 
in so many other places where we show 
congressional leadership to make it 
clear that this type of activity will not 
be allowed to continue and that Con-
gress will take a strong position to 
give appropriate authority to sanction 
those individuals who are responsible. 

Finally, the bill would require the 
State Department and U.S. intelligence 
community to prepare a report on the 
role of Venezuelan officials in corrup-
tion and drug trafficking. 

As the instability in Venezuela 
grows, every day we decide not to act 
only makes the crisis worse. I urge my 
colleagues to work with legislation I 
have filed. Let’s work with the Con-
gress and the President to make it 
clear to the Venezuelan people they are 
not alone, and we will not tolerate a 
country in our hemisphere to become a 
failed state. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

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

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

f 

CORRECTING THE ENGROSSMENT 
OF S. 722 

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, as in 
legislative session, I ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of S. Res. 210, submitted 
earlier today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the resolution by 
title. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A resolution (S. Res. 210) to correct the en-
grossment of S. 722. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, I know 
of no further debate on the measure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further debate? 

Hearing none, the question is on 
agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution (S. Res. 210) was 
agreed to. 

(The resolution is printed in today’s 
RECORD under ‘‘Submitted Resolu-
tions.’’) 

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the motion to 
reconsider be considered made and laid 
upon the table with no intervening ac-
tion or debate. 

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

f 

DIRECTING RETURN OF PAPERS 
REQUEST 

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Secretary 
of the Senate be directed to request the 
return of the papers for S. 722 from the 
House of Representatives. 

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

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR—Continued 

REQUESTS FOR AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, I have 
six requests for committees to meet 
during today’s session of the Senate. 
They do not have the approval of the 

Democratic leader for the eighth con-
secutive legislative day; therefore, 
they will not be permitted to meet 
after 1 p.m. I ask unanimous consent 
that the list of committees requesting 
authority to meet be printed in the 
RECORD. 

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

Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry; Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs; Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation; Committee on 
Environment and Public Works; Committee 
on the Judiciary; Committee on Intelligence. 

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAS-
SIDY). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

HEALTHCARE LEGISLATION 
Ms. HEITKAMP. Mr. President, Con-

gress and our country desperately need 
to have an honest, meaningful, trans-
parent, and bipartisan conversation 
about improving our healthcare sys-
tem. It shouldn’t be a tall order, but 
around here things that seem common 
sense to the rest of the country are 
never simple. Instead, partisanship too 
often wins. We have seen that with the 
Senate Republican healthcare bill, as 
it was crafted behind closed doors with-
out allowing any Democrats or the 
public to see it until it was a proposal. 

It is good news that a vote on the bill 
was delayed, but we must continue to 
have this conversation as the debate 
continues. That bill was bad for North 
Dakota. Only when we seek real bipar-
tisan solutions do I believe we will be 
successful in improving our healthcare 
system. 

We need to reform our healthcare 
system. I have been saying it for years. 
In fact, I have proposed a number of 
fixes over the past 31⁄2 years, but none 
of those fixes are embodied in the Re-
publican healthcare bill. It is just not 
the right direction. 

Just yesterday, I joined many of my 
colleagues to bring up some common-
sense bills we can and should take up 
right now to make sure American fami-
lies aren’t hurt in the near term. We 
called on Republicans to work with us, 
but, unfortunately, they objected. I 
want to work in a bipartisan way. I 
want real healthcare reform. But, un-
fortunately, I do not believe everyone 
in Congress feels that way. 

First, we need to talk about the facts 
of the Senate Republican bill—facts 
that are from very reputable non-
partisan sources. 

Earlier this week, the Congressional 
Budget Office issued a report rein-
forcing that the Senate Republican bill 
is just as terrible as the bill that came 
out of the House of Representatives a 
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few months ago. The Senate bill would 
rip away health insurance from 22 mil-
lion Americans by 2026, including 31,000 
North Dakotans who would lose private 
health coverage. You can’t put a few 
bandaids on a bad bill and expect that 
North Dakota would not feel that pain. 

Just as in the House bill, the biggest 
savings would come from severe cuts to 
Medicaid—a program that would see a 
26-percent cut in 2026. The bill would 
slash a lifesaving program that 90,000 
North Dakota children, individuals 
with disabilities, seniors, and low-in-
come families rely on for affordable, 
quality care. That includes 36,000 chil-
dren in my State. 

The Senate Republican healthcare 
bill would get rid of the Medicaid ex-
pansion and cap the amount of Federal 
funding States can get to cover those 
traditional Medicaid patients. That 
would drastically reduce the amount of 
Medicaid funds going to the States. 
This would push those remaining costs 
onto States and counties that can’t af-
ford it. Importantly, it also would push 
the cost onto other patients. The 
American Hospital Association esti-
mates that North Dakota Medicaid 
would lose $1.2 billion through 2026. At 
the same time, North Dakota forecasts 
a $46 million shortfall for 2015 through 
2017—that is our biennial period—and 
another $103 million shortfall for 2017 
through 2018. You tell me how our 
State would pick up these extra costs 
for our families and our children. Un-
fortunately, we just will not be able to 
do it. We would be forced to dis-
continue care. That is just wrong. 

Those Medicaid cuts would also im-
peril rural hospitals, which have seen 
their amount of bad debt fall by 45 per-
cent because of Medicaid expansion. 
Helping those rural hospitals keep 
their doors open and deliver care close 
to home for farmers, ranchers, and 
communities is absolutely vital to 
rural development and vital to those 
people who are still working in rural 
America to put food on our table. 

Additionally, the North Dakota Hos-
pital Association released a study 
showing that healthcare and social as-
sistance accounts for one of every 
seven workers in this State. I am going 
to repeat that: Healthcare and social 
assistance accounts for one of every 
seven workers in our State. Spending 
reductions under this Senate bill would 
curtail those jobs, hurt economic de-
velopment—especially in rural commu-
nities—and make delivery of 
healthcare even more expensive for our 
rural families. 

The cuts to Medicaid would take 
away coverage from many North Dako-
tans who are also seeking treatment 
for opioid abuse and addiction, which 
has reached an epidemic level in our 
State, as well as across the Nation. In 
fact, I had one North Dakota 
healthcare provider who was looking at 
providing additional behavior and men-
tal health services. In the traditional 
hospital setting, about 14 to 15 percent 
of the patients are on Medicaid. He be-

lieves that once this hospital opens, 
anywhere from 60 to 70 percent of the 
patients will be dependent on Medicaid 
funding for their healthcare. If that 
money is not there, if there is no reli-
ability about that money, how do we 
build the treatment services we need to 
attack this epidemic? 

I want to dispel a myth about Med-
icaid, and that is that these are just 
people who can go to work every day, 
that they are not even working, that 
they are just on the public dole, and 
that they are just getting this money. 
The truth is that in North Dakota 83 
percent of adult Medicaid enrollees are 
in families with a worker. That is a 
statistic according to the nonpartisan 
Kaiser Family Foundation. 

For North Dakotans who get cov-
erage on the individual marketplace, 
this bill would raise premiums 76 per-
cent higher than what would be re-
quired to be paid under the current 
law. That statistic, again, is according 
to Kaiser Family Foundation. Seniors 
would be especially hard hit, with pre-
miums more than doubling for those 
older than 55. The bill would dispropor-
tionately push the costs on to older 
Americans, who tend to live in rural 
communities, like all of those across 
North Dakota. 

Under the Senate bill, in 2026 a 64- 
year-old with an income of $56,800 
would pay annually $20,500 for a silver- 
level healthcare insurance plan. That 
is more than one-third of his or her en-
tire income, and that is more than 
eight times what the same person 
would pay under the current law, which 
is $6,800. 

The bill would also enable insurance 
companies to impose lifetime maxi-
mums on coverage, once again, making 
it unaffordable for many people with 
life-threatening or long-term illnesses 
or disorders to get the treatment they 
need to live by. 

This bill is a not so thinly veiled at-
tempt to provide tax cuts for the 
wealthiest individuals at the expense of 
rural communities, like those across 
our State. Nearly 45 percent of the tax 
cuts in the Senate bill would go to the 
top 1 percent of incomes, those people 
making over $875,000 a year. I will say 
that again. Nearly 45 percent of the tax 
cuts in the Senate bill would go to the 
top 1 percent of incomes, those making 
over $875,000 a year, according to the 
Tax Policy Center. 

But what is more telling about these 
striking statistics is the stories. I have 
heard from so many North Dakotans 
about how scared they are that this 
bill could pass and how it would hurt 
them if it ever happened. I have heard 
from North Dakotans with preexisting 
conditions, like cancer or asthma, par-
ents of children with disabilities on 
Medicaid, adults with elderly patients 
in nursing homes, farmers and those in 
rural communities who rely on rural 
hospitals, and those receiving treat-
ment for opioid abuse. 

The consequences of this bill for 
North Dakotans are real. I want to tell 

some of those very real stories across 
my State, because way too often we 
forget this is an issue that could not be 
more personal. 

I want to introduce you to Allison 
and Jennifer Restemayer. This is her 
wonderful family. This is Allison here. 
Allison, from West Fargo, was almost 2 
years old when she was diagnosed with 
a rare genetic disease. Allison’s parents 
were told she would become severely 
mentally delayed by age 3, and she 
would likely pass away by the time she 
was 10 years old. I am so proud to tell 
you and so glad to tell you that this 
prediction did not come true. 

Over the past several years, Allison 
has been able to get new, very expen-
sive therapy that helps slow the pro-
gression of her disorder. Because there 
are currently no lifetime limits on cov-
erage, Allison’s family has been able to 
afford this treatment. Today, Allison is 
16 years old. Allison needs physical 
therapy multiple times per week to 
truly make a difference in her life day 
to day and to help her live longer. Her 
private insurance covers just 12 phys-
ical therapy appointments per year. Al-
lison is one of many children with dis-
abilities or special needs on Medicaid, 
which covers the rest of her physical 
therapy. 

For her and her family—you can see 
them here—who are so proud of the 
courage of Allison, it has been a life-
line, and it has been a lifegiver. But 
the Republican bill would enable insur-
ance companies to impose lifetime 
maximums on coverage, which many 
North Dakotans, like Allison, would 
reach in no time. It would slash Med-
icaid—both expansion and traditional 
Medicaid—making it harder for fami-
lies like Allison’s to afford coverage 
and critical treatment for their chil-
dren with special needs. The 
Restemayers should never ever have to 
worry. 

I have spent a lot of time with Alli-
son, and I think anyone who meets her 
knows that this world is a much better 
place with Allison healthy and alive. 
We are so proud to call her one of our 
friends. She has been an inspiration to 
me and my staff. She has participated 
in a lot of dialogues, and her advocacy 
has been absolutely instrumental in 
telling the story of families like hers 
in North Dakota. 

I want to talk about Emerie and Amy 
Thom. At just 2 months old, Emerie, 
from Bismarck, had her first set of sei-
zures and was diagnosed with a rare 
neurological condition. Her parents, 
Amy and Johnny, have crisscrossed 
North Dakota and visited many hos-
pitals out of State to get Emerie the 
care she needs and to control her life- 
threatening seizures. 

Emerie is now almost 4 years old and 
has spent a total of 8 weeks in the hos-
pital since she was born. She receives 
therapy multiple times per week and 
needs various medical equipment. Just 
1 month of therapy out-of-pocket 
would cost her family—good, hard- 
working people—$3,000. Emerie is on 
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Medicaid, which has enabled her family 
to afford her hospital stays, her home 
healthcare, and her therapy. It has also 
enabled them to keep their daughter 
home with them in a loving family re-
lationship, in a lovely family situation. 

It is because of the access to Med-
icaid that this family has been able to 
stay in their home and keep their jobs, 
but the Senate Republican healthcare 
bill would rip Medicaid away from fam-
ilies like Emerie’s. This family does 
not deserve that, and neither does any 
family who is working hard to take 
care of their children. These are all of 
our children, the children we see today 
who suffer from disabilities, who live 
and inspire us with their disabilities 
and their hope. This small help these 
families ask for from the Medicaid sys-
tem should not be threatened, and 
these families should not be calling 
congressional offices begging us to 
please, please do everything we can. 

Finally, I want to talk about 
Frances. Frances is one of the nicest 
people you are ever going to meet. For 
25 years, she was a third grade teacher 
in Fessenden. When she was 21 years 
old, while she was teaching, she was di-
agnosed with a syndrome that affects 
the nerve endings in her body. She be-
came paralyzed but taught herself to 
walk again. For the rest of her life, she 
will have to face the challenges that 
come with this disorder. Today, Fran 
can’t walk anymore, and she has been 
in a wheelchair for the past 24 years. 

For most of her life, Fran lived inde-
pendently with her husband, who 
passed away in 2000. In the past few 
years, she has reached a point where 
she needs full-time care. She is now 84 
years old. She lives in a nursing home 
in Harvey, and she has been there for 4 
years. Fran had been in and out of 
nursing homes a few times beforehand, 
all which required private pay. Because 
of the extreme costs, Fran doesn’t have 
any money or savings left. She spent it 
all on her healthcare. 

Now she is one of many seniors on 
Medicaid, which enables her to afford 
the quality, long-term care she needs 
to live with dignity and support. At the 
nursing home, she gets extensive as-
sistance with bathing, dressing, and 
doing any activities. Fran doesn’t 
know what she would do without Med-
icaid. She doesn’t have any children to 
help her. Her siblings are all older than 
she is, and they wouldn’t be able to 
provide her with the level of care she 
needs. If it weren’t for Medicaid, Fran 
would be out of options. 

The Senate Republican bill threatens 
the coverage that Fran has and that so 
many others rely on. You know what, 
we cannot let that happen. 

This issue has many faces. These are 
just three North Dakota faces I want to 
talk to you about. These families 
aren’t interested in politics. They 
couldn’t care less about politics. They 
want the ability to take care of them-
selves. There is no guilt to any of these 
conditions. There is no ‘‘you did it to 
yourself’’ to any of these conditions. 
This is the human condition. 

We have to decide as a country, are 
we together in taking care of each 
other, or are we all on our own? That is 
the issue. How do we take care of the 
sickest among us? Are we together, or 
are we on our own? I believe we are 
stronger when we stand together to 
provide care to each other and to those 
who are not as fortunate. 

I was talking to some of the families. 
It is hard when you are a mom, I think, 
to think about, well, what was your 
life with your child growing up? I had 
two children, born extraordinarily 
healthy. They barely missed a day of 
school, they were so healthy. They had 
an opportunity to engage in every level 
of activity, giving me and my husband 
the freedom to pursue other things in 
our lives. That is a gift. It is also a gift 
that we as a society can help those who 
don’t have that level of good fortune 
but have children who need some spe-
cial attention, children whose care you 
cannot afford on your own. 

From the discussions I have had with 
so many of the families, very few of us 
could ever afford the medications and 
the therapies that guarantee quality of 
life not only for the child but for the 
family in terms of respite care. 

Allison, Emerie, and Fran, we are 
going to keep talking about this, and 
we are going to keep evaluating all of 
the proposals that come our way. When 
they don’t do right by you, Emerie, Al-
lison, and Fran, when it is not the 
right solution for your family, it is not 
the right solution for North Dakota, 
and it is not the right solution for this 
country. We have work to do. 

I know the Presiding Officer has been 
one of the leaders in analyzing and re-
viewing these bills. We have had a 
chance to have some discussions. I 
hope we will have further discussions 
about how we can continue to care for 
these wonderful North Dakotans. 

The Presiding Officer knows story 
after story, having been a physician. 
Being a physician, my husband can tell 
you story after story about people who 
are challenged. In this system of 
healthcare, we all have to decide 
whether we stand alone or together. I 
believe America is stronger when we 
stand together and help each other. 

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. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 

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

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

ABOLISH HUMAN TRAFFICKING ACT 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I want 

to come to the floor to talk about 
healthcare, a subject I know the Pre-
siding Officer feels passionate about as 
a medical doctor. But before I delve 
into the healthcare debate, I want to 
discuss briefly two important bipar-
tisan pieces of legislation that I have 
been working on with my colleagues 

across the aisle and that are moving 
forward today. 

I know the strange thing about this 
place—by ‘‘this place’’ I mean Wash-
ington, DC—is that the bipartisan work 
we are able to do rarely gets much at-
tention. What gets attention in the 
news is when we fight over controver-
sial topics, but bipartisan legislation 
that actually helps people and that 
gets done here is rarely heralded or 
even noticed. So I think it is worth 
highlighting a couple of examples 
today. 

Today, in the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee, we passed the Abolish Human 
Trafficking Act, which I introduced 
with Senator KLOBUCHAR. As the father 
of two daughters, I am always re-
minded of the profile of a victim of 
human trafficking in this country, a 
girl between the ages of 12 and 14 years 
old, who perhaps has run away from 
home. Who knows what the cir-
cumstances are at home? But they are 
looking for a better life, only to find 
themselves in too many instances ex-
ploited and the victims of human traf-
ficking. 

This bill reauthorizes several critical 
trafficking victims protection act pro-
grams that help fight the scourge of 
trafficking so that survivors can get 
the help they need and our law enforce-
ment officers can go after the perpetra-
tors of this terrible crime. 

A vital provision of this bill is an ex-
tension of the Domestic Trafficking 
Victims Fund, which provides critical 
resources that victims need to recover 
from this crime. Part of the fund is fi-
nanced through fines collected on con-
victed traffickers, and last year it pro-
vided almost $5 million in services for 
victims. Let me dwell on that for just 
a minute. 

When I was privileged to be attorney 
general of the State of Texas, part of 
the job was to administer the Crime 
Victims’ Compensation Fund. This was 
a fund into which fines and penalties of 
people convicted of criminal acts went 
into the Crime Victims’ Compensation 
Fund, so we could then use grants for 
the victims of crime to help them re-
cover. That is exactly the kind of 
model we created with the Domestic 
Trafficking Victims Fund. My hope is 
that over time it will produce more 
money that will be available to help 
the victims of human trafficking to a 
greater extent. That is the idea, and 
these are not tax dollars, so that is an 
additional benefit. It is actually the 
fines and penalties of the perpetrators 
that go into this fund that then help 
the victims to heal. 

This bill also makes the Human Traf-
ficking Advisory Council permanent so 
that the group of survivors who advise 
people like us on what additional tools 
are needed to combat trafficking can 
continue to do so. 

On the preventive end, this legisla-
tion lends a hand to our Nation’s law 
enforcement so they can track down 
perpetrators of the crime and bring 
them to justice. It implements screen-
ing protocols for the Department of 
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Homeland Security so that law en-
forcement officials at every level know 
how to spot trafficking victims and 
how to respond. This is actually a real-
ly important element of fighting 
human trafficking. 

A few years ago, when we had the 
Super Bowl in Dallas, TX, I was 
shocked to learn that the Super Bowl 
is one of the largest human trafficking 
events during the year. That is pretty 
sobering and, frankly, disgusting. 
Training people, including law enforce-
ment, to be able to identify victims of 
human trafficking, some of whom may 
not consider themselves a victim until 
it is too late, only to find themselves a 
victim of modern day human slavery— 
but being able to identify victims of 
trafficking so that we can get law en-
forcement involved and get them res-
cued is a big, important part of fight-
ing this crime. 

In the long run, this legislation re-
quires the Department of Justice to 
implement a national strategy to re-
duce the demand of human trafficking 
by essentially putting the johns—the 
people who buy sex from trafficking 
victims—out of service. This is a cause 
that clearly crosses partisan lines, and 
it is literally a nonpartisan issue. 

I am glad we are making progress on 
this. I am thankful for the bipartisan 
support of my colleague from Min-
nesota, Senator KLOBUCHAR, as well as 
the Judiciary Committee members like 
the chairman, Senator GRASSLEY, and 
the ranking member, Senator FEIN-
STEIN, and many other Members on 
both sides who are cosponsors. 

JOBS FOR OUR HEROES ACT 
Mr. President, the second piece of 

legislation I want to mention is the 
Jobs for Our Heroes Act of 2017. This, 
too, is a bipartisan bill that makes it 
easier for our veterans to get jobs in 
our Nation’s trucking industry. The 
men and women in our military learn 
valuable skills that can easily be trans-
ferred to the private sector when they 
leave the military and become a vet-
eran, and this bill is designed to help 
veterans transition from their military 
service to getting jobs in our Nation’s 
trucking industry. This is an area that 
is constantly in need of trained people 
with commercial drivers’ licenses who 
can work in this industry. 

As I suggested, many of our military 
servicemembers have experience driv-
ing similar vehicles while serving in 
the Armed Forces. Yet for them to get 
a job in trucking, they are required to 
go through a very expensive and time- 
consuming training program as if they 
have absolutely no knowledge or job 
experience whatsoever, largely dupli-
cating what they already know just be-
cause of the regulations. That doesn’t 
make any sense to me. 

The legislation that I have intro-
duced with Senators ELIZABETH WAR-
REN, TAMMY DUCKWORTH, and THOM 
TILLIS takes into consideration the 
previous training and experience of 
veterans and allows them to apply for 
an exemption so they can quite lit-

erally get on the road and start work-
ing without delay. 

This bill is twofold. Not only does it 
encourage our transportation industry 
to hire veterans, it helps our veterans 
transition into civilian life, connecting 
them to a well-paying job and a mean-
ingful career. I expect the Commerce 
Committee to consider and pass this 
bill, as well, today. 

These are two bipartisan examples 
that show we actually can work to-
gether in the U.S. Senate in ways that 
will help all of our States and the peo-
ple we serve. 

HEALTHCARE LEGISLATION 
Mr. President, there are subjects that 

are controversial. If there is one that 
sort of stands out above the rest, it is 
healthcare. Unfortunately, this has be-
come all too much of a polarizing issue 
politically. 

I happened to be in the Senate Cham-
ber on Christmas Eve in 2009, at 7:30 in 
the morning, right before Christmas, of 
course, when our Democratic friends 
jammed through on a party-line vote 
the Affordable Care Act, now known as 
ObamaCare. I remember the promises 
the President made at the time. Presi-
dent Obama said: If you like your pol-
icy, you can keep your policy. That 
proved not to be true. He said: If you 
like your doctor, you can keep your 
doctor. Well, that wasn’t true, either. 
Then he said: Well, you will be able to 
save $2,500 per family of four on your 
premiums. What experience has shown 
us is that instead of a $2,500 savings, a 
family of four has experienced a $3,000 
increase in their premiums. That is 105 
percent in the 39 States or so that have 
ObamaCare exchanges. 

ObamaCare has been a failure if you 
consider the promises that were made 
and the promises that were broken. In 
experience, what we have seen is insur-
ance companies, because of flaws in the 
design, literally leaving the States, 
leaving insured people with no option 
when it comes to their insurance. Per-
haps they do have an insurance policy 
available, but their premiums have 
gone through the roof, as I indicated 
earlier—105 percent on balance since 
2013. Their deductible is frequently so 
high that they are denied the benefit of 
what insurance they have because they 
are basically self-insured at $5,000, 
$6,000, $7,000, or more. 

Yesterday, we announced that our 
work on a market-driven, patient-cen-
tered healthcare reform plan to replace 
ObamaCare would continue over the 
next few weeks. As I said yesterday, I 
expect that we will revisit the Better 
Care Act when we come back for the 
July work period, which is the week 
after the Fourth of July. As the Repub-
lican conference has continued our dis-
cussion on our plan to replace the 
failed Affordable Care Act, three things 
have become clear to me. 

Let me start with the first one. The 
first one is that our Democratic col-
leagues are not willing to lift a finger 
to help. Surely, they have constitu-
ents, as I do in Texas, who are con-

tacting them, telling them about their 
horror stories with regard to no access 
to policies, premiums that are sky 
high, and deductibles that are 
unaffordable. Apparently, they are 
unmoved by those stories. 

As we continue to move toward a Re-
publican healthcare solution, which is 
what we are left with when our Demo-
cratic colleagues refuse to participate, 
I want to remind my colleagues as to 
why we have this choice before us and 
why the hard work is worth it. 

All of us have our stories from our 
States about premium hikes and lost 
coverage and frustration at the hands 
of a convoluted law, but I want to talk 
about the story of a young lady from 
Fort Worth, TX. 

She is a nurse who graduated from 
Texas Christian University in 2010. By 
her own account, she is young, in good 
health, and has a fulfilling career in 
the healthcare industry. Her first job 
took her to the Rio Grande Valley in 
South Texas. While she had to pay out- 
of-pocket for care, she only had a 
monthly healthcare premium of $71, 
but after the ObamaCare bill passed in 
2013, she said: ‘‘My plan disappeared.’’ 
In other words, she was one of those 
who suffered from the broken promise 
that if you liked your plan, you could 
keep it, because it disappeared. 

There was a new plan, but her de-
ductible rose to $8,500. Now, I do not 
know many people who could pay out- 
of-pocket $8,500 for their healthcare be-
fore their health insurance kicked in. 
To add insult to injury, her monthly 
premium skyrocketed from $71 to $300. 
She is paying $300 a month for a policy 
with a deductible of $8,500. It is not 
worth very much. One year later, this 
plan under Blue Cross Blue Shield also 
disappeared, leaving her to consider 
the cheapest marketplace plan for $400 
a month. She started at $71, went to 
$300, and then went to $400 a month for, 
what she called, a ‘‘dismal’’ policy. 

Ultimately, she did find a more af-
fordable plan for $247 a month. Yet, 
every year, she has seen her premium 
grow. She started out at $71, finally to 
end with $247. That is three times-plus 
what she originally paid, and her pre-
mium continues to grow every year. 

Yet, as a nurse, her perspective is not 
just about herself. She cares passion-
ately about her patients as well. 

She wrote this to me: 
I’m irritated, but at least I can afford it. 

But who can’t? A lot of folks and a lot of my 
patients! I certainly couldn’t if I had a fam-
ily. 

Doing nothing is not an option, 
which is why I am mystified that our 
Democratic colleagues have simply re-
fused to participate in the process. For 
7 years, we have promised the Amer-
ican people we would replace 
ObamaCare with something better that 
would include market-based solutions 
in order to provide care that more peo-
ple could afford. This is based on a 
principle that, I believe, is a core prin-
ciple: If people have the choice between 
products, they will choose the one that 
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is best for them at a price they can af-
ford. Competition actually benefits 
consumers by providing a better prod-
uct at a cheaper cost. That is what 
market-driven competition is all 
about. 

To me, the choice is pretty simple. 
We either get rid of this failed law and 
replace it with real reform or 
ObamaCare will continue to collapse, 
and millions more people will continue 
to be harmed. 

Now, this is something former Presi-
dent Clinton said, you will remember, 
during the campaign, which proved to 
be a little bit of an embarrassing com-
ment when he said that ObamaCare 
was the ‘‘craziest thing in the world.’’ 
This was the former President of the 
United States, a Democrat, who was 
the husband of the Democratic nomi-
nee for President in the 2016 election. 
He called ObamaCare the ‘‘craziest 
thing in the world’’ because he knew 
well that no matter who won the elec-
tion, whether it was Hillary Clinton or 
President Trump, that we would be 
talking about how to protect the 
American people from this failing sys-
tem known as ObamaCare. 

Yet our Democratic friends are ap-
parently resigned to continue to let the 
American people suffer rather than try 
to do what is right and help make 
things better. 

The work we are left to do is hard, 
but it is no excuse for not trying. 
ObamaCare is hurting our country, and 
we have a chance to make it better and 
to right the path. I remain hopeful and 
optimistic because doing nothing is not 
an option. 

Let me just conclude with this obser-
vation: What we are trying to accom-
plish with the Better Care Act encom-
passes four things. 

First, we are trying to stabilize the 
current insurance market to make sure 
there are actually insurance policies 
available for people to buy rather than 
to see them flee the marketplace. 

Second, we are trying to make sure 
we do everything we can to bring insur-
ance premiums down—in other words, 
to make it more affordable—by elimi-
nating some of the mandates that 
make it unaffordable right now. 

The third thing we are trying to do is 
to protect people with preexisting con-
ditions. The Better Care Act or the 
BCRA as it is known—the Better Care 
Reconciliation Act—maintains the sta-
tus quo when it comes to protecting 
people against preexisting conditions. 
We do not want anybody who has lost 
his coverage to be denied coverage be-
cause of a preexisting condition when 
he tries to buy insurance from another 
insurance company. That is what hap-
pens when you change your job. That is 
what happens when insurance compa-
nies decide to leave the marketplace. 
They simply cannot afford to continue 
to write policies so you have to change 
policies, like this young lady—the 
nurse whom I mentioned—had to do on 
a couple of occasions. 

The fourth thing we are trying to do 
is to stabilize one of the most impor-

tant safety net programs in our coun-
try, which is Medicaid. There are three 
basic entitlement programs—Medicare, 
Medicaid, and Social Security. We are 
doing everything we can to stabilize 
Medicaid because we believe it is im-
portant for low-income citizens to have 
access to healthcare through Medicaid 
if they cannot afford it through private 
insurance. 

I want to just address some of the 
misinformation and, I think, outright 
falsehoods we have heard from some 
people about what the Better Care Rec-
onciliation Act does to Medicaid. 

I keep hearing people say this cuts 
Medicaid. It reduces the rate of growth 
of Medicaid, which is true. We basi-
cally put Medicaid on a budget, and we 
grow it year, after year, after year, as 
I will mention in a moment, but no-
where other than in Washington, DC, 
would anybody consider this a cut. 

For example, in 2017, we will spend 
$393 billion on Medicaid. Now, because 
this is a State-Federal cost share, in 
my State, it is either the No. 1 or No. 
2 most expensive item in our spending 
under our State budget each year. It 
crowds out a lot of other things be-
cause it is so expensive. Yet it is un-
controlled, so, in 2017, we will see $393 
billion spent. 

At the end of the budget window—10 
years, reflected by 2026—the Federal 
Government will have spent, under the 
Budget Control Act, $464 billion. That 
is a $71 billion difference between 2017 
and 2026. In no other alternate universe 
that I am aware of would this be con-
sidered a cut. This is an increase in 
Medicaid. 

Now, we can have discussions—and 
we should and we are having discus-
sions—as to: Is this an adequate rate of 
growth of Medicaid to meet the grow-
ing population and to make sure people 
are taken care of? 

Nothing we do in this bill drops any-
body from Medicaid, and the sugges-
tion that it does is simply, I would sug-
gest, not accurate, nor is it a cut. We 
can have discussions about what the 
proper rate of growth is, and we are 
having those discussions, but it is a 
fact, reflected by the Congressional 
Budget Office—which is the official 
scorekeeper in Congress—that, in 2017, 
we will spend $393 billion, and under 
the Better Care Reconciliation Act, we 
will spend $464 billion, which is a dif-
ference of $71 billion over that 10 years. 

I know we will have a lot more to 
talk about as we continue to debate 
this bill. My hope is that we will have 
a bill that we will be able to send to 
the Congressional Budget Office, which 
will take a couple of weeks to score— 
that is a requirement—before we can 
actually bring it to the floor. I hope 
that at some point in the not-too-dis-
tant future, we will be able to bring a 
bill to the floor and have a real debate 
and have an amendment process that 
will allow everybody and anybody in 
the Senate to offer amendments in 
order to change or modify the bill. 

In the end, I believe we have to de-
cide because doing nothing is not an 

option. Doing nothing means con-
signing the people who are being hurt 
by ObamaCare today to continue to be 
hurt and to be priced out of healthcare 
entirely. To my mind, that is not a re-
sponsible thing for us to do. 

That is why I support the Better Care 
Reconciliation Act. It is not a perfect 
bill, but it is the next step in helping 
us turn our current healthcare disaster 
around. At some point, I hope our 
Democratic friends will join with us, as 
they have done under the two bills I 
mentioned earlier, for this is one of the 
most important things we will do in 
the Congress. If you think about what 
touches people’s lives in such a per-
sonal way, it is hard to think of any-
thing that does that more than 
healthcare. 

Right now, we are hearing a lot of 
scare stories and inaccuracies about 
what this bill does. There is plenty of 
room for debate and differences of 
opinion based on the facts, but as the 
saying goes, you are entitled to your 
own opinion, but you are not entitled 
to your own facts. Facts are facts, and 
based on the facts, we ought to argue 
our policy differences and then vote. 

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. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BLUNT). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent to proceed to 
legislative session. 

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

f 

ORDER OF PROCEDURE 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that notwith-
standing the provisions of rule XXII, it 
be in order to move to proceed to exec-
utive session to consider the nomina-
tion of Executive Calendar No. 104, Wil-
liam Hagerty to be Ambassador to 
Japan. 

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

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to executive session to 
consider the nomination of Executive 
Calendar No. 104, William Hagerty to 
be Ambassador to Japan. 

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

The motion was agreed to. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of William 
Francis Hagerty IV, of Tennessee, to be 
Ambassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of 
America to Japan. 

CLOTURE MOTION 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 

send a cloture motion to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-

ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to 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 nomi-
nation of William Francis Hagerty IV, of 
Tennessee, to be Ambassador Extraordinary 
and Plenipotentiary of the United States of 
America to Japan. 

Mitch McConnell, Chuck Grassley, Deb 
Fischer, Steve Daines, Luther Strange, 
Bob Corker, Thom Tillis, Tom Cotton, 
Tim Scott, Johnny Isakson, Richard C. 
Shelby, Michael B. Enzi, Richard Burr, 
John Hoeven, David Perdue, Roy Blunt, 
Todd Young. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the man-
datory quorum call with respect to the 
cloture motion be waived. 

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

ORDERS FOR MONDAY, JULY 3, 2017, THROUGH 
MONDAY, JULY 10, 2017 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn, to then convene for pro forma 
sessions only, with no business being 
conducted, on the following dates and 
times, and that following each pro 
forma session, the Senate adjourn until 
the next pro forma session: Monday, 
July 3, at 6 p.m., Thursday, July 6, at 
9 a.m. I further ask that when the Sen-
ate adjourns on Thursday, July 6, it 
next convene at 3 p.m., Monday, July 
10; that following the prayer and 
pledge, the morning hour be deemed 
expired, the Journal of proceedings be 
approved to date, the time for the two 
leaders be reserved for their use later 
in the day, and morning business be 
closed; further, that following leader 
remarks, the Senate proceed to execu-
tive session and resume consideration 
of the Rao nomination; finally, that 
notwithstanding the provisions of rule 
XXII, the postcloture time on the Rao 
nomination expire at 5:30 p.m., Mon-
day, July 10. 

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

Mr. MCCONNELL. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

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

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

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate be 
in a period of morning business, with 
Senators permitted to speak therein 
for up to 10 minutes each. 

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

(At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 
following statement was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD.) 

f 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

∑ Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I was 
necessarily absent for the cloture vote 
on the nomination of Neomi Rao to be 
the Administrator of the Office of In-
formation and Regulatory Affairs with-
in the White House Office of Manage-
ment and Budget. 

On vote No. 155, had I been present, I 
would have voted nay on the motion to 
invoke cloture on the Rao nomination. 

This administration has dedicated 
itself to undermining many of the com-
monsense regulations that protect pub-
lic health, workers, consumers, stu-
dents, and the environment. 

Ms. Rao’s previous writings show 
that, as OIRA Administrator, she 
would likely continue this trend and 
actively work to prevent any new regu-
lations from being implemented. 

She has previously called for in-
creased political oversight of inde-
pendent agencies, like the Consumer 
Financial Protection Bureau, and dra-
matically limiting the regulatory au-
thority of other Federal agencies. 

This is concerning as OIRA plays a 
critical role in the Federal regulatory 
process and often determines how new 
regulations are implemented. 

Therefore, I would have voted against 
cloture on Ms. Rao’s nomination as I 
do not believe she will adequately de-
fend agencies’ duties to set safety 
standards that protect the public.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO DR. LONNIE G. BUNCH 
III 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, the 
Smithsonian Institution in Wash-
ington, DC has as its newest treasure, 
the National Museum of African Amer-
ican History and Culture. It is the 
work of many and would not be there 
without its founding director, Dr. Lon-
nie G. Bunch III. 

I know as a member of the Smithso-
nian board of regents that Dr. Bunch is 
the single most important person 
bringing about this magnificent mu-
seum and one which will speak to the 
history of African Americans in this 
country more than anything else. 

We all know that history has seen an 
enormous amount of pain caused by vi-

olence and deaths resulting from rac-
ism in America. When you come into 
that moving museum, as I have many 
times, the last thing you would expect 
is someone who would leave the ulti-
mate symbol of racism, a noose, hang-
ing in it. I know the dismay felt by 
people of all races when it was found, 
but probably what has helped the heal-
ing the most is the op-ed of June 23, 
2017, in the New York Times, written 
by my friend, Lonnie Bunch. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD the op-ed, so 
that all can see it and so that it will be 
part of the history of the U.S. Senate. 

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

[From the New York Times, June 23, 2017] 
A NOOSE AT THE SMITHSONIAN BRINGS 

HISTORY BACK TO LIFE 
(By Lonnie G. Bunch III) 

The person who recently left a noose at the 
National Museum of African American His-
tory and Culture clearly intended to intimi-
date, by deploying one of the most feared 
symbols in American racial history. Instead, 
the vandal unintentionally offered a contem-
porary reminder of one theme of the black 
experience in America: We continue to be-
lieve in the potential of a country that has 
not always believed in us, and we do this 
against incredible odds. 

The noose—the second of three left on the 
National Mall in recent weeks—was found 
late in May in an exhibition that chronicles 
America’s evolution from the era of Jim 
Crow through the civil rights movement. 
Visitors discovered it on the floor in front of 
a display of artifacts from the Ku Klux Klan, 
as well as objects belonging to African- 
American soldiers who fought during World 
War I. Though these soldiers fought for de-
mocracy abroad, they found little when they 
returned home. 

That display, like the museum as a whole, 
powerfully juxtaposes two visions of Amer-
ica: one shaped by racism, violence and ter-
ror, and one shaped by a belief in an America 
where freedom and fairness reign. I see the 
nooses as evidence that those visions con-
tinue to battle in 2017 and that the struggle 
for the soul of America continues to this 
very day. 

The people responsible knew that their 
acts would not be taken lightly. A noose is a 
symbol of the racial violence and terror that 
African-Americans have confronted through-
out American history and of the intensity of 
resistance we’ve faced to any measure of ra-
cial equality. During slavery, one of the 
main purposes of lynching was to deter the 
enslaved from escaping to freedom. But 
lynching did not end with slavery; it was 
also a response to the end of slavery. It con-
tinued from the 1880s until after the end of 
World War I, with more than 100 people 
lynched each year. So prevalent was this 
atrocity that between 1920 and 1938, the 
N.A.A.C.P. displayed a banner at its national 
headquarters that read simply, ‘‘A man was 
lynched yesterday.’’ 

Lynching was not just a phenomenon of 
the American South or the Ku Klux Klan. 
And in many places, as black people fought 
for inclusion in American life, lynchings be-
came brutal spectacles, drawing thousands of 
onlookers who posed for photographs with 
the lifeless bodies. This collective memory 
explains why the noose has become a symbol 
of white supremacy and racial intimidation. 

So, what does it mean to have found three 
nooses on Smithsonian grounds in 2017? A 
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noose inside a Missouri high school? A noose 
on the campus of Duke University? Another 
at American University? 

As a historian, who also happens to be old 
enough to remember ‘‘Whites Only’’ signs on 
motels and restaurants that trumpeted the 
power of laws enforcing segregation, I posit 
that it means we must lay to rest any notion 
that racism is not still the great divide. 

As someone who has experienced the 
humiliating sting of racial epithets and the 
pain of a policeman’s blow—simply because I 
was black and in a neighborhood not my 
own—I would argue that it answers a naı́ve 
and dangerous question that I hear too often: 
Why can’t African-Americans get over past 
discrimination? 

The answer is that discrimination is not 
confined to the past. Nor is the African- 
American commitment to American ideals 
in the face of discrimination and hate. 

The exhibitions inside the museum com-
bine to form a narrative of a people who re-
fused to be broken by hatred and who have 
always found ways to prod America to be 
truer to the ideals of its founders. 

In the process of curating these experi-
ences, I have acquired, examined and inter-
preted objects that stir feelings of intense 
pain. Anger and sadness are always parts of 
this work, but I never let them dominate it. 
Instead, I use them to help me connect with 
the people who have suffered and continue to 
suffer immeasurable pain and injustice, 
while clinging to their humanity and their 
vision of a better country. 

I see the nooses in the same way. They are 
living history. Viewed through this lens, 
they are no less a part of the story the mu-
seum tells than the Klan robes, the slave 
shackles small enough to fit a child, the 
stretch of rope used to lynch a Maryland 
man in 1931 or the coffin used to bury the 
brutally murdered Emmett Till. 

If you want to know how African-Ameri-
cans continue to persevere and fight for a 
better America in the face of this type of ha-
tred, you need only visit the museum, where 
the noose has been removed but the rest of 
the remarkable story of our commitment to 
overcome remains. Anyone who experiences 
the National Museum of African American 
History and Culture should leave with that 
realization, as well as the understanding 
that this story is continuing. The cowardly 
act of leaving a symbol of hate in the midst 
of a tribute to our survival conveyed that 
message as well as any exhibit ever could. 

f 

150TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, last night 
in the Kennedy Caucus Room, the U.S. 
Capitol Historical Society honored the 
Senate Appropriations Committee with 
a celebration of its 150th anniversary. 
Past and present committee members 
and staff gathered to reflect on the his-
tory of the committee, and Senate His-
torian Betty Koed gave a wonderful 
keynote address. 

Established on March 6, 1867, the 
committee’s powers are rooted in arti-
cle 1, section 9, of our Constitution 
which states, ‘‘No Money shall be 
drawn from the Treasury, but in Con-
sequence of Appropriations made by 
Law.’’ The Founders recognized the 
power of the purse as one of the most 
important tools Congress has to ensure 
our system of checks and balances and 
to conduct oversight of the executive 
and judicial branch—but it is much 

more than that. The Appropriations 
Committee is where we translate the 
priorities of a nation into the realities 
of the people. 

Our country is not a business, where 
we allocate resources only according to 
the bottom line. We do not invest in 
order to make a profit or a one-for-one 
dollar in return. We invest in those 
areas where it is uniquely right for 
government to take the lead. We invest 
in the areas that make a difference in 
the everyday lives of Americans and 
that help build the foundations of our 
country and our economy—infrastruc-
ture, national security, our environ-
ment, education, science and research, 
healthcare. 

I want to thank the U.S. Capitol His-
torical Society for organizing this an-
niversary celebration, and I ask unani-
mous consent that the text of the re-
marks given by Senate Historian Betty 
Koed be printed in the RECORD. 

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

APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE 150TH 
ANNIVERSARY 

WEDNESDAY, JUNE 28, 2017 
BETTY K. KOED, SENATE HISTORIAN 

On March 6, 2017, the Senate reached an 
important milestone in the history of its 
committees. The Committee on Appropria-
tions turned 150 years old. 

For its first quarter-century, the Senate 
operated without permanent legislative com-
mittees. Instead, it relied on temporary ‘‘se-
lect’’ committees to manage proposals and 
write bills. In 1816, having created nearly a 
hundred of these ad hoc committees, the 
Senate decided on something more perma-
nent. 

In December of 1816, it created eleven 
standing committees, including Judiciary, 
Foreign Relations, Commerce, and Finance. 
However, it did not create a Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Over the next five decades, the Finance 
Committee handled most appropriations, but 
that overworked committee struggled with 
the haphazard funding requests of executive 
agencies. 

Wishing to appear frugal, agency directors 
often understated their funding needs to the 
House of Representatives and then, in the 
hectic final days of a session, quietly turned 
to the Senate for emergency funds. 

The threat of suspended operations usually 
convinced Congress to replenish the coffers. 
If agencies ran a surplus, directors simply 
spent those funds as they pleased. 

By the 1860s senators realized that they 
needed to gain better control over appropria-
tions. The Civil War had vastly expanded fed-
eral spending. In fact, in 1865, expenditures 
passed the billion-dollar mark for the first 
time in our national history. 

The lack of centralized control over appro-
priations also played to the president’s ad-
vantage, and the executive often spent mil-
lions without first securing formal congres-
sional appropriations. 

In other words, by the end of the Civil War, 
no less than the power of the purse was at 
stake. 

On March 6, 1867, two years after similar 
action taken by the House, Senator Henry 
Anthony of Rhode Island proposed a new 
committee to consider spending bills. 

The Senate agreed—by unanimous con-
sent—and passed subsequent legislation to 
better regulate how such funds were used. 

Before long, this new committee became a 
Senate powerhouse. Led by strong chairmen 
like Iowa’s William B. Allison, the Appro-
priations Committee reached new heights of 
influence during the Senate’s Gilded Age. 

Not surprisingly, senators who did not 
serve on the committee began to complain. 
Did this upstart committee have too much 
power? Chairmen of the legislative commit-
tees, as well as the heads of executive agen-
cies, said yes, and looked for ways to wrest 
back some of that power. 

In the 1890s, senators curtailed the juris-
diction of the Appropriations Committee, 
giving control over spending in certain 
areas, such as agriculture, military affairs, 
and pensions, back to legislative commit-
tees. 

Committee chairs were delighted, but with 
no centralized control over the budgetary 
process, the committees ran amok. Spending 
increased with little or no accountability. 

And so, in 1921, again prompted by war-re-
lated costs that had pushed annual spending 
to more than $25 billion a year, Congress 
passed the Budget and Accounting Act. 

Signed by President Warren G. Harding, 
the 1921 law required an annual budget from 
the president, created the General Account-
ing Office (now GAO), the Bureau of the 
Budget (now the OMB), and led to the estab-
lishment of permanent subcommittees for 
Appropriations. 

But passage of that bill was just the begin-
ning. In implementing the new law, Chair-
man Francis E. Warren of Wyoming shaped 
the future of the committee. 

In 1922 Warren introduced a successful res-
olution to again centralize the appropria-
tions process. He also included in his resolu-
tion a revision to Rule 16, requiring that all 
general appropriation bills, and amendments 
to such bills, be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

This, in essence, established the broad ju-
risdiction that the committee enjoys today. 

Since that time, the Appropriations Com-
mittee has continued to evolve as its duties 
and workload were amended by subsequent 
legislation. 

Of course, the biggest change came in 1974 
with the Budget Act, which created the 
House and Senate Budget Committees along 
with the Congressional Budget Office. But, 
again, the Appropriations Committee re-
mained intact. 

In the 1980s and 90s, other elements were 
added—Gramm-Rudman, budget summits, 
PAYGO, CRs—but you know that history 
better than I do. You’ve been living it. 

Today—150 years after its creation—the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations, ably 
led by Chairman Cochran and Vice Chairman 
Leahy, continues to be a powerful and influ-
ential voice in national policymaking. 

Of course, that doesn’t mean that the ap-
propriations process has always been easy. In 
fact, at times, it has been downright testy. 

For example, on a hot day in August of 
1950, as the Senate continued working past 
its targeted adjournment date, tempers in-
side the committee room got to be nearly as 
hot as the scorching summer sun. 

‘‘The Senate is beginning to show signs of 
overwork,’’ observed newspaper columnist 
Jack Anderson. ‘‘Sessions are growing 
longer,’’ he wrote, ‘‘and tempers shorter.’’ 

Among the confrontations that caught An-
derson’s eye was a battle between two of the 
Hill’s best known curmudgeons, Tennessee 
senator Kenneth McKellar and Missouri Rep-
resentative Clarence Cannon. 

They were the chairmen of the Senate and 
House Appropriations Committees and for 
years they had argued bitterly over federal 
spending. That battle reached a climax in 
1950. 

‘‘A gavel-bashing, name-calling clash be-
tween 81-year-old . . . McKellar, and 71-year- 
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old . . . Cannon, was broken up . . . just 
short of physical violence,’’ noted the Wash-
ington Post on August 19, 1950. 

While meeting in conference, Senator 
McKellar had sharply commented on Can-
non’s personality, using language peppered 
with words such as blind, stupid, and pig-
headed. 

Infuriated, Cannon sprang from his chair, 
rushed towards McKellar, and shouted, ‘‘I’ve 
taken all I’m going to [take].’’ Startled but 
defiant, McKellar snatched the gavel and 
tried to rap it on Cannon’s head. 

‘‘In the nick of time,’’ the Post reported, a 
staff member ‘‘grabbed Cannon’’ and ‘‘two 
senators seized the gavel from McKellar.’’ 

Peace was restored . . . for the moment. 
A decade later, another chairman of the 

Appropriations Committee—Senator Carl 
Hayden of Arizona—fought so bitterly with 
old Clarence Cannon that the two houses of 
Congress had to establish neutral ground. 

Like McKellar, Hayden was an old hand at 
appropriations. With 50 years of congres-
sional service behind him, his skillful man-
agement of spending bills had earned him the 
label, ‘‘the third senator from every state.’’ 

But Hayden’s notable length of service had 
not prepared him for Clarence Cannon. In the 
House since 1923, Cannon knew his way 
around bicameral disputes. 

This was a battle of the titans on Capitol 
Hill. 

‘‘Government agencies are frantically 
going broke,’’ wrote a reporter in June of 
1962, just because two members of Congress 
‘‘keep yelling at each other.’’ 

For months, Cannon and Hayden had de-
layed action on legislation while they argued 
over seemingly petty issues. 

The press dubbed it the ‘‘Battle of the Oc-
togenarians,’’ but underlying this crisis was 
a dispute as old as Congress itself. 

Was the Senate truly the ‘‘upper house’’? 
Fueling the argument was a long-sim-

mering House resentment of the Senate’s 
general air of superiority, an attitude which 
had resulted in some rather high-handed 
practices. 

For example, for nearly two centuries, all 
conference committees had been chaired by 
senators, and such meetings had always been 
held on the Senate side of the Capitol. 

In 1962, the House decided to challenge this 
old custom of senatorial privilege. Leading 
the charge was Appropriations Chairman 
Clarence Cannon. 

Defending the Senate’s prerogatives—Carl 
Hayden. 

Cannon informed Hayden that he refused 
to make the trek to the Senate side of the 
Hill for conference meetings. From now on, 
he insisted, senators had to walk to the 
House side—at least half of the time! Fur-
thermore, he demanded that he be allowed to 
chair half of the conferences. 

Hayden countered. In that case, he in-
sisted, the Senate would initiate half of all 
appropriations bills. 

The resulting stalemate lasted for months. 
Meeting after meeting produced no agree-
ment. The appropriations process remained 
stalled well past the end of the fiscal year, 
while government agencies scrambled for 
funds. 

Finally, Carl Hayden called for a truce. He 
suggested a special meeting to be held on 
neutral ground and turned to Senate Major-
ity Leader Mike Mansfield for a solution. 

Needless to say, Mansfield was anxious to 
end the battle. He searched for a proper 
meeting space. Finally, he opened EF–100, a 
small room located off the crypt, in the 
exact center of the Capitol. 

‘‘I even agreed to have it surveyed,’’ Mans-
field explained, ‘‘so that the conference table 
would not be so much as an eighth of an inch 
more on one side than the other.’’ 

Presented with this option, Chairman Can-
non agreed to meet in conference, but stood 
firm in his demands to co-chair meetings. 

To end the crisis, and probably urged on by 
Mansfield, Carl Hayden relented. The Senate 
sacrificed a few of its cherished privileges, 
and government operations returned to nor-
mal. 

Pundits dismissed the battle as a tempest 
in a teapot, but more astute observers recog-
nized that this high-profile battle was an-
other chapter in an on-going struggle over 
the shared constitutional powers of the Sen-
ate and the House. 

Finally, this evening I would like to high-
light an important but mostly forgotten 
milestone in this committee’s history. 

Since 1867, about 300 senators have served 
on the committee. Of those 300, a mere dozen 
have been women. The first woman to serve 
was, of course, Margaret Chase Smith of 
Maine, who joined the committee in 1953. 

As you all know, in 2012, Senator Barbara 
Mikulski—the second woman to serve on the 
committee—became the first woman to chair 
it. 

Those are both major milestones in Senate 
history. 

Here’s one more. 
Way back in 1911, a woman served as chief 

clerk to the Senate Appropriations Com-
mittee. 

Her name was Leona Wells. She joined the 
Senate’s clerical staff in 1901 and remained 
on the payroll for 25 years. I believe her to be 
the first woman to hold a top committee po-
sition in the Senate. 

Born in Illinois in 1877, Wells moved to Wy-
oming when she turned 21, because this 
young suffragist could cast a vote in Wyo-
ming. There she met Senator Francis E. 
Warren, whose patronage brought her to 
Washington. 

As chair of the Military Affairs Com-
mittee, Senator Warren appointed Wells to 
the committee’s clerical staff When he be-
came chairman of Appropriations in 1911, he 
brought Wells with him, giving her the posi-
tion of chief clerk—although it appears that 
the Senate never officially gave her that 
title. 

At the time, Leona Wells was unusual—a 
well-paid professional woman on Capitol 
Hill. In fact, she was so unusual that she at-
tracted media attention. 

Leona Wells ‘‘is probably the most envied 
woman in government service,’’ reported the 
Boston Globe in an article titled ‘‘Uncle 
Sam’s Highest Salaried Woman.’’ 

Not only did she earn a good salary, the 
Globe noted, but she is ‘‘the first woman em-
ployee of the Senate to be placed in charge of 
the affairs of a big committee.’’ 

Wells scouted new territory for female 
staff, but one area remained off limits—the 
Senate Chamber. When Chairman Warren 
was on the floor doing committee business, 
Wells had to wait outside. 

Male committee clerks freely entered the 
chamber, but the Senate was not yet ready 
to admit a female staffer. Instead, as the 
Globe reported, Wells waited ‘‘just outside 
the swing doors of the chamber . . . and kept 
the door an inch or two ajar that she might 
hear everything that went on inside.’’ 

Leona Wells is largely forgotten now, but 
her service on the Appropriations Committee 
opened a door so other women could follow. 
Her story is also part of this committee’s 
history. 

This has been an all-too-brief summary of 
the history of this important committee, but 
I hope it will serve as a reminder. 

Just like Francis Warren or Carl Hayden 
or even Leona Wells, all of you—chairs, vice 
chairs, members, and staff—are part of the 
history of the Committee on Appropriations. 

ARMS SALES NOTIFICATION 

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, section 
36(b) of the Arms Export Control Act 
requires that Congress receive prior no-
tification of certain proposed arms 
sales as defined by that statute. Upon 
such notification, the Congress has 30 
calendar days during which the sale 
may be reviewed. The provision stipu-
lates that, in the Senate, the notifica-
tion of proposed sales shall be sent to 
the chairman of the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee. 

In keeping with the committee’s in-
tention to see that relevant informa-
tion is available to the full Senate, I 
ask unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD the notifications which 
have been received. If the cover letter 
references a classified annex, then such 
annex is available to all Senators in 
the office of the Foreign Relations 
Committee, room SD–423. 

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

DEFENSE SECURITY 
COOPERATION AGENCY, 

Arlington, VA. 
Hon. BOB CORKER, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of 
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended, 
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No. 
16–68, concerning the Department of the 
Navy’s proposed Letter(s) of Acceptance to 
the Taipei Economic and Cultural Rep-
resentative Office in the United States for 
defense articles and services estimated to 
cost $175 million. After this letter is deliv-
ered to our office, we plan to issue a news re-
lease to notify the public of this proposed 
sale. 

Sincerely, 
J.W. RIXEY, 

Vice Admiral, USN, Director. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 16–68 

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, as amended 

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Taipei Economic 
and Cultural Representative Office (TECRO) 
in the United States. 

(ii) Total Estimated Value: 
Major Defense Equipment * $100 million. 
Other $75 million. 
Total $175 million. 
(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-

tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase: 

Major Defense Equipment (MDE): 
One hundred sixty-eight (168) MK–54 Light-

weight Torpedo (LWT) Conversion Kits. 
Non-MDE includes: Shipping containers, 

operator manuals and technical documenta-
tion, U.S. Government and contractor engi-
neering, technical and logistics support serv-
ices. 

(iv) Military Department: Navy. 
(v) Prior Related Cases, if any: FMS Cases 

TW–P–AJX and TW–P–AKB. 
(vi) Sales Commission, Fee, etc., Paid, Of-

fered, or Agreed to be Paid: None. 
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained 

in the Defense Article or Defense Services 
Proposed to be Sold: See Attached annex. 

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress: 
June 29, 2017. 

*As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms 
Export Control Act. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES3850 June 29, 2017 
POLICY JUSTIFICATION 

Taipei Economic and Cultural Representa-
tive Office (TECRO) in the United States— 
MK–54 Lightweight Torpedo (LWT) Conver-
sion Kits 
TECRO has requested a possible sale of 

MK–54 Lightweight Torpedo (LWT) Conver-
sion Kits. This request provides the recipient 
with MK–54 LWTs in support of their LWT 
program. This sale will include LWT con-
tainers, torpedo support, torpedo spare parts, 
publications, training, weapon system sup-
port, engineering and technical assistance 
for the upgrade and conversion of one hun-
dred sixty eight (168) MK–46 Mod 5 Torpedoes 
to the MK–54 Lightweight Torpedo (LWT) 
configuration. The total estimated program 
cost is $175 million. 

This proposed sale is consistent with 
United States law and policy, as expressed in 
Public Law 96–8. 

This proposed sale serves U.S. national, 
economic and security interests by sup-
porting the recipient’s continuing efforts to 
modernize its armed forces and enhance its 
defensive capabilities. The proposed sale will 
help improve the security of the recipient 
and assist in maintaining political stability, 
military balance and economic progress in 
the region. 

The proposed sale will improve the recipi-
ent’s capability in current and future defen-
sive efforts. The recipient will use the en-
hance capability as a deterrent to regional 
threats and to strengthen homeland defense. 
The recipient will have no difficulty absorb-
ing this equipment into its armed forces. 

The proposed sale of this equipment and 
support will not alter the basic military bal-
ance in the region. 

The will be various contactors involved in 
this case. 

There are no known offset agreements pro-
posed in connection with this potential sale. 

It is estimated that during implementation 
of this proposed sale, a number of U.S. Gov-
ernment and contractor representatives will 
be assigned to the recipient or travel there 
intermittently during the program. 

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed 
sale. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 16–68 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, as amended 

Annex Item No vii 
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology: 
1. The MK 54 Lightweight Torpedo (LWT) 

has been in service in the U.S. Navy (USN) 
since 2004. The version offered in this sale is 
the MK54 Mod 0 of the system. The purchaser 
currently does not have this weapon system 
in its inventory. The proposed sale consists 
168 MK–54 Mod 0 LWT conversion kits, con-
tainers, spare and repair parts, weapon sys-
tem support and integration, personnel 
training, training equipment, test equip-
ment, U.S. Government and contractor engi-
neering, technical and logistical support 
services and other related elements of 
logistical support. 

a. Although the MK 54 Mod 0 LWT is con-
sidered state-of-the-art-technology, there is 
no Critical Program Information associated 
with the MK 54 Mod 0 LWT hardware, tech-
nical documentation or software. The high-
est classification of the hardware to be ex-
ported is SECRET. The highest classification 
of the technical manual that will be exported 
is CONFIDENTIAL. The technical manual is 
required for operation of the MK 54 Mod 0 
LWT. The highest classification of the soft-
ware to be exported is SECRET. 

2. Loss of hardware, software, publications 
or other items associated with the proposed 

sale to a technologically advanced or com-
petent adversary, poses the risk of the de-
struction of the countermeasures or replica-
tion and/or improvements to the adversary’s 
Undersea Weapon Systems, weakening U.S. 
defense capabilities. 

3. If a technologically advanced adversary 
were to obtain knowledge of the specific 
hardware and software elements, the infor-
mation could be used to develop counter-
measures which might reduce weapon system 
effectiveness or be used in development of a 
system with similar or advanced capabili-
ties. 

4. A determination has been made that the 
recipient country can provide substantially 
the same degree of protection for the sen-
sitive technology being released as the U.S. 
Government. This sale is necessary in fur-
therance of the U.S. foreign policy and na-
tional security objectives in the Policy jus-
tification. 

5. All defense articles and services listed in 
this transmittal have been authorized for re-
lease and export to the government of Taipei 
Economic and Cultural Representative Office 
(IECRO) in the United States. 

DEFENSE SECURITY 
COOPERATION AGENCY, 

Arlington, VA. 
Hon. BOB CORKER, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, 

U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 
DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-

porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of 
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended, 
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No. 
16–69, concerning the Department of the 
Navy’s proposed Letter(s) of Acceptance to 
the Taipei Economic and Cultural Rep-
resentative Office in the United States for 
defense articles and services estimated to 
cost $250 million. After this letter is deliv-
ered to our office, we plan to issue a news re-
lease to notify the public of this proposed 
sale. 

Sincerely, 
J. W. RIXEY 

Vice Admiral, USN, Director. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 16–69 

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, as amended 

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Taipei Economic 
and Cultural Representative Office (TECRO) 
in the United States. 

(ii) Total Estimated Value: 
Major Defense Equipment* $150 million. 
Other $100 million. 
Total $250 million. 
(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-

tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase: 

Major Defense Equipment (MDE): 
Forty-six (46) MK 48 Mod 6AT Heavyweight 

Torpedoes (HWT). 
Non-MDE includes: Shipping containers, 

operator manuals and technical documenta-
tion, U.S. Government and contractor engi-
neering, technical and logistics support serv-
ices. 

(iv) Military Department: Navy. 
(v) Prior Related Cases, if any: None. 
(vi) Sales Commission, Fee, etc. Paid, Of-

fered, or Agreed to be Paid: None. 
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained 

in the Defense Article or Defense Services 
Proposed to be Sold: See Attached Annex. 

(viii) Date Notification Delivered to Con-
gress: June 29, 2017. 

As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms Ex-
port Control Act. 

POLICY JUSTIFICATION 
Taipei Economic and Cultural Representa-

tive Office (TECRO) in the United States— 
MK 48 Mod 6AT Heavyweight Torpedo 
(HWT) 
Taiwan has requested a possible sale of 

forty-six (46) MK 48 Mod 6AT Heavyweight 
Torpedoes (HWT). This sale will include 
HWT containers, torpedo support, torpedo 
spare parts, publications, training, weapon 
system support, engineering and technical 
assistance. The total estimated program cost 
is $250 million. 

This proposed sale is consistent with 
United States law and policy, as expressed in 
Public Law 96–8. 

This proposed sale serves U.S. national, 
economic and security interests by sup-
porting the recipient’s continuing efforts to 
modernize its armed forces and enhance its 
defensive capabilities. The proposed sale will 
help improve the security of the recipient 
and assist in maintaining political stability, 
military balance and economic progress in 
the region. 

The proposed sale will improve the recipi-
ent’s capability in current and future defen-
sive efforts. The recipient will use the en-
hanced capability as a deterrent to regional 
threats and to strengthen homeland defense. 
The recipient will have no difficulty absorb-
ing this equipment into its armed forces. 

There are no prime contractors associated 
with this case as all materials will be pro-
cured from U.S. Navy stocks. There are no 
known offset agreements proposed in connec-
tion with this potential sale. 

It is estimated that during implementation 
of this this proposed sale a number of U.S. 
Government and contractor representatives 
will be assigned to the recipient or travel 
there intermittently during the program. 

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed 
sale. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 16–69 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, as amended 

Annex Item No vii 
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology: 
1. The MK 48 Heavy Weight Torpedo (HWT) 

has been in service in the U.S. Navy (USN) 
since 1972. This sale furnishes the MK 48 Mod 
6 Advanced Technology (AT) version of the 
system. The purchaser currently does not 
have this weapon system in its inventory. 
The proposed sale consists of 46 HWTs, con-
tainers, spare and repair parts, weapons sys-
tem support and integration, personnel 
training, training equipment, test equip-
ment, U.S. Government and contractor engi-
neering, technical and logistics support serv-
ices and other related elements of logistical 
support 

a. There is no Critical Program Informa-
tion associated with the MK 48 Mod 6AT 
HWT hardware, technical documentation or 
software. The highest classification of the 
hardware to be exported is SECRET. The 
highest classification of the technical man-
ual that will be exported is CONFIDENTIAL. 
The technical manual is required for oper-
ation of the MK 48 Mod 6AT HWT. The high-
est classification of the software to be ex-
ported is SECRET. The MK 48 Mod 6AT HWT 
meets Anti-Tampering requirements. 

2. If a technologically advanced adversary 
were to obtain knowledge of the specific 
hardware and software elements, the infor-
mation could be used to develop counter-
measures which might reduce weapon system 
effectiveness or be used in development of a 
system with similar or advanced capabili-
ties. 

3. A determination has been made that the 
recipient country can provide substantially 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S3851 June 29, 2017 
the same degree of protection for the sen-
sitive technology being released as the U.S. 
Government. This sale is necessary in fur-
therance of the U.S. foreign policy and na-
tional security objectives in the Policy jus-
tification. 

4. All defense articles and services listed in 
this transmittal have been authorized for re-
lease and export to Taipei Economic and 
Cultural Representative Office (TECRO) in 
the United States. 

DEFENSE SECURITY 
COOPERATION AGENCY, 

Arlington, VA. 
Hon. BOB CORKER, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of 
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended, 
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No. 
16–67, concerning the Department of the 
Navy’s proposed Letter(s) of Acceptance to 
the Taipei Economic and Cultural Rep-
resentative Office in the United States for 
defense articles and services estimated to 
cost $125 million. After this letter is deliv-
ered to our office, we plan to issue a news re-
lease to notify the public of this proposed 
sale. 

Sincerely, 
J.W. RIXEY, 

Vice Admiral, USN, Director. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 16–67 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of Offer 

Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the Arms Ex-
port Control Act, as amended 

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Taipei Economic 
and Cultural Representative Office (TECRO) 
in the United States 

(ii) Total Estimated Value: 
Major Defense Equipment $100 million. 
Other $25 million. 
TOTAL $125 million. 
(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-

tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase: 

Major Defense Equipment (MDE): 
Sixteen (16) Standard Missile–2 (SM–2) 

Block IIIA All-Up Rounds (AUR) Forty-seven 
(47) MK 93 MOD 1 SM–2 Block IIIA Guidance 
Sections (GSs). 

Five (5) MK 45 MOD 14 SM–2 Block IIIA 
Target Detecting Device (TDDs) Shrouds. 

Non-MDE includes: Seventeen (17) MK 11 
MOD6 SM–2 Block IIIA Autopilot Battery 
Units (APBUs) maneuverability upgrades on 
the GSs, sixty-nine (69) section containers 
and sixteen (16) AUR containers, operator 
manuals and technical documentation, U.S. 
Government and contractor engineering, 
technical and logistics support services. 

(iv) Military Department: Navy (LHT). 
(v) Prior Related Cases if any: FMS Cases 

TW–P–LGQ. 
(vi) Sales Commission, Fee, etc., Paid, Of-

fered, or Agreed to be Paid: None. 
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained 

in the Defense Article or Defense Services 
Proposed to be Sold: See attached annex. 

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress: 
June 29, 2017. 

*As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms 
Export Control Act. 

POLICY JUSTIFICATION 
Taipei Economic and Cultural Representa-

tive Office (TECRO) in the United States— 
SM–2 Block IIIA Standard Missiles and 
Components 
TECRO has requested a possible sale of six-

teen (16) Standard Missile–2 (SM–2) Block 
IIIA All-Up Rounds (AUR), forty-seven (47) 
MK 93 MOD 1 SM–2 Block IIIA Guidance Sec-
tions (GSs), and five (5) MK 45 MOD 14 SM– 
2 Block IIIA Target Detecting Devices 

(TDDs) Shrouds. This request also includes 
Seventeen (17) MK 11 MOD6 SM–2 Block IIIA 
Autopilot Battery Units (APBUs) maneuver-
ability upgrades on the GSs, sixty-nine (69) 
section containers and sixteen (16) AUR con-
tainers, operator manuals and technical doc-
umentation, U.S. Government and con-
tractor engineering, technical and logistics 
support services. The total estimated pro-
gram cost is $125 million. 

This proposed sale is consistent with 
United States law and policy, as expressed in 
Public Law 96–8. 

This proposed sale serves U.S. national, 
economic and security interests by sup-
porting the recipient’s continuing efforts to 
modernize its armed forces and enhance its 
defensive capabilities. The proposed sale will 
help improve the security of the recipient 
and assist in maintaining political stability, 
military balance and economic progress in 
the region. 

The proposed sale will improve the recipi-
ent’s capability in current and future defen-
sive efforts. The recipient will use the en-
hanced capability as a deterrent to regional 
threats and to strengthen homeland defense. 
The SM–2 Block IIIA missiles and compo-
nents proposed in this purchase will be used 
to supplement existing inventories of SM–2 
Block IIIAs to be used for self-defense 
against air and cruise missile threats on-
board their destroyer-class surface ships. 
The recipient will have no difficulty absorb-
ing this equipment into its armed forces. 

The proposed sale of this equipment and 
support will not alter the military balance in 
the region. 

The prime contractor will be Raytheon 
Missiles Systems Company of Tucson, Ari-
zona. There are no known offset agreements 
proposed in connection with this potential 
sale. 

It is estimated that during implementation 
of this proposed sale, a number of U.S. Gov-
ernment and contractor representatives will 
be assigned to the recipient or travel there 
intermittently during the program. 

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed 
sale. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 16–67 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act 

Annex Item No. vii 
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology: 
1. A completely assembled STANDARD 

Missile–2 (SM–2) Block IIIA with or without 
a conventional warhead, whether a tactical 
or inert (training) configuration, is classified 
CONFIDENTIAL. Missile component hard-
ware includes: Guidance Section (classified 
CONFIDENTIAL), Target Detection Device 
(classified CONFIDENTIAL), Warhead (UN-
CLASSIFIED), Rocket Motor (UNCLASSI-
FIED), Steering Control Section (UNCLAS-
SIFIED), Safe and Arming Device (UNCLAS-
SIFIED), and Autopilot Battery Unit (classi-
fied CONFIDENTIAL). 

2. SM–2 operator and maintenance docu-
mentation is considered CONFIDENTIAL. 
Shipboard operation/firing guidance is con-
sidered CONFIDENTIAL. Pre-firing missile 
assembly/pedigree information is UNCLAS-
SIFIED. 

3. If a technologically advanced adversary 
were to obtain knowledge of the specific 
hardware and software elements, the infor-
mation could be used to develop counter-
measures that might reduce weapon system 
effectiveness or be used in the development 
of a system with similar or advanced capa-
bilities. 

4. A determination has been made that re-
cipient can provide substantially the same 
degree of protection for the sensitive tech-

nology being released as the U.S. Govern-
ment. This sale is necessary in furtherance 
of the U.S. foreign policy and national secu-
rity objectives outlined in the Policy Jus-
tification. 

5. All defense articles and services listed in 
this transmittal have been authorized for re-
lease and export to the Taipei Economic and 
Cultural Representative Office (TECRO) in 
the United States. 

DEFENSE SECURITY 
COOPERATION AGENCY, 

Arlington, VA. 
Hon. BOB CORKER, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of 
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended, 
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No. 
16–73, concerning the Department of the Air 
Force proposed Letter(s) of Acceptance to 
the Taipei Economic and Cultural Rep-
resentative Office in the United States for 
defense articles and services estimated to 
cost $185.5 million. After this letter is deliv-
ered to our office, we plan to issue a news re-
lease to notify the public of this proposed 
sale. 

Sincerely, 
J.W. RIXEY, 

Vice Admiral, USN, Director. 
Enclosures. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 16–73 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, as amended 

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Taipei Economic 
and Cultural Representative Office (TECRO) 
in the United States. 

(ii) Total Estimated Value: 
Major Defense Equipment* $83.5 million. 
Other $102.0 million. 
Total $185.5 million. 
(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-

tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase: 

Major Defense Equipment (MDE): 
Fifty-six (56) AGM–154C Joint Standoff 

Weapons (JSOWs). 
Non-MDE includes: JSOW integration, cap-

tive flight vehicles, dummy training mis-
siles, missile containers, spare and repair 
parts, support and test equipment, Joint 
Mission Planning System updates, publica-
tions and technical documentation, per-
sonnel training and training equipment, U.S. 
Government and contractor engineering, 
technical and logistics support services, and 
other related elements of logistical and pro-
gram support. 

(iv) Military Department: Air Force (QBZ). 
(v) Prior Related Cases, if any: None. 
(vi) Sales Commission, Fee, etc., Paid, Of-

fered, or Agreed to be Paid: None. 
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained 

in the Defense Article or Defense Services 
Proposed to be Sold: See Attached Annex. 

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress: 
June 29, 2017. 

*As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms 
Export Control Act. 

POLICY JUSTIFICATION 
Taipei Economic and Cultural Representa-

tive Office (TECRO) in the United States— 
AGM–154C Joint Standoff Weapon (JSOW) 
Missiles 
TECRO requested a possible sale of fifty- 

six (56) AGM–154C JSOW Air-to-Ground Mis-
siles. This request also includes: JSOW inte-
gration, captive flight vehicles, dummy 
training missiles, missile containers, spare 
and repair parts, support and test equip-
ment, Joint Mission Planning System up-
dates, publications and technical docu-
mentation, personnel training and training 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES3852 June 29, 2017 
equipment, U.S. Government and contractor 
engineering, technical and logistics support 
services, and other related elements of 
logistical and program support. The total es-
timated program cost is $185.5 million. 

This proposed sale is consistent with U.S. 
law and policy as expressed in Public Law 96– 
8. 

This proposed sale serves U.S. national, 
economic, and security interests by sup-
porting the recipient’s continuing efforts to 
modernize its armed forces and to maintain 
a credible defensive capability. The proposed 
sale will help improve the security of the re-
cipient and assist in maintaining political 
stability, military balance, and economic 
progress in the region. 

The proposed sale will improve the recipi-
ent’s capability in current and future defen-
sive efforts. The recipient will use the en-
hanced capability as a deterrent to regional 
threats and to strengthen homeland defense. 
The recipient will have no difficulty absorb-
ing this equipment into its armed forces. 

The proposed sale of this equipment and 
support will not alter the basic military bal-
ance in the region. 

Currently, market research is being con-
ducted to determine the viability of a quali-
fied contractor in accordance with Federal 
Acquisition Regulations. The purchaser typi-
cally requests offsets, but any offsets will be 
determined between the purchaser and the 
contractor. 

Implementation of this proposed sale will 
not require the assignment of any additional 
U.S. Government or contractor representa-
tives outside the United States. 

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed 
sale. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 16–73 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act 

Annex Item No. vii 
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology: 
1. The AGM–154C Joint Standoff Weapon 

(JSOW) is a low observable, 1,000 lb. class, in-
ertial navigation and global positioning sat-
ellite guided family of air-to-ground glide 
weapons. JSOW consists of a common air-
frame and avionics that provides for a mod-
ular payload assembly to attack stationary 
and moving massed flight-armored and ar-
mored vehicle columns, surface-to-air, soft 
to hard, relocatable, and fixed targets. JSOW 
provides combat forces with an all-weather, 
day/night/multiple kills per pass, launch and 
leave, and standoff capability. 

2. The highest classification of the hard-
ware to be exported is SECRET. The highest 
classification of the technical documenta-
tion to be exported is SECRET, but no radar 
cross-section and infrared signature data nor 
U.S.-only tactics or tactical doctrine will be 
disclosed. The highest classification of the 
software to be exported is SECRET; however, 
no software source code will be disclosed. All 
reprogramming of missile microprocessor 
memories must be accomplished by U.S. 
Government personnel or U.S. Government 
approved contractors. 

3. If a technologically advanced adversary 
were to obtain knowledge of the specific 
hardware and software elements, the infor-
mation could be used to develop counter-
measures that might reduce weapon system 
effectiveness or be used in the development 
of a system with similar or advanced capa-
bilities. 

4. This sale is necessary in furtherance of 
the U.S. foreign policy and national security 
objectives outlined in the Policy Justifica-
tion. Moreover, the benefits to be derived 
from this sale, as outlined in the Policy Jus-
tification, outweigh the potential damage 

that could result if the sensitive technology 
were revealed to unauthorized persons. 

5. All defense articles and services listed in 
this transmittal are authorized for release 
and export to the Taipei Economic and Cul-
tural Representative Office (TECRO) in the 
United States. 

DEFENSE SECURITY 
COOPERATION AGENCY, 

Arlington, VA. 
HON. BOB CORKER, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of 
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended, 
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No. 
16–75, concerning the Department of the Air 
Force proposed Letter(s) of Acceptance to 
the Taipei Economic and Cultural Rep-
resentative Office in the United States for 
defense articles and services estimated to 
cost $400 million. After this letter is deliv-
ered to our office, we plan to issue a news re-
lease to notify the public of this proposed 
sale. 

Sincerely, 
J.W. RIXEY, 

Vice Admiral, USN, Director. 
Enclosure. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 16–75 

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, as amended 

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Taipei Economic 
and Cultural Representative Office (TECRO) 
in the United States. 

(ii) Total Estimated Value: 
Major Defense Equipment (MDE)* $0 mil-

lion. 
Other $400 million. 
Total $400 million. 
(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-

tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase: 

Non-MDE includes: Follow-on sustainment 
package for the Surveillance Radar Program 
(SRP) that includes contractor logistics sup-
port (sustainment); engineering services and 
technical updates to address equipment obso-
lescence; transportation and material costs 
associated with contractor repair and return 
services; spare and repair parts; support and 
test equipment; publications and technical 
documentation personnel training and train-
ing equipment; U.S. Government and con-
tractor engineering; technical and logistics 
support services; and other related elements 
of logistical and program support. 

(iv) Military Department: Air Force (QAP). 
(v) Prior Related Cases, if any: TW–D– 

DAH—$831 million—27 Oct 2004; TW–D–QAI— 
$370 million—25 May 2012. 

(vi) Sales Commission, Fee, etc., Paid, Of-
fered, or Agreed to be Paid: None. 

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained 
in the Defense Article or Defense Services 
Proposed to be Sold: See Attached Annex. 

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress: 
June 29, 2017. 

* As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms 
Export Control Act. 

POLICY JUSTIFICATION 

Taipei Economic and Cultural Representa-
tive Office (TECRO) in the United States— 
Surveillance Radar Program (SRP) Oper-
ation and Maintenance Support 

TECRO requested a possible sale of SRP 
Operations and Maintenance follow-on 
sustainment package that includes, con-
tractor logistics support (sustainment); engi-
neering services and technical updates to ad-
dress equipment obsolescence; transpor-
tation and material costs associated with 
contractor repair and return services; spare 

and repair parts; support and test equip-
ment; publications and technical documenta-
tion personnel training and training equip-
ment; U.S. Government and contractor engi-
neering; technical and logistics support serv-
ices; and other related elements of logistical 
and program support. The total estimated 
program cost is $400 million. 

This proposed sale is consistent with 
United States law and policy as expressed in 
Public Law 96–8. 

This proposed sale contributes to the for-
eign policy and national security of the 
United States by helping to improve the se-
curity and defensive capability of the recipi-
ent, which has been and continues to be an 
important force for political stability, mili-
tary balance, and economic progress in the 
region. 

The proposed sale improves the recipient’s 
capability to provide early warning against 
current and future airborne threats. The 
SRP is a key component to the recipient’s 
Command, Control, Communications, Com-
puters, Intelligence Surveillance and Recon-
naissance architecture. It will use the re-
quested updates and sustainment as a defen-
sive deterrent to regional threats and to 
strengthen its homeland defense. This poten-
tial sale will not introduce new capabilities, 
but will continue a similar sustainment 
package to one currently in place. 

The proposed sale of this equipment and 
support will not alter the basic military bal-
ance in the region. 

Currently, market research is being con-
ducted to determine the viability of a quali-
fied contractor in accordance with Federal 
Acquisition Regulations. The purchaser typi-
cally requests offsets, but any offsets will be 
determined between the purchaser and the 
contractor. 

Implementation of this proposed sale will 
not require the assignment of any additional 
U.S. Government or contractor representa-
tives outside the United States. 

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed 
sale. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 16–75 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act 

Annex Item No. vii 
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology: 
1. The purchaser currently owns an Early 

Warning Radar (EWR) that serves as a crit-
ical element to its Command, Control, Com-
munications, Computers, Intelligence, Sur-
veillance, and Reconnaissance (C4ISR) infra-
structure. The radars provide a robust capa-
bility to detect, acquire, and track theater 
ballistic missiles, air breathing targets, and 
cruise missile threats. The system is able to 
operate in severe clutter and jamming envi-
ronments amid high levels of background 
radio frequency interference. The follow on 
sustainment package requested will not in-
troduce new capabilities. 

2. The highest classification of the hard-
ware to be exported is UNCLASSIFIED. The 
highest classification of the technical docu-
mentation to be exported is SECRET. There 
are technical manuals as well as Engineering 
Change Proposals, drawings, and specifica-
tions required as part of the sustainment up-
dates. Components requiring depot level 
maintenance will be shipped to the U.S. for 
servicing. The highest level of software to be 
exported is UNCLASSIFIED. 

3. If a technologically advanced adversary 
were to obtain knowledge of the specific 
hardware and software elements, the infor-
mation could be used to develop counter-
measures which might reduce weapon system 
effectiveness or be used in the development 
of a system with similar or advanced capa-
bilities. 
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4. This sale is necessary in furtherance of 

the U.S. foreign policy and national security 
objectives outlined in the Policy Justifica-
tion. Moreover, the benefits to be derived 
from this sale, as outlined in the Policy Jus-
tification, outweigh the potential damage 
that could result if the sensitive technology 
were revealed to unauthorized persons. 

5. All defense articles and services listed in 
this transmittal are authorized for release 
and export to the Taipei Economic and Cul-
tural Representative Office (TECRO) in the 
United States. 

DEFENSE SECURITY 
COOPERATION AGENCY, 

Arlington, VA. 
Hon. BOB CORKER, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of 
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended, 
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No. 
16–74, concerning the Department of the Air 
Force proposed Letter(s) of Acceptance to 
the Taipei Economic and Cultural Rep-
resentative Office in the United States for 
defense articles and services estimated to 
cost $147.5 million. After this letter is deliv-
ered to our office, we plan to issue a news re-
lease to notify the public of this proposed 
sale. 

Sincerely, 
J.W. RIXLEY, 

Vice Admiral, USN, Director. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 16–74 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, as amended 

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Taipei Economic 
and Cultural Representative Office (TECRO) 
in the United States 

(ii) Total Estimated Value: 
Major Defense Equipment* $47.5 million. 
Other $100.0 million. 
Total $147.5 million. 
(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-

tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase: 

Major Defense Equipment (MDE): 
Fifty (50) AGM–88B High-Speed Anti-Radi-

ation Missiles (HARMs). 
Ten (10) AGM–88B Training HARMs. 
Non-MDE includes: HARM integration, 

LAU–118A Launchers, missile containers, 
spare and repair parts, support and test 
equipment, Joint Mission Planning System 
update, publications and technical docu-
mentation, personnel training and training 
equipment, U.S. Government and contractor 
engineering, technical and logistics support 
services, and other related elements of 
logistical and program support. 

(iv) Military Department: Air Force (QBZ). 
(v) Prior Related Cases, if any: None. 
(vi) Sales Commission, Fee, etc., Paid, Of-

fered, or Agreed to be Paid: None. 
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained 

in the Defense Article or Defense Services 
Proposed to be Sold: See Attached Annex. 

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress: 
June 29, 2017. 

* As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms 
Export Control Act. 

POLICY JUSTIFICATION 
Taipei Economic and Cultural Representa-

tive Office (TECRO) in the United States— 
AGM–88B High-Speed Anti-Radiation Mis-
siles (HARM) 
TECRO requested a possible sale of fifty 

(50) AGM–88B HARMs and ten (10) AGM–88B 
Training HARMs. This request also includes: 
HARM integration, LAU–118A Launchers, 
missile containers, spare and repair parts, 
support and test equipment, Joint Mission 

Planning System update, publications and 
technical documentation, personnel training 
and training equipment, U.S. Government 
and contractor engineering, technical and lo-
gistics support services, and other related 
elements of logistical and program support. 
The total estimated program cost is $147.5 
million. 

This proposed sale is consistent with U.S. 
law and policy as expressed in Public Law 96– 
8. 

This proposed sale serves U.S. national, 
economic, and security interests by sup-
porting the recipient’s continuing efforts to 
modernize its armed forces and to maintain 
a credible defensive capability. The proposed 
sale will help improve the security of the re-
cipient and assist in maintaining political 
stability, military balance, and economic 
progress in the region. 

The proposed sale will improve the recipi-
ent’s capability in current and future defen-
sive efforts. The recipient will use the en-
hanced capability as a deterrent to regional 
threats and to strengthen homeland defense. 
The recipient will have no difficulty absorb-
ing this equipment into its armed forces. 

The proposed sale of this equipment and 
support will not alter the basic military bal-
ance in the region. 

Currently, market research is being con-
ducted to determine the viability of a quali-
fied contractor in accordance with Federal 
Acquisition Regulations. The purchaser typi-
cally requests offsets, but any offsets will be 
determined between the purchaser and the 
contractor. 

Implementation of this proposed sale will 
not require the assignment of any additional 
U.S. Government or contractor representa-
tives outside the United States. 

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed 
sale. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 16–74 
Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 

Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act 

Annex Item No. vii 
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology: 
1. AGM–88B High-Speed Anti-Radiation 

Missile (HARM) is a supersonic air-to-sur-
face missile designed to seek and destroy 
enemy radar-equipped air defense systems. 
HARM has a proportional guidance system 
that hones in on enemy radar emissions 
through a fixed antenna and seeker head in 
the missile nose. The missile consists of four 
sections; guidance section, warhead, control 
section, and rocket motor. 

2. The highest classification of the hard-
ware to be exported is SECRET. The highest 
classification of the technical documenta-
tion to be exported is SECRET, but no radar 
cross-section and infrared signature data nor 
U.S.-only tactics or tactical doctrine will be 
disclosed. The highest classification of the 
software to be exported is SECRET; however, 
no software source code will be disclosed. All 
reprogramming of missile microprocessor 
memories must be accomplished by U.S. 
Government personnel or U.S. Government 
approved contractors. 

3. If a technologically advanced adversary 
were to obtain knowledge of the specific 
hardware and software elements, the infor-
mation could be used to develop counter-
measures which might reduce weapon system 
effectiveness or be used in the development 
of a system with similar or advanced capa-
bilities. 

4. This sale is necessary in furtherance of 
the U.S. foreign policy and national security 
objectives outlined in the Policy Justifica-
tion. Moreover, the benefits to be derived 
from this sale, as outlined in the Policy Jus-
tification, outweigh the potential damage 

that could result if the sensitive technology 
were revealed to unauthorized persons. A de-
termination has been made that the recipi-
ent country can provide substantially the 
same degree of protection for the sensitive 
technology being released as the U.S. Gov-
ernment. This sale is necessary in further-
ance of the U.S. foreign policy and national 
security objectives outlined in the Policy 
Justification and in accordance with the Tai-
wan Relations Act. 

5. All defense articles and services listed in 
this transmittal are authorized for release 
and export to the Taipei Economic and Cul-
tural Representative Office (TECRO) in the 
United States. 

DEFENSE SECURITY 
COOPERATION AGENCY, 

Arlington, VA. 
Hon. BOB CORKER, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to the re-
porting requirements of Section 36(b)(1) of 
the Arms Export Control Act, as amended, 
we are forwarding herewith Transmittal No. 
16–70, concerning the Department of the 
Navy proposed Letter(s) of Acceptance to the 
Taipei Economic and Cultural Representa-
tive Office in the United States for defense 
articles and services estimated to cost $80 
million. After this letter is delivered to our 
office, we plan to issue a news release to no-
tify the public of this proposed sale. 

Sincerely, 
J.W. RIXLEY, 

Vice Admiral, USN, Director. 
TRANSMITTAL NO. 16–70 

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b)(1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, as amended 

(i) Prospective Purchaser: Taipei Economic 
and Cultural Representative Office (TECRO) 
in the United States 

(ii) Total Estimated Value: 
Major Defense Equipment* $ 0 million. 
Other $ 80 million. 
Total $ 80 million. 
(iii) Description and Quantity or Quan-

tities of Articles or Services under Consider-
ation for Purchase: 

Non-MDE Includes: AN/SLQ–32(V)3 Elec-
tronic Warfare System upgrade hardware, 
software, support equipment and parts, pub-
lications, training, engineering and tech-
nical assistance. 

(iv) Military Department: Navy (LHW). 
(v) Prior Related Cases, if any: FMS Cases 

TW–P–SDV, TW–P–GNT, and TW–P–GOU. 
(vi) Sales Commission, Fee, etc., Paid, Of-

fered, or Agreed to be Paid: None. 
(vii) Sensitivity of Technology Contained 

in the Defense Article or Defense Services 
Proposed to be Sold: See Attached annex. 

(viii) Date Report Delivered to Congress: 
June 29, 2017. 

* As defined in Section 47(6) of the Arms 
Export Control Act. 

POLICY JUSTIFICATION 
Taipei Economic and Cultural Representa-

tive Office (TECRO) in the United States— 
AN/SLO–32(V)3 Upgrade 

TECRO has requested a possible sale to up-
grade the AN/SLQ–32(V)3 Electronic Warfare 
Systems in support of four 

(4) ex-KIDD Class (now KEELUNG Class) 
destroyers. This sale will include AN/SLQ– 
32(V)3 upgrade hardware, software, support 
equipment and parts, publications, training, 
engineering and technical assistance. The 
total estimated program cost is $80 million. 

This proposed sale is consistent with 
United States law and policy, as expressed in 
Public Law 96–8. 

This proposed sale serves U.S. national, 
economic and security interests by sup-
porting the recipient’s continuing efforts to 
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modernize its armed forces and enhance its 
defensive capabilities. The proposed sale will 
help improve the security of the recipient 
and assist in maintaining political stability, 
military balance and economic progress in 
the region. 

The proposed sale will improve the recipi-
ent’s capability in current and future defen-
sive efforts. The recipient will use the en-
hanced capability as a deterrent to regional 
threats and to strengthen homeland defense. 
The proposed sale will improve operational 
readiness and enhance the electronic warfare 
capability onboard the ex-KIDD Class de-
stroyers. The recipient will have no dif-
ficulty in absorbing this equipment into its 
armed forces. 

The proposed sale will not alter the basic 
military balance in the region. 

The prime contractor will be Raytheon 
Missiles Systems Company of Tucson, Ari-
zona. There are no known offset agreements 
proposed in connection with this potential 
sale. 

It is estimated that during implementation 
of this proposed sale, a number of U.S. Gov-
ernment and contractor representatives will 
be assigned to the recipient or travel there 
intermittently during the program. 

There will be no adverse impact on U.S. de-
fense readiness as a result of this proposed 
sale. 

TRANSMITTAL NO. 16–70 

Notice of Proposed Issuance of Letter of 
Offer Pursuant to Section 36(b) (1) of the 
Arms Export Control Act, as amended 

Annex Item No vii 

(vii) Sensitivity of Technology: 
1. The AN/SLQ–32(V)3 is an electronic war-

fare system providing shipboard identifica-
tion and cataloguing of the electronic signa-
ture of missiles and aircraft. The system 
consists of sensors and computers which 
process electronic signals within parameters 
established in a threat library. The customer 
currently has an earlier version of this 
equipment in inventory. 

a. The AN/SLQ–32(V)3 upgrade consists of 
hardware, technical documentation, and 
software. The highest classification of the 
hardware to be exported is SECRET. The 
highest classification of software to be ex-
ported is SECRET. 

2. If a technologically advanced adversary 
were to obtain knowledge of the specific 
hardware and software elements, the infor-
mation could be used to develop counter-
measures which might reduce weapon system 
effectiveness or be used in development of a 
system with similar or advanced capabili-
ties. 

3. A determination has been made that the 
recipient country can provide substantially 
the same degree of protection for the sen-
sitive technology being released as the U.S. 
Government. This sale is necessary in fur-
therance of the U.S. foreign policy and na-
tional security objectives in the Policy jus-
tification. 

4. All defense articles and services listed in 
this transmittal have been authorized for re-
lease and export to the Government of Taipei 
Economic and Cultural Representative Office 
(TECRO) in the United States. 

f 

MARKETPLACE CERTAINTY ACT 

Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I am 
expressing sentiments for myself and 
on behalf of Senators WYDEN and MUR-
RAY, as a fair reading of the Affordable 
Care Act, ACA, makes clear, S. 1462, 
the Marketplace Certainty Act, is not 
necessary to provide a permanent ap-
propriation for the payment of cost- 

sharing reductions under the ACA. The 
ACA already prescribes that such pay-
ments are to be made from such a per-
manent appropriation pursuant to 31 
U.S.C. 1324. This is because an essential 
component of the ACA’s system for en-
suring the availability of affordable 
health insurance coverage is its two- 
part package of subsidies: tax credits 
and cost-sharing reductions. Whereas 
the premium tax credits make it more 
affordable for an individual to purchase 
health insurance, the cost-sharing re-
ductions make healthcare more afford-
able by reducing the often daunting 
costs, such as copayments and 
deductibles, that even those with 
health insurance must pay to obtain 
healthcare, ACA, sections 1401, 1402, 26 
U.S.C. 36B, 42 U.S.C. 18071. The ACA di-
rects the Secretary of the Treasury to 
‘‘establish’’ a single, integrated ‘‘pro-
gram’’ to ‘‘make advance payment’’ of 
both subsidies to insurance companies, 
who are accordingly mandated to re-
duce individuals’ premium payments to 
insurers, and their cost-sharing obliga-
tions to healthcare providers. To as-
sure insurers and covered individuals 
that these equally essential funds will 
both be available, the act provides that 
requisite payments are to be jointly 
made from a permanent appropriation, 
31 U.S.C. 1324, rather than be subject to 
the year-to-year whims of the annual 
appropriations process. 

Despite the fact that the current per-
manent appropriation in section 1324 
plainly covers these cost-sharing re-
duction payments, pending litigation 
brought by the House Republican lead-
ership—which is currently being held 
in abeyance in the D.C. Circuit Court 
of Appeals—and the current adminis-
tration’s mixed signals as to whether it 
will continue to make these payments 
required by law, could generate insta-
bility in individual insurance markets. 
S. 1462 removes all basis for any fur-
ther questions about what is already 
clear from a fair reading of the ACA as 
a whole: both subsidies are to be funded 
from the same permanent appropria-
tion. In addition, the amendment in-
cludes provisions that will strengthen 
the existing subsidy provisions, and, in 
light of developments since the ACA 
was enacted in 2010, make insurance 
more affordable for beneficiaries and 
help stabilize State-level individual in-
surance markets. 

f 

NOMINATION OBJECTION 

Ms. DUCKWORTH. Mr. President, I 
intend to object to proceeding to the 
nomination of Steven Gill Bradbury, of 
Virginia, to be General Counsel for the 
Department of Transportation. 

f 

LGBTQ PRIDE MONTH 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, today I 
wish to recognize LGBTQ Pride Month, 
a time to openly acknowledge and cele-
brate the contributions lesbian, gay, 
bisexual, transgender, and queer or 
questioning individuals have made to 

our Country and the progress they have 
made over the years toward equality 
and civil rights. 

Pride, equality, freedom—these val-
ues are at the core of Pride Month for 
LGBTQ individuals and families in 
Maryland and across the United States. 
Every American deserves the same 
freedoms, the same opportunities and 
the same protections under the law to 
love whom they love. 

Respect, dignity, hope—LGBTQ 
Americans have helped drive the inno-
vation and bold ideas that make Amer-
ica exceptional. They have stood sen-
try in our military, made scientific ad-
vances, created jobs from Main Street 
to Wall Street, made all of America 
laugh and cry, and so much more. 
LGBTQ individuals have enriched our 
communities and made us a stronger 
nation. 

Fear, apprehension, caution—those of 
us who defend civil rights every day 
understand that these are discouraging 
and uncertain times. It pains me to say 
the full admission of lesbian, gay, bi-
sexual, transgender, and queer or ques-
tioning individuals into society has yet 
to be granted. The open expression of 
one’s sexual orientation and gender 
identity has been—and oftentimes still 
is—wrought with discrimination and 
hardship. 

Despite the highs of Windsor and 
Obergefell, the LGBTQ community 
feels the pain of the senseless shooting 
at Pulse nightclub 1 year ago, blatant 
discrimination in States like North 
Carolina, and the incomprehensible 
abandonment of transgender students 
in schools, and the decades of injustice 
that reach back far beyond Stonewall. 
The results of last year’s Presidential 
election brought an unwanted chill to 
the winds of momentum that had swept 
through the LGBTQ community. Insen-
sitive language from the current ad-
ministration adds an ominous cloud 
over the potential for future progress. 

To all of my lesbian, gay, bisexual, 
transgender, and queer or questioning 
sisters and brothers, I say this: You are 
not alone. I support you. I will fight 
alongside you. We will not allow extre-
mism to take away the inherent rights 
afforded to each and every one of us. 
Equality and liberty will prevail over 
any who would use hate and bigotry to 
frighten or intimidate others. 

I have joined with nearly half of the 
U.S. Senate as a sponsor of the Equal-
ity Act, S. 1006, historic, comprehen-
sive Federal legislation that would en-
sure full Federal nondiscrimination 
equality for LGBTQ individuals by add-
ing sexual orientation and gender iden-
tity to other protected classes, such as 
race or religion, in existing Federal 
laws. Despite major advances in equal-
ity for LGBTQ Americans, including 
nationwide marriage equality, the ma-
jority of States still do not have ex-
plicit LGBTQ nondiscrimination pro-
tection laws. The Equality Act would 
fill in the gap by explicitly banning 
discrimination in a host of areas, in-
cluding employment, housing, public 
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accommodations, jury service, access 
to credit, and Federal funding. 

When the White House broke more 
than a decade of tradition by failing to 
recognize June as LGBTQ Pride Month, 
I joined my colleagues in picking up 
the mantle by introducing the first- 
ever Senate resolution recognizing 
June as LGBTQ Pride Month. The reso-
lution notes major milestones in the 
fight for equal treatment of LGBTQ 
Americans and resolves to continue ef-
forts to achieve full equality for 
LGBTQ individuals. 

As we build a new future of equality 
for all, despite the current headwinds, 
it is important that we learn from our 
Nation’s past and use it as a source of 
strength and a teachable moment for 
those unaware of the history the 
LGBTQ community and what our Na-
tion has been through. It is my firm 
hope that we are not seeing a redux of 
a McCarthy-like rise in political-driven 
discrimination. 

For this reason, I was taken back a 
bit at the confirmation hearings of Rex 
Tillerson and Nikki Haley, who are 
now serving as America’s top dip-
lomats, that neither of them would say 
the phrase ‘‘LGBTQ.’’ Following that 
peculiarity, it has been widely reported 
that the Trump administration has 
scrubbed LGBTQ content from various 
Federal Government websites—in some 
cases changing the agency’s official 
nondiscrimination policy. 

Juxtaposed with the Obama adminis-
tration that lit up the White House in 
rainbow lights during Pride month and 
backed up those concrete actions of 
support, this attempt to erase LGBTQ 
individuals from government was dis-
turbing. I was alarmed because I knew 
that it had been tried before during the 
McCarthy era. It had a damaging effect 
on U.S. foreign policy back then, and it 
cannot be repeated. 

In what came to be known as the 
Lavender Scare, according to the State 
Department’s Bureau of Diplomatic Se-
curity, employees were forced out on 
the ostensible grounds that their real 
or perceived sexual orientation ren-
dered them vulnerable to blackmail, 
prone to getting caught in ‘‘honey 
traps,’’ and a general security risk. 
Many more individuals were prevented 
from joining the State Department due 
to a screening process that was put in 
place to prevent those who ‘‘seemed 
like they might be gay or lesbian’’ 
from being hired. 

David Johnson’s ‘‘The Lavender 
Scare: The Cold War Persecution of 
Gays and Lesbians in the Federal Gov-
ernment,’’ University of Chicago Press, 
2006, the definitive academic study of 
the issue, found that at least 1,000 peo-
ple were dismissed from the U.S. De-
partment of State alone for alleged ho-
mosexuality during the 1950s and well 
into the 1960s before the ‘‘scare’’ ran its 
course. 

The Senate bears a special measure 
of responsibility for the Lavender 
Scare, as the State Department’s ac-
tions were in part in response to con-

gressional investigations into ‘‘sex per-
version of federal employees,’’ reports 
on the employments of ‘‘moral perverts 
by Government Agencies,’’ and hear-
ings or pressure placed on the Depart-
ment through the appropriations proc-
ess. 

Last year, in my role as ranking 
member of the Senate Committee on 
Foreign Relations, I urged then-Sec-
retary of State John Kerry to shine a 
spotlight on this dark period in Amer-
ican diplomatic history by issuing the 
first-ever public apology for the De-
partment of State’s targeting due to 
perceived sexual orientation. 

This month, I introduced new legisla-
tion called the Lavender Offense Vic-
tim Exoneration Act of 2017, or the 
LOVE Act. Similar to what was en-
acted for the men and women of our 
military, who also were forced to hide 
their real self to the world, the LOVE 
Act would make amends and help right 
the wrongs that were leveled against 
our U.S. diplomats during this un- 
American and unacceptable episode in 
our history. The Lavender Scare is a 
painful but little-known chapter in 
American history, and even though 
times have thankfully changed in so 
many ways for the LGBT community, 
we must have the courage of our con-
viction to recognize wrong, apologize, 
and move forward with common sense 
and compassion whenever it is re-
quired. 

A few have asked me, Why now? Why 
do we need to relive past trans-
gressions when there are ‘‘more impor-
tant things to do’’? The answer is clear: 
The current administration may work 
to avoid using the words lesbian, gay, 
bisexual, or transgender, but Congress 
should take firm action to show 
LGBTQ Americans that their valuable 
contributions to our country—today or 
60-plus years ago—are very real and 
they are recognized. We cannot and 
should not turn our backs on the indi-
viduals who sacrificed so much for the 
benefit of the American people. We 
cannot and will not turn back the 
clock on the hard-fought civil rights of 
the LGBTQ community. 

The theme of the 2017 Baltimore 
Pride celebration is ‘‘Pride Unleashed,’’ 
a commitment to ‘‘work boldly and to 
live freely.’’ I can think of no better 
mantra for LGBTQ Marylanders and al-
lies as we fight side by side to protect 
civil rights and celebrate the strength 
of our diversity. 

I implore you and all of our col-
leagues to join the fight for LGBTQ 
equality. The administration also 
should take firm action to show 
LGBTQ Americans that their valuable 
contributions to our country are recog-
nized and appreciated. It is the respon-
sibility of each and every citizen to 
root out systemic intolerance. Inclu-
sion and diversity are some of our Na-
tion’s greatest strengths; yet these val-
ues are now in peril. We cannot and 
will not turn back the clock on hard- 
fought civil rights for the LGBTQ com-
munity. 

100TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE 
BALLARD LOCKS IN WASH-
INGTON STATE 
Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, today, 

with my colleague Senator CANTWELL, 
I wish to commemorate the 100th anni-
versary of the construction and oper-
ation of the Hiram M. Chittenden 
Locks, more commonly known in 
Washington State as the Ballard 
Locks. The Ballard Locks are not just 
symbolic of our region’s rich maritime 
history, but a century later, they re-
main vital to the economy, public safe-
ty, environment, and more in Puget 
Sound. 

As early as the 1850s, settlers in 
Puget Sound recognized the benefits of 
connecting the region’s freshwater 
lakes to the saltwater of Puget Sound. 
Shortly thereafter, the U.S. Navy ex-
pressed interest. Ultimately, the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers, Army Corps, 
initiated planning for the locks in the 
late 1890s and work began in earnest 
under Hiram M. Chittenden, the Se-
attle district engineer for the Army 
Corps from April 1906 to September 
1908. Construction began in 1911 after 
the locks received approval from Con-
gress, and the Ballard Locks were for-
mally opened for vessel traffic on July 
4, 1917. 

The Ballard Locks enable commer-
cial and recreational vessels to travel 
to the docks, shipyards, warehouses, 
maintenance and repair facilities, and 
marinas in the region’s freshwater 
lakes while also reducing maintenance 
costs and prolonging vessel life in the 
freshwater environment. The impor-
tance of the locks is underscored by 
their annual usage. Each year, the 
Ballard Locks support 45,000 vessel 
transits and 14,000 lockage counts, 
which makes them the busiest lock in 
the United States in overall vessel traf-
fic. If you only count commercial ves-
sels from fishing fleets to oceangoing 
freight shippers and more, the Ballard 
Locks are the 12th busiest in the Na-
tion. 

Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, I 
join my colleague Senator MURRAY in 
commemorating the Ballard Locks’ 
100th anniversary. As our constituents 
in Washington State know, these locks 
are an integral part of our regional 
economy. The safe and efficient oper-
ation of the Ballard Locks supports $1.2 
billion in total lock-related economic 
activity, more than 3,000 full-time jobs, 
and more than 1 million tons of freight. 
With over 1.3 million visitors a year to 
see the locks and the fish ladder and 
visit the Carl S. English Jr. Botanical 
Gardens, the Ballard Locks are one of 
the region’s top tourist attractions 
generating another $40 million in eco-
nomic activity per year. 

The Ballard Locks provide critical 
public safety and environmental func-
tions, maintaining the water level of 
Lake Washington and Lake Union and 
preventing salt water intrusion from 
Puget Sound into these freshwater 
lakes. The locks support two floating 
highway bridges—Interstate–90 and 
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State Route–520—the water and sewer 
systems that serve Mercer Island resi-
dents, and approximately 75 miles of 
developed commercial, municipal, and 
residential shoreline. It also allows for 
emergency response by the Seattle Fire 
Department, Seattle Harbor Patrol, 
King County Sheriff, and U.S. Coast 
Guard. The facilities spillway and fish 
ladder serve as a link for salmon and 
steelhead migrating from the ocean up-
stream to freshwater spawning 
grounds, which is important to ful-
filling Federal Tribal treaty respon-
sibilities. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, like 
other infrastructure across Washington 
State and the Nation, the Ballard 
Locks are showing their age. Senator 
CANTWELL and I commend the Army 
Corps for its work to restore and mod-
ernize the locks, and we are doing our 
part in Congress to support these ef-
forts. Year after year, we work to help 
Presidential administrations under-
stand the critical importance of the 
Army Corps’ work, and we make sure 
budgets actually reflect that need. We 
stand ready to continue to work with 
our partners in Puget Sound to com-
plete the necessary repairs and up-
grades of the Ballard Locks, as our re-
gional economy and the more than 200 
businesses that rely upon the locks 
cannot afford an extended, unplanned 
closure. 

Ms. CANTWELL. Mr. President, to-
gether Senator MURRAY and I will con-
tinue to advocate for this critical in-
frastructure, working to ensure our 
colleagues and the administration un-
derstand the importance of the water-
ways and navigation systems in the 
Pacific Northwest. Investing in our 
water infrastructure supports jobs, eco-
nomic security, and healthy commu-
nities. Senator MURRAY and I are proud 
to fight for the investments the Army 
Corps needs to operate, maintain, and 
restore the Ballard Locks. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

TRIBUTE TO MARVIN QUALLEY 

∑ Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, this 
week I have the distinct honor of rec-
ognizing Marvin Qualley, a dedicated 
basketball official from Roosevelt 
County. This past week, Marvin was se-
lected by the Montana High School As-
sociation for induction into the 2017 
Montana Officials’ Association Hall of 
Fame. 

Marvin’s recognition as a hall of 
fame official is clearly well earned. He 
has been a bedrock official in the 
northeast Montana basketball circuit 
for many years. From Plentywood to 
Poplar, the communities of northeast 
Montana have benefited from Marvin’s 
officiating. The 36-year duration of 
Marvin’s contributions to youth sports 
is simply amazing. The quality of his 
hall of fame career is evident in his fre-
quent selection to officiate postseason 
competitions. He was behind the whis-

tle for 15 State basketball tournaments 
and 60 total tournaments. In addition 
to his accomplishments as a referee, 
Marvin has spent many years behind 
the wheel of a school bus helping stu-
dents in the Froid and Medicine Lake 
communities safely reach their des-
tination. 

Both behind the wheel and behind the 
whistle, Marvin’s commitment to safe-
ty and fair play has helped a genera-
tion of Montana students. Officiating 
youth sports is often a thankless task. 
Looking back on Marvin’s distin-
guished career, it is appropriate to sum 
it up with a sincere ‘‘Good job, ref!’’∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO MARY JO CODEY 
∑ Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, 
today I wish to honor the legacy of a 
great New Jerseyan upon her retire-
ment from a 40-year teaching career. 
As Mary Jo Codey wraps up her final 
school year at Gregory Elementary, a 
public school in West Orange, NJ, we 
congratulate her on a long and fruitful 
career inspiring and educating our chil-
dren while putting them on the path to 
success. Even as the first lady of New 
Jersey under the administration of her 
husband, Richard Codey, Mary Jo re-
fused to leave the children she loved so 
much, saying, ‘‘When asked if I would 
resign my teaching responsibilities 
during my tenure as the First Lady, 
my response was consistently ‘no.’ 
Teaching was and is my passion!’’ Her 
dedication and service to her students 
and to her State will not soon be for-
gotten. 

While teaching may have been Mary 
Jo’s first passion, her drive to make 
life better for children and families ex-
tends well beyond the classroom. I 
have been honored over the years to 
work closely with Mary Jo on an issue 
near and dear to her heart. Ten to 20 
percent of women across America are 
suffering from postpartum depression, 
and after the birth of her first son in 
1984, Mary Jo was one of them. Then, 
after the birth of her second son, her 
depression returned, but this time she 
was able to recognize it and seek treat-
ment for it. Instead of hiding her ill-
ness or being ashamed of it, Mary Jo’s 
personal struggle became the motiva-
tion for her to raise awareness for 
postpartum depression and work tire-
lessly to improve diagnostic and treat-
ment options on the State and Federal 
level. 

Thanks to her leadership, New Jersey 
became the first State to provide re-
sources to ensure that uninsured moth-
ers can receive postpartum depression 
screening and treatment. I am proud to 
say that Mary Jo and I worked to-
gether to pass the Melanie Blocker 
Stokes Mom’s Opportunity To Access 
Health, Education, Research, and Sup-
port for Postpartum Depression Act, or 
MOTHERS Act, as part of the Afford-
able Care Act in 2010. This legislation 
encourages better education, support 
services, and research for postpartum 
depression, and we owe its passage 

largely to advocates like Mary Jo 
Codey. Now, we still have a long way to 
go to ensure that postpartum depres-
sion and other aspects of maternal 
mental health are given the awareness 
and resources that they deserve. How-
ever, even as she closes the book on her 
teaching career, I know that Mary Jo’s 
work is far from over, and she will not 
rest until we reach our goal. Whether 
it is her advocacy on behalf of 
postpartum depression or breast can-
cer, of which she is a survivor, her 
commitment to improving the lives of 
children, mothers, and families is un-
wavering. 

With that, I look forward to con-
tinuing to work with Mary Jo in the 
coming years, thank her for her incred-
ible service to New Jersey and all of us, 
and congratulate her on her retire-
ment.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Ms. Ridgway, one of his 
secretaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

In executive session the Presiding Of-
ficer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the appropriate 
committees. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

At 11:42 a.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 bills, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 1215. An act to improve patient access 
to health care services and provide improved 
medical care by reducing the excessive bur-
den the liability system places on the health 
care delivery system. 

H.R. 1500. An act to redesignate the small 
triangular property located in Washington, 
DC, and designated by the National Park 
Service as reservation 302 as ‘‘Robert Emmet 
Park’’, and for other purposes. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 

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

H.R. 1215. An act to improve patient access 
to health care services and provide improved 
medical care by reducing the excessive bur-
den the liability system places on the health 
care delivery system; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

H.R. 1500. An act to redesignate the small 
triangular property located in Washington, 
DC, and designated by the National Park 
Service as reservation 302 as ‘‘Robert Emmet 
Park’’, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 
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MEASURES PLACED ON THE 

CALENDAR 

The following bill was read the sec-
ond time, and placed on the calendar: 

S. 1460. A bill to provide for the moderniza-
tion of the energy and natural resources 
policies of the United States, and for other 
purposes. 

f 

PRIVILEGED NOMINATION 
REFERRED TO COMMITTEE 

On request by Senator TESTER, under 
the authority of S. Res. 116, 112th Con-
gress, the following nomination was re-
ferred to the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs: Brooks D. Tucker, of Mary-
land, to be Assistant Secretary of Vet-
erans’ Affairs (Congressional and Leg-
islative Affairs), vice Joan M. Evans. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. ROBERTS, from the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry, with 
amendments: 

H.R. 1029. A bill to amend the Federal In-
secticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act to 
improve pesticide registration and other ac-
tivities under the Act, to extend and modify 
fee authorities, and for other purposes. 

f 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEES 

The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. ROBERTS for the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

*J. Christopher Giancarlo, of New Jersey, 
to be Chairman of the Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission. 

By Mr. THUNE for the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

*David P. Pekoske, of Maryland, to be an 
Assistant Secretary of Homeland Security. 

*Robert L. Sumwalt III, of South Carolina, 
to be a Member of the National Transpor-
tation Safety Board for a term expiring De-
cember 31, 2021. 

*Derek Kan, of California, to be Under Sec-
retary of Transportation for Policy. 

By Mr. GRASSLEY for the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Stephen Elliott Boyd, of Alabama, to be an 
Assistant Attorney General. 

*Nomination was reported with rec-
ommendation that it be confirmed sub-
ject to the nominee’s commitment to 
respond to requests to appear and tes-
tify before any duly constituted com-
mittee of the Senate. 

(Nominations without an asterisk 
were reported with the recommenda-
tion that they be confirmed.) 

f 

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. ALEXANDER (for himself and 
Mr. CORKER): 

S. 1472. A bill to reauthorize the Tennessee 
Civil War Heritage Area; to the Committee 
on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. BOOZMAN (for himself and Mr. 
TESTER): 

S. 1473. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide for a five-year exten-
sion to the homeless veterans reintegration 
programs and to provide clarification regard-
ing eligibility for services under such pro-
grams; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

By Ms. DUCKWORTH (for herself, Ms. 
HARRIS, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. DURBIN, 
Mr. CARPER, and Mr. SANDERS): 

S. 1474. A bill to prohibit the use of fiscal 
year 2018 funds for the closure, consolida-
tion, or elimination of certain offices of the 
Environmental Protection Agency; to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

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

S. 1475. A bill to provide for the identifica-
tion and documentation of best practices for 
cyber hygiene by the National Institute of 
Standards and Technology, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

By Mr. CARDIN: 
S. 1476. A bill to safeguard the United 

States and our allies from Russian ballistic 
and cruise missile threats, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

By Mr. FLAKE: 
S. 1477. A bill to prohibit the use of official 

time for labor organizing activities by em-
ployees of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs unless all veterans seeking hospital 
care or medical services from the Depart-
ment are able to schedule their appoint-
ments within the wait-time goals of the Vet-
erans Health Administration, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

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

S. 1478. A bill to improve the Defense 
Siting Clearinghouse; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. THUNE: 
S. 1479. A bill to amend the Agricultural 

Act of 2014 to improve the supplemental agri-
cultural disaster assistance programs, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Ag-
riculture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

By Mr. KING (for himself, Ms. COLLINS, 
Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. MERKLEY, and Ms. 
HASSAN): 

S. 1480. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to include biomass heating 
appliances for tax credits available for en-
ergy-efficient building property and energy 
property; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. SULLIVAN): 

S. 1481. A bill to make technical correc-
tions to the Alaska Native Claims Settle-
ment Act, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. SULLIVAN): 

S. 1482. A bill to provide a permanent ease-
ment to the Shishmaref Native Corporation, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. SULLIVAN): 

S. 1483. A bill to establish an account for 
amounts due to Shee Atika Incorporated 
under the Cube Cove Land Agreement, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. SULLIVAN): 

S. 1484. A bill to provide for a land ex-
change relating to the Admiralty Island Na-
tional Monument, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. SULLIVAN): 

S. 1485. A bill to satisfy certain claims 
under the Alaska Native Claims Settlement 
Act, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. SULLIVAN): 

S. 1486. A bill to amend the Barrow Gas 
Field Transfer Act of 1984 with respect to the 
Ukpeagvik Inupiat Corporation sand and 
gravel resources, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. SULLIVAN): 

S. 1487. A bill to provide for certain con-
veyances of surface estate under the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Natural Resources. 

By Mrs. MURRAY (for herself and Ms. 
CANTWELL): 

S. 1488. A bill to require full spending of 
the Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund, to pro-
vide for expanded uses of the Fund, and to 
prevent cargo diversion, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

By Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself, 
Mr. TILLIS, Mr. TESTER, Mr. HELLER, 
Mr. YOUNG, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. BROWN, 
Mr. CARPER, Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr. 
MURPHY, Mr. REED, Ms. WARREN, and 
Mr. WYDEN): 

S. 1489. A bill to amend section 3312 of title 
38, United States Code, to restore Post-9/11 
Educational Assistance and other relief for 
veterans affected by school closures, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. SULLIVAN): 

S. 1490. A bill to amend the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act regarding the 
Nagamut selection, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. SULLIVAN): 

S. 1491. A bill to amend the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act with respect to the 
Native Villages of Haines, Ketchikan, Pe-
tersburg, Tenakee, and Wrangell, Alaska, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. SULLIVAN): 

S. 1492. A bill to establish a Regional Cor-
poration for Natives who are non-residents of 
Alaska, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. SULLIVAN): 

S. 1493. A bill to require a study and report 
identifying the impacts on Chugach Alaska 
Corporation land that resulted from changes 
in Federal law or Federal or State land ac-
quisitions in the Chugach region, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. SULLIVAN): 

S. 1494. A bill to amend the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act in order to increase 
the dividend exclusion, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. SULLIVAN): 

S. 1495. A bill to amend the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act regarding the treat-
ment of fractional shares of stock by Re-
gional Corporations, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself and 
Mr. SULLIVAN): 
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S. 1496. A bill to amend the definition of 

Village Corporation in the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources. 

By Mr. DAINES (for himself and Mr. 
MERKLEY): 

S. 1497. A bill to amend title 40, United 
States Code, to provide a lactation room in 
public buildings, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

By Ms. COLLINS (for herself, Mrs. 
FEINSTEIN, Ms. BALDWIN, Ms. CORTEZ 
MASTO, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Ms. HAS-
SAN, Ms. HEITKAMP, Mrs. MURRAY, 
Mrs. SHAHEEN, Ms. WARREN, Mr. 
BOOKER, and Ms. CANTWELL): 

S. 1498. A bill to establish in the Smithso-
nian Institution a comprehensive American 
women’s history museum, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Rules and Ad-
ministration. 

By Mr. TOOMEY (for himself and Mr. 
DONNELLY): 

S. 1499. A bill to increase from 
$10,000,000,000 to $50,000,000,000 the threshold 
figure at which regulated depository institu-
tions are subject to direct examination and 
reporting requirements of the Bureau of Con-
sumer Financial Protection, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. WARNER (for himself, Mr. 
MORAN, Ms. HEITKAMP, Mr. PERDUE, 
Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. BOOZMAN, and Mr. 
VAN HOLLEN): 

S. 1500. A bill to amend the Federal De-
posit Insurance Act to ensure that the recip-
rocal deposits of an insured depository insti-
tution are not considered to be funds ob-
tained by or through a deposit broker, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for herself and 
Mr. YOUNG): 

S. 1501. A bill to amend the Carl D. Perkins 
Career and Technical Education Act of 2006 
to support maker education and 
makerspaces; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself and 
Mr. MARKEY): 

S. 1502. A bill to improve passenger vessel 
security and safety, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

By Ms. WARREN (for herself, Mr. 
MCCAIN, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. 
WARNER, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. REED, 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN, and Mr. COTTON): 

S. 1503. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Treasury to mint coins in recognition of 
the 60th anniversary of the Naismith Memo-
rial Basketball Hall of Fame; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for herself and 
Mr. RUBIO): 

S. 1504. A bill to direct the Attorney Gen-
eral to study issues relating to human traf-
ficking, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEE (for himself and Mr. 
CRAPO): 

S. 1505. A bill to provide that silencers be 
treated the same as firearms accessories; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND: 
S. 1506. A bill to improve the handling of 

instances of sexual harassment, dating vio-
lence, domestic violence, sexual assault, and 
stalking at the United States Merchant Ma-
rine Academy, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, and Mr. MENENDEZ): 

S. 1507. A bill to amend the National Flood 
Insurance Act of 1968 to allow the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency to provide capitalization 
grants to States to establish revolving funds 
to provide funding assistance to reduce flood 
risks, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, Mr. 
WYDEN, Mr. CRAPO, Ms. CANTWELL, 
Mr. RISCH, Mr. HATCH, and Mrs. MUR-
RAY): 

S. 1508. A bill to amend the Secure Rural 
Schools and Community Self-Determination 
Act of 2000 to modify the authorized uses of 
certain county funds and to extend the dead-
line for participating counties to initiate 
projects and obligate funds; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Natural Resources. 

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

S. 1509. A bill to amend the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act to authorize an ex-
tension of exclusivity periods for certain 
drugs that are approved for a new indication 
for a rare disease or condition, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Ms. CORTEZ MASTO, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. UDALL, 
Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. WYDEN, Ms. WAR-
REN, and Mr. BROWN): 

S. 1510. A bill to amend the National Voter 
Registration Act of 1993 to provide for online 
voter registration and other changes and to 
amend the Help America Vote Act of 2002 to 
improve voting, to require the Election As-
sistance Commission to study and report on 
best practices for election cybersecurity and 
election audits, and to make grants to 
States to implement those best practices 
recommended by the Commission; to the 
Committee on Rules and Administration. 

By Mr. CARDIN: 
S. 1511. A bill to bring stability to the indi-

vidual insurance market, make insurance 
coverage more affordable, lower prescription 
drug prices, and improve Medicaid; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. LANKFORD (for himself, Mr. 
CORNYN, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. BARRASSO, 
and Mr. BLUNT): 

S. 1512. A bill to prohibit the Secretary of 
Energy, the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, the Secretary of 
the Interior, the Secretary of Transpor-
tation, and the Chair of the Council on Envi-
ronmental Quality from considering, in tak-
ing any action, the social cost of carbon, the 
social cost of methane, the social cost of ni-
trous oxide, or the social cost of any other 
greenhouse gas, unless compliant with Office 
of Management and Budget guidance, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

By Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Mr. 
TESTER, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. CARPER, 
Mr. UDALL, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, and Mr. 
COCHRAN): 

S. 1513. A bill to reauthorize and amend the 
National Fish and Wildlife Foundation Es-
tablishment Act; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

By Mr. BARRASSO (for himself, Mr. 
CARDIN, Mr. BOOZMAN, Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR, Mrs. CAPITO, and Ms. BALD-
WIN): 

S. 1514. A bill to amend certain Acts to re-
authorize those Acts and to increase protec-
tions for wildlife, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

By Mr. MORAN (for himself and Mr. 
TESTER): 

S. 1515. A bill to facilitate access to univer-
sity technical expertise in support of Depart-

ment of Defense missions; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

By Mr. HELLER: 
S. 1516. A bill to expand health care choices 

by allowing Americans to buy health care 
coverage across State lines; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HELLER (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. CORNYN, and Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR): 

S. 1517. A bill to enhance the Human Ex-
ploitation Rescue Operations Act of 2015, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

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

By Mr. CORKER: 
S. Res. 210. A resolution to correct the en-

grossment of S. 722; considered and agreed 
to. 

By Mr. TOOMEY (for himself, Mr. MAR-
KEY, Ms. MURKOWSKI, Ms. BALDWIN, 
Ms. COLLINS, Mr. COONS, Mr. 
LANKFORD, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. 
TILLIS, Mr. BROWN, Mr. RUBIO, Ms. 
WARREN, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. 
MERKLEY, Mr. YOUNG, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. 
HELLER, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. CAS-
SIDY, Mr. WYDEN, Mr. HATCH, Mr. 
CASEY, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. 
KAINE, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. DURBIN, 
Mr. BOOKER, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Ms. HARRIS, Mrs. SHA-
HEEN, Ms. HASSAN, Mr. MURPHY, Mr. 
SANDERS, Mr. UDALL, and Mr. REED): 

S. Res. 211. A resolution condemning the 
violence and persecution in Chechnya; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. BROWN (for himself, Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. 
FRANKEN, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. BOOKER, 
Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. CAR-
PER, Mr. COONS, Ms. CORTEZ MASTO, 
Mr. DURBIN, Ms. HARRIS, Mr. HEIN-
RICH, Ms. HASSAN, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, 
Mr. MARKEY, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
MERKLEY, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. PETERS, 
Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. UDALL, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, Mr. WYDEN, Ms. WAR-
REN, Mr. CASEY, Mr. KAINE, Mr. SAND-
ERS, Mr. REED, Mr. MURPHY, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, and Ms. STABENOW): 

S. Res. 212. A resolution recognizing June 
2017 as ‘‘LGBTQ Pride Month’’; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

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

S. Res. 213. A resolution honoring the 
memory of Dallas Police Department Senior 
Corporal Lorne Ahrens, Sergeant Michael 
Smith, Officer Michael Krol, Officer Patrick 
Zamarripa, and Dallas Area Rapid Transit 
Police Officer Brent Thompson, who were 
killed during the attack in Dallas, Texas, 
that occurred 1 year ago, on July 7, 2016; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WICKER (for himself, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. BEN-
NET, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. BURR, Ms. 
CANTWELL, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. CASEY, 
Mr. COCHRAN, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. 
COONS, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. CRUZ, Ms. 
DUCKWORTH, Mr. DURBIN, Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN, Mr. FRANKEN, Ms. HARRIS, Mr. 
KAINE, Mr. KING, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. 
LANKFORD, Mr. LEE, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. 
MERKLEY, Mr. MORAN, Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI, Mr. MURPHY, Mrs. MURRAY, 
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Mr. NELSON, Mr. PAUL, Mr. PERDUE, 
Mr. PETERS, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. SCOTT, 
Ms. STABENOW, Mr. TILLIS, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Mr. WARNER, Ms. WARREN, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. WYDEN, and Mr. 
YOUNG): 

S. Res. 214. A resolution designating June 
19, 2017, as ‘‘Juneteenth Independence Day’’ 
in recognition of June 19, 1865, the date on 
which slavery legally came to an end in the 
United States; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Mr. BURR (for himself and Mr. 
TESTER): 

S. Res. 215. A resolution designating July 
14, 2017, as Collector Car Appreciation Day 
and recognizing that the collection and res-
toration of historic and classic cars is an im-
portant part of preserving the technological 
achievements and cultural heritage of the 
United States; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Mr. BROWN (for himself, Mrs. MUR-
RAY, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. CASEY, Mr. 
SANDERS, Mr. FRANKEN, Ms. WARREN, 
Mr. MARKEY, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Ms. CANTWELL, Mrs. 
SHAHEEN, Ms. BALDWIN, Ms. HASSAN, 
Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. WYDEN, and Mr. 
MENENDEZ): 

S. Con. Res. 20. A concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that the over-
time rule published in the Federal Register 
by the Secretary of Labor on May 23, 2016, 
would provide millions of workers with 
greater economic security and was a legally 
valid exercise of the authority of the Sec-
retary under the Fair Labor Standards Act 
of 1938; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. RUBIO (for himself, Mr. 
MERKLEY, and Mr. CRUZ): 

S. Con. Res. 21. A concurrent resolution 
urging the Government of the People’s Re-
public of China to unconditionally release 
Liu Xiaobo, together with his wife Liu Xia, 
to allow them to freely meet with friends, 
family, and counsel and seek medical treat-
ment wherever they desire; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 
S. 27 

At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, her 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 27, 
a bill to establish an independent com-
mission to examine and report on the 
facts regarding the extent of Russian 
official and unofficial cyber operations 
and other attempts to interfere in the 
2016 United States national election, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 41 
At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, her 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 41, 
a bill to amend part D of title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to require the 
Secretary of Health and Human Serv-
ices to negotiate covered part D drug 
prices on behalf of Medicare bene-
ficiaries. 

S. 45 
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name 

of the Senator from South Dakota (Mr. 
ROUNDS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
45, a bill to amend the Immigration 
and Nationality Act to increase pen-
alties for individuals who illegally re-
enter the United States after being re-
moved and for other purposes. 

S. 65 
At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, her 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 65, 

a bill to address financial conflicts of 
interest of the President and Vice 
President. 

S. 407 
At the request of Mr. CRAPO, the 

name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 407, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to permanently 
extend the railroad track maintenance 
credit. 

S. 474 
At the request of Mr. GRAHAM, the 

name of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. BARRASSO) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 474, a bill to condition assist-
ance to the West Bank and Gaza on 
steps by the Palestinian Authority to 
end violence and terrorism against 
Israeli citizens. 

S. 497 
At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the 

name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. DAINES) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 497, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to provide for 
Medicare coverage of certain 
lymphedema compression treatment 
items as items of durable medical 
equipment. 

S. 540 
At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 

names of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) and the Senator 
from Connecticut (Mr. MURPHY) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 540, a bill to 
limit the authority of States to tax 
certain income of employees for em-
ployment duties performed in other 
States. 

S. 736 
At the request of Mr. ENZI, the name 

of the Senator from West Virginia 
(Mrs. CAPITO) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 736, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for col-
legiate housing and infrastructure 
grants. 

S. 839 
At the request of Mr. WICKER, the 

name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. COTTON) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 839, a bill to allow for judicial re-
view of any final rule addressing na-
tional emission standards for haz-
ardous air pollutants for brick and 
structural clay products or for clay ce-
ramics manufacturing before requiring 
compliance with such rule. 

S. 1002 
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 

name of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. INHOFE) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1002, a bill to enhance the ability 
of community financial institutions to 
foster economic growth and serve their 
communities, boost small businesses, 
increase individual savings, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1024 
At the request of Mr. ISAKSON, the 

names of the Senator from Wyoming 
(Mr. ENZI), the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. ROUNDS) and the Senator 
from New Mexico (Mr. HEINRICH) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1024, a bill to 

amend title 38, United States Code, to 
reform the rights and processes relat-
ing to appeals of decisions regarding 
claims for benefits under the laws ad-
ministered by the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs, and for other purposes. 

At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
the names of the Senator from Florida 
(Mr. NELSON) and the Senator from 
Missouri (Mrs. MCCASKILL) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 1024, supra. 

S. 1028 
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 

names of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Ms. WARREN) and the Senator 
from Minnesota (Ms. KLOBUCHAR) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1028, a bill to 
provide for the establishment and 
maintenance of a National Family 
Caregiving Strategy, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1034 
At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 

name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1034, a bill to improve agricultural 
job opportunities, benefits, and secu-
rity for aliens in the United States, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1136 
At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, her 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1136, a bill to improve the structure of 
the Federal Pell Grant program, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 1162 
At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, her 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1162, a bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to provide for the re-
financing of certain Federal student 
loans, and for other purposes. 

S. 1182 
At the request of Mr. YOUNG, the 

names of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. FRANKEN) and the Senator from 
Maryland (Mr. VAN HOLLEN) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1182, a bill to 
require the Secretary of the Treasury 
to mint commemorative coins in rec-
ognition of the 100th anniversary of 
The American Legion. 

S. 1196 
At the request of Mr. SULLIVAN, the 

name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. BOOZMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1196, a bill to expand the ca-
pacity and capability of the ballistic 
missile defense system of the United 
States, and for other purposes. 

S. 1277 
At the request of Mr. BOOZMAN, the 

name of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CORNYN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1277, a bill to require the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to carry out a high 
technology education pilot program, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1279 
At the request of Mr. CRAPO, the 

name of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
RISCH) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1279, a bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to furnish health care 
from the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs through the use of non-Depart-
ment health care providers, and for 
other purposes. 
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S. 1312 

At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
YOUNG) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1312, a bill to prioritize the fight 
against human trafficking in the 
United States. 

At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1312, supra. 

S. 1349 

At the request of Mrs. ERNST, the 
name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. BOOZMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1349, a bill to provide that the 
rate of military basic pay for the Sen-
ior Enlisted Advisors to the com-
manders of the combatant commands 
shall be equivalent to the rate of mili-
tary basic pay for the Senior Enlisted 
Advisor to the Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff, and for other purposes. 

S. 1366 

At the request of Mr. SCHATZ, the 
name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. LEAHY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1366, a bill to direct the Secretary 
of Defense to review the discharge 
characterization of former members of 
the Armed Forces who were discharged 
by reason of the sexual orientation of 
the member, and for other purposes. 

S. 1368 

At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 
name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. REED) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1368, a bill to reauthorize the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 1393 

At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 
names of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
SULLIVAN) and the Senator from Con-
necticut (Mr. BLUMENTHAL) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 1393, a bill to 
streamline the process by which active 
duty military, reservists, and veterans 
receive commercial driver’s licenses. 

S. 1412 

At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
the name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. LEAHY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1412, a bill to amend the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 to provide for a 
percentage of student loan forgiveness 
for public service employment, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1418 

At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 
the name of the Senator from Rhode Is-
land (Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1418, a bill to establish 
protections for passengers in air trans-
portation, and for other purposes. 

S. 1426 

At the request of Mr. THUNE, the 
names of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. PETERS) and the Senator from 
Alaska (Mr. SULLIVAN) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1426, a bill to amend 
the Ted Stevens Olympic and Amateur 
Sports Act to expand the purposes of 
the corporation, to designate the 
United States Center for Safe Sport, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 1435 
At the request of Mr. COTTON, the 

name of the Senator from Maine (Mr. 
KING) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1435, a bill to provide an amnesty pe-
riod during which veterans and their 
family members can register certain 
firearms in the National Firearm Reg-
istration and Transfer Record, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1465 
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the 

name of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. KENNEDY) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1465, a bill to terminate the 
prohibitions on the exportation and 
importation of natural gas, and for 
other purposes. 

S. RES. 61 
At the request of Mr. MCCAIN, the 

name of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
CRAPO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 61, a resolution calling on the De-
partment of Defense, other elements of 
the Federal Government, and foreign 
governments to intensify efforts to in-
vestigate, recover, and identify all 
missing and unaccounted-for personnel 
of the United States. 

S. RES. 168 
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 

name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Res. 168, a resolution sup-
porting respect for human rights and 
encouraging inclusive governance in 
Ethiopia. 

At the request of Mr. CASEY, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 168, supra. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

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

S. 1478. A bill to improve the Defense 
Siting Clearinghouse; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 1478 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Defense 
Siting Clearinghouse Improvement Act of 
2017’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFENSE SITING CLEARINGHOUSE. 

(a) CODIFICATION.—Chapter 7 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after section 183 the following new section: 
‘‘§ 183a. Defense Siting Clearinghouse for re-

view of mission obstructions 
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—(1) The Secretary of 

Defense shall establish a Defense Siting 
Clearinghouse (in this section referred to as 
the ‘Clearinghouse’). 

‘‘(2) The Clearinghouse shall be— 
‘‘(A) organized under the authority, direc-

tion, and control of an Assistant Secretary 
of Defense designated by the Secretary; and 

‘‘(B) assigned such personnel and resources 
as the Secretary considers appropriate to 
carry out this section. 

‘‘(b) FUNCTIONS.—(1) The Clearinghouse 
shall serve as a clearinghouse to coordinate 
Department of Defense review of applica-
tions for energy projects filed with the Sec-
retary of Transportation pursuant to section 
44718 of title 49 and received by the Depart-
ment of Defense from the Secretary of 
Transportation. 

‘‘(2) The Clearinghouse shall accelerate the 
development of planning tools necessary to 
determine the acceptability to the Depart-
ment of Defense of proposals included in an 
application for an energy project submitted 
pursuant to such section. 

‘‘(3) The Clearinghouse shall perform such 
other functions as the Secretary of Defense 
assigns. 

‘‘(c) REVIEW OF PROPOSED ACTIONS.—(1) Not 
later than 30 days after receiving from the 
Secretary of Transportation a proper appli-
cation for an energy project under section 
44718 of title 49 that may have an adverse im-
pact on military operations and readiness, 
the Clearinghouse shall conduct a prelimi-
nary review of such application. The review 
shall— 

‘‘(A) assess the likely scope, duration, and 
level of risk of any adverse impact of such 
energy project on military operations and 
readiness; and 

‘‘(B) identify any feasible and affordable 
actions that could be taken by the Depart-
ment, the developer of such energy project, 
or others to mitigate the adverse impact and 
to minimize risks to national security while 
allowing the energy project to proceed with 
development. 

‘‘(2) If the Clearinghouse determines under 
paragraph (1) that an energy project will 
have an adverse impact on military oper-
ations and readiness, the Secretary of De-
fense shall issue to the applicant a notice of 
presumed risk that describes the concerns 
identified by the Department in the prelimi-
nary review and requests a discussion of pos-
sible mitigation actions. 

‘‘(3) The Clearinghouse shall develop, in co-
ordination with other departments and agen-
cies of the Federal Government, an inte-
grated review process to ensure timely noti-
fication and consideration of energy projects 
filed with the Secretary of Transportation 
pursuant to section 44718 of title 49 that may 
have an adverse impact on military oper-
ations and readiness. 

‘‘(4) The Clearinghouse shall establish pro-
cedures for the Department of Defense for 
the coordinated consideration of and re-
sponse to a request for a review received 
from another Federal agency, a State gov-
ernment, an Indian tribal government, a 
local government, a landowner, or the devel-
oper of an energy project, including guidance 
to personnel at each military installation in 
the United States on how to initiate such 
procedures and ensure a coordinated Depart-
ment response. 

‘‘(5) The Clearinghouse shall develop proce-
dures for conducting early outreach to par-
ties carrying out energy projects that could 
have an adverse impact on military oper-
ations and readiness and to clearly commu-
nicate to such parties actions being taken by 
the Department of Defense under this sec-
tion. 

‘‘(d) COMPREHENSIVE REVIEW.—(1) The Sec-
retary of Defense shall develop a comprehen-
sive strategy for addressing the military im-
pacts of projects filed with the Secretary of 
Transportation pursuant to section 44718 of 
title 49. 

‘‘(2) In developing the strategy required by 
paragraph (1), the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(A) assess of the magnitude of inter-
ference posed by projects filed with the Sec-
retary of Transportation pursuant to section 
44718 of title 49; 

‘‘(B) for the purpose of informing prelimi-
nary reviews under subsection (c)(1) and 
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early outreach efforts under subsection 
(c)(5), identify geographic areas selected as 
proposed locations for projects filed, or 
which may be filed in the future, with the 
Secretary of Transportation pursuant to sec-
tion 44718 of title 49 where such projects 
could have an adverse impact on military op-
erations and readiness and categorize the 
risk of adverse impact in such areas; and 

‘‘(C) specifically identify feasible and af-
fordable long-term actions that may be 
taken to mitigate adverse impacts of 
projects filed, or which may be filed in the 
future, with the Secretary of Transportation 
pursuant to section 44718 of title 49, on mili-
tary operations and readiness, including— 

‘‘(i) investment priorities of the Depart-
ment of Defense with respect to research and 
development; 

‘‘(ii) modifications to military operations 
to accommodate applications for such 
projects; 

‘‘(iii) recommended upgrades or modifica-
tions to existing systems or procedures by 
the Department of Defense; 

‘‘(iv) acquisition of new systems by the De-
partment and other departments and agen-
cies of the Federal Government and 
timelines for fielding such new systems; and 

‘‘(v) modifications to the projects for 
which such applications are filed, including 
changes in size, location, or technology. 

‘‘(e) DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE DETERMINA-
TION OF UNACCEPTABLE RISK.—(1) The Sec-
retary of Defense may not object to an en-
ergy project filed with the Secretary of 
Transportation pursuant to section 44718 of 
title 49, except in a case in which the Sec-
retary of Defense determines, after giving 
full consideration to mitigation actions 
identified pursuant to this section, that such 
project would result in an unacceptable risk 
to the national security of the United 
States. Such a determination shall con-
stitute a finding pursuant to section 44718(f) 
of title 49. 

‘‘(2) Not later than 30 days after making a 
determination of unacceptable risk under 
paragraph (1), the Secretary of Defense shall 
submit to the congressional defense commit-
tees a report on such determination and the 
basis for such determination. Such report 
shall include an explanation of the oper-
ational impact that led to the determina-
tion, a discussion of the mitigation options 
considered, and an explanation of why the 
mitigation options were not feasible or did 
not resolve the conflict. The Secretary of De-
fense may provide public notice through the 
Federal Register of the determination. 

‘‘(3) The Secretary of Defense may only 
delegate the responsibility for making a de-
termination of unacceptable risk under para-
graph (1) to the Deputy Secretary of Defense, 
an under secretary of defense, or a principal 
deputy under secretary of defense. 

‘‘(f) AUTHORITY TO ACCEPT CONTRIBUTIONS 
OF FUNDS.—The Secretary of Defense is au-
thorized to request and accept a voluntary 
contribution of funds from an applicant for a 
project filed with the Secretary of Transpor-
tation pursuant to section 44718 of title 49. 
Amounts so accepted shall remain available 
until expended for the purpose of offsetting 
the cost of measures undertaken by the Sec-
retary of Defense to mitigate adverse im-
pacts of such a project on military oper-
ations and readiness or to conduct studies of 
potential measures to mitigate such im-
pacts. 

‘‘(g) EFFECT OF DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
HAZARD ASSESSMENT.—An action taken pur-
suant to this section shall not be considered 
to be a substitute for any assessment or de-
termination required of the Secretary of 
Transportation under section 44718 of title 
49. 

‘‘(h) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sec-
tion shall be construed to affect or limit the 

application of, or any obligation to comply 
with, any environmental law, including the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 

‘‘(i) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) The term ‘adverse impact on military 

operations and readiness’ means any adverse 
impact upon military operations and readi-
ness, including flight operations, research, 
development, testing, and evaluation, and 
training, that is demonstrable and is likely 
to impair or degrade the ability of the armed 
forces to perform their warfighting missions. 

‘‘(2) The term ‘energy project’ means a 
project that provides for the generation or 
transmission of electrical energy. 

‘‘(3) The term ‘landowner’ means a person 
that owns a fee interest in real property on 
which a proposed energy project is planned 
to be located. 

‘‘(4) The term ‘military installation’ has 
the meaning given that term in section 
2801(c)(4) of this title. 

‘‘(5) The term ‘military readiness’ includes 
any training or operation that could be re-
lated to combat readiness, including testing 
and evaluation activities. 

‘‘(6) The term ‘military training route’ 
means a training route developed as part of 
the Military Training Route Program, car-
ried out jointly by the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration and the Secretary of Defense, 
for use by the armed forces for the purpose of 
conducting low-altitude, high-speed military 
training. 

‘‘(7) The term ‘unacceptable risk to the na-
tional security of the United States’ means 
the construction, alteration, establishment, 
or expansion, or the proposed construction, 
alteration, establishment, or expansion, of a 
structure or sanitary landfill that would— 

‘‘(A) endanger safety in air commerce, re-
lated to the activities of the Department of 
Defense; 

‘‘(B) interfere with the efficient use and 
preservation of the navigable airspace and of 
airport traffic capacity at public-use air-
ports, related to the activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense; or 

‘‘(C) significantly impair or degrade the ca-
pability of the Department of Defense to 
conduct training, research, development, 
testing, and evaluation, and operations or to 
maintain military readiness.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AND CLERICAL AMEND-
MENTS.— 

(1) REPEAL OF EXISTING PROVISION.—Section 
358 of the Ike Skelton National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2011 (49 
U.S.C. 44718 note) is repealed. 

(2) REFERENCE TO REGULATIONS.—Section 
44718(g) of title 49, United States Code, is 
amended by striking ‘‘211.3 of title 32, Code 
of Federal Regulations, as in effect on Janu-
ary 6, 2014’’ both places it appears and insert-
ing ‘‘183a(i) of title 10’’. 

(3) TABLE OF SECTIONS AMENDMENT.—The 
table of sections at the beginning of chapter 
7 of title 10 is amended by inserting after the 
item relating to section 183 the following 
new item: 

‘‘183a. Defense Siting Clearinghouse for re-
view of mission obstructions.’’. 

(c) APPLICABILITY OF EXISTING RULES AND 
REGULATIONS.—Notwithstanding the amend-
ments made by subsection (a), any rule or 
regulation promulgated to carry out section 
358 of the Ike Skelton National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2011 (49 
U.S.C. 44718 note) that is in effect on the day 
before the date of the enactment of this Act 
shall continue in effect and apply to the ex-
tent such rule or regulation is consistent 
with the authority under section 183a of title 
10, United States Code, as added by sub-
section (a), until such rule or regulation is 
otherwise amended or repealed. 

By Mr. DAINES (for himself and 
Mr. MERKLEY): 

S. 1497. A bill to amend title 40, 
United States Code, to provide a lacta-
tion room in public buildings, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the text of the 
bill be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, as a fa-
ther of four and a traveling family, I 
know how important and challenging it 
is for nursing mothers to find a space 
to care for and feed their children. As 
our society and economy becomes ever 
more transient, we need to provide 
spaces for mothers on the go and ease 
their return to the workforce. Last 
Congress, I helped ensure the Bottles 
and Breastfeeding Equipment Screen-
ing Act became law, which eased the 
burden traveling mothers experienced. 
We need to continue easing this burden 
and expand facilities in public build-
ings. 

Federal agencies, under current law, 
are required to provide space for nurs-
ing mothers to pump breastmilk for 
their newborns. Additionally, General 
Services Administration requires in-
stallation of these spaces for all newly 
constructed federal buildings, as well 
as those undergoing modernizations. 
These rooms are a simple hygienic 
place, other than a bathroom, that are 
shielded from view, free from intru-
sion, contain a chair, a table surface, 
and an electrical outlet. This is good 
policy and should be extended to the 
public when visiting Federal facilities 
for business or other purposes. 

That is why I am introducing the 
Fairness For Breastfeeding Mothers 
Act. This legislation would simply ex-
tend the use of these facilities in public 
buildings to visitors, ensuring all 
mothers can continue to care for their 
children. 

I want to thank Senator MERKLEY for 
being the Democrat lead as well as 
Congresswoman NORTON’s lead in the 
House of Representatives. I ask my 
Senate colleagues to join us in support 
of this important legislation. 

S. 1497 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Fairness For 
Breastfeeding Mothers Act of 2017’’. 
SEC. 2. LACTATION ROOMS IN PUBLIC BUILD-

INGS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 33 of title 40, 

United States Code, is amended— 
(1) by redesignating sections 3315, 3316, and 

3317 as sections 3316, 3317, and 3318, respec-
tively; and 

(2) by inserting after section 3314 the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘§ 3315. Lactation rooms in public buildings 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) APPROPRIATE AUTHORITY.—The term 

‘appropriate authority’ means— 
‘‘(A) the head of a Federal agency; 
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‘‘(B) the Architect of the Capitol; and 
‘‘(C) another official authority responsible 

for the operation of a public building. 
‘‘(2) COVERED PUBLIC BUILDING.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘covered pub-

lic building’ means a public building that— 
‘‘(i) is open to the public; and 
‘‘(ii) contains a public restroom. 
‘‘(B) INCLUSION.—The term ‘covered public 

building’ includes a building listed in section 
5101 or 6301. 

‘‘(3) LACTATION ROOM.—The term ‘lactation 
room’ means a hygienic place, other than a 
bathroom, that— 

‘‘(A) is shielded from view; 
‘‘(B) is free from intrusion; and 
‘‘(C) contains— 
‘‘(i) a chair; 
‘‘(ii) a working surface; and 
‘‘(iii) if the public building is supplied with 

electricity, an electrical outlet. 
‘‘(b) LACTATION ROOMS REQUIRED.—Except 

as provided in subsection (c), the appropriate 
authority of a covered public building shall 
ensure that the building contains a lactation 
room that is made available for use by mem-
bers of the public to express breast milk. 

‘‘(c) EXCEPTIONS.—A covered public build-
ing may be excluded from the requirement in 
subsection (b) at the discretion of the appro-
priate authority if— 

‘‘(1) the public building— 
‘‘(A) does not contain a lactation room for 

employees who work in the building; and 
‘‘(B) does not have a room that could be 

repurposed as a lactation room or a space 
that could be made private using portable 
materials, at a reasonable cost; or 

‘‘(2) new construction would be required to 
create a lactation room in the public build-
ing and the cost of the construction is not 
feasible. 

‘‘(d) NO UNAUTHORIZED ENTRY.—Nothing in 
this section authorizes an individual to enter 
a public building or portion of a public build-
ing that the individual is not otherwise au-
thorized to enter.’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for chapter 33 of title 40, United 
States Code, is amended by striking the 
items relating to sections 3315 through 3317 
and inserting the following: 
‘‘3315. Lactation rooms in public buildings. 
‘‘3316. Delegation. 
‘‘3317. Report to Congress. 
‘‘3318. Certain authority not affected.’’. 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act. 

By Ms. COLLINS (for herself, 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Ms. BALDWIN, 
Ms. CORTEZ MASTO, Mrs. GILLI-
BRAND, Ms. HASSAN, Ms. 
HEITKAMP, Mrs. MURRAY, Mrs. 
SHAHEEN, Ms. WARREN, Mr. 
BOOKER, and Ms. CANTWELL): 

S. 1498. A bill to establish in the 
Smithsonian Institution a comprehen-
sive American women’s history mu-
seum, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Rules and Administra-
tion. 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I am 
pleased to introduce, along with the 
senior Senator from California, Sen-
ator FEINSTEIN, the Smithsonian Amer-
ican Women’s History Museum Act. 
This bill would establish an American 
women’s history museum in our Na-
tion’s capital. 

American women have made invalu-
able contributions to our Country in 
diverse fields such as government, busi-
ness, medicine, law, literature, sports, 

entertainment, the arts, and the mili-
tary. Telling the history of American 
women matters, and a museum recog-
nizing these achievements and experi-
ences is long overdue. 

In 1999, a Presidential commission on 
commemorating women in American 
history concluded that an ‘‘appropriate 
celebration of women’s history in the 
next millennium should include the 
designation of a focal point for wom-
en’s history in our Nation’s capital.’’ In 
2014, Congress took an important step 
toward realizing this goal when it 
passed legislation creating an inde-
pendent, bipartisan Commission to 
study the potential for establishing 
such a museum in Washington, DC. 
Following 18 months of study, the bi-
partisan Commission unanimously con-
cluded, ‘‘America needs and deserves a 
physical national museum dedicated to 
showcasing the historical experiences 
and impact of women in the country.’’ 
Mr. President, I could not agree more. 

The bill we are introducing today is 
the next step toward creating this na-
tional museum. Incorporating the rec-
ommendations of the bipartisan Com-
mission, the bill would establish a na-
tional museum to collect, study, and 
create programs incorporating and ex-
hibiting a wide spectrum of American 
women’s experiences, contributions, 
and history. Although the Smithsonian 
Institution would be the governing 
body, the bill requires that the con-
struction of the museum be financed 
entirely with private funds. 

Mr. President, nearly 100 years ago, 
American women won the right to vote 
after a decades-long fight for suffrage. 
The story, leaders, and lessons of wom-
en’s suffrage are among the most pow-
erful in our Nation’s history. As the 
centennial celebration of that historic 
moment nears, I can think of few bet-
ter ways to honor those women and 
that momentous achievement than by 
passing this legislation. A museum 
dedicated to women’s history would 
help ensure that future generations un-
derstand what we owe to those Amer-
ican women who have helped build, sus-
tain, and advance our society. I urge 
my colleagues to support this legisla-
tion. 

By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr. 
KENNEDY, and Mr. MENENDEZ): 

S. 1507. A bill to amend the National 
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 to allow 
the Administrator of the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency to 
provide capitalization grants to States 
to establish revolving funds to provide 
funding assistance to reduce flood 
risks, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, today I am 
introducing the State Flood Mitigation 
Revolving Fund Act of 2017 along with 
Senators KENNEDY and MENENDEZ. 

The purpose of this bill is to reduce 
flood risk and the costs associated with 
flooding by establishing a State revolv-
ing loan program to fund mitigation 

projects for homeowners, businesses, 
and communities. This includes activi-
ties such as home elevations, flood 
proofing, acquisitions, and environ-
mental restoration. By funding 
projects that reduce risk, the bill also 
provides an avenue to help middle-in-
come and low-income property owners 
reduce their flood insurance premiums. 

Mr. President, flooding is the most 
common and costly hazard facing 
American property owners. Every year, 
we are reminded of this when we see 
catastrophic flooding in communities 
across the country. Since 2010, my 
home State of Rhode Island has experi-
enced two Presidentially-declared 
flooding disasters, which have cost the 
Federal government over $86 million in 
payments from the National Flood In-
surance Program. Nationally, disasters 
like these have caused FEMA to pay 
out an average of nearly $3 billion a 
year in flood insurance claims over the 
last five years—not to mention the bil-
lions in disaster payments for unin-
sured damage. 

Almost universally, experts remind 
us that the best way to reduce the cost 
of flooding is to engage in proactive, 
not reactive, flood mitigation. This is 
what the State Flood Mitigation Re-
volving Fund Act seeks to do. 

Modeled on the successful Clean 
Water and Drinking Water State Re-
volving Funds, this bill creates a 
straightforward and easily accessible 
program through which States can 
offer low-interest loans to homeowners, 
businesses, and communities who want 
to mitigate their flood risk. By cre-
ating a revolving fund, the bill will 
allow States to design and more effi-
ciently implement their own flood 
mitigation strategies provided that 
they help achieve Federal objectives 
such as reducing disaster payments. 

Within this construct, the bill gives 
States the flexibility to undertake 
flood mitigation projects without the 
red tape associated with other Federal 
disaster mitigation programs. The bill 
requires state to provide a match of 20 
percent, but they would have an incen-
tive to further leverage Federal dol-
lars, as many already do under the 
drinking water and clean water SRFs. 

Additionally, the bill ensures mitiga-
tion assistance is focused on where the 
flood risk is greatest and where people 
are most vulnerable. The bill requires 
States to prioritize mitigation assist-
ance for low-income homeowners and 
geographic areas, pre-FIRM buildings, 
and severe repetitive loss and repet-
itive loss buildings. Finally, it gives 
States the option of providing addi-
tional subsidization for low-income 
property-owners and-communities that 
simply do not have the wherewithal to 
assume additional debt. 

Mr. President, as we talk about ap-
propriate investments in infrastruc-
ture, mitigation is one place where we 
should be putting our money. FEMA 
reports that every $1 we spend on miti-
gation generates $4 in future savings. 
Not only will this legislation lead to a 
healthy return on investment, it will 
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also create jobs through the work it 
funds 

I invite my colleagues to join me, 
Senator KENNEDY, and Senator MENEN-
DEZ in supporting this legislation. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 210—TO COR-
RECT THE ENGROSSMENT OF S. 
722 

Mr. CORKER submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered and 
agreed to: 

S. RES. 210 

Resolved, That in the engrossment of S. 722, 
an Act to provide congressional review and 
to counter Iranian and Russian governments’ 
aggression, the Secretary of the Senate 
shall— 

(1) in section 216(c)— 
(A) strike paragraph (4) and insert the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(4) FLOOR CONSIDERATION IN HOUSE OF REP-

RESENTATIVES.—If a committee of the House 
of Representatives to which a joint resolu-
tion of approval or joint resolution of dis-
approval has been referred has not reported 
the joint resolution within 10 calendar days 
after the date of referral, that committee 
shall be discharged from further consider-
ation of the joint resolution.’’; 

(B) in paragraph (5)(A)— 
(i) in clause (i), strike ‘‘section 216 A3 that 

is described as’’ and insert ‘‘subsection 
(a)(3)(A) that relates to’’; and 

(ii) in clause (ii), strike ‘‘section 216 A3 
that is described as’’ and insert ‘‘subsection 
(a)(3)(B) that relates to’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (7)(A), strike ‘‘but applica-
ble’’ and all that follows through ‘‘dis-
approval,’’; and 

(2) in section 236, strike subsection (b) and 
insert the following: 

‘‘(b) EXCEPTION RELATING TO IMPORTATION 
OF GOODS.—No provision affecting sanctions 
or licensing actions under this title or an 
amendment made by this title shall apply to 
any portion of a sanction or licensing action 
that affects the importation of goods.’’. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 211—CON-
DEMNING THE VIOLENCE AND 
PERSECUTION IN CHECHNYA 

Mr. TOOMEY (for himself, Mr. MAR-
KEY, Ms. MURKOWSKI, Ms. BALDWIN, Ms. 
COLLINS, Mr. COONS, Mr. LANKFORD, 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. TILLIS, Mr. BROWN, 
Mr. RUBIO, Ms. WARREN, Mr. GARDNER, 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. 
MERKLEY, Mr. YOUNG, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. 
HELLER, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. CASSIDY, 
Mr. WYDEN, Mr. HATCH, Mr. CASEY, Mr. 
INHOFE, Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. KAINE, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. BOOKER, Mrs. 
MURRAY, Mr. MENENDEZ, Ms. HARRIS, 
Mrs. SHAHEEN, Ms. HASSAN, Mr. MUR-
PHY, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. UDALL, and Mr. 
REED) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations: 

S. RES. 211 

Whereas, on April 1, 2017, the Russian 
newspaper Novaya Gazeta reported that au-
thorities in Chechnya, a republic of the Rus-
sian Federation, had abducted, detained, and 
tortured over 100 men due to their actual or 
suspected sexual orientation; 

Whereas multiple independent and first- 
hand accounts have subsequently corrobo-
rated the Novaya Gazeta report, and describe 
a campaign of persecution by Chechen offi-
cials against men due to their actual or sus-
pected sexual orientation; 

Whereas, as a result of this persecution, at 
least three deaths have been reported and 
many individuals have been forced to flee 
Chechnya; 

Whereas Chechen officials have denied the 
existence of such persecution, including 
through a statement by the spokesman for 
Chechen leader Ramzan Kadyrov that ‘‘You 
cannot arrest or repress people who don’t 
exist in the republic.’’; 

Whereas the same spokesman for Ramzan 
Kadyrov has also stated that ‘‘If such people 
existed in Chechnya, law enforcement would 
not have to worry about them, as their own 
relatives would have sent them to where 
they could never return,’’ and credible re-
ports indicate that Chechen authorities have 
encouraged families to carry out so-called 
‘‘honor killings’’ of relatives due to their ac-
tual or suspected sexual orientation; 

Whereas Chechnya is a constituent repub-
lic of the Russian Federation and subject to 
its laws, and Ramzan Kadyrov was installed 
as the leader of Chechnya by Russian Presi-
dent Vladimir Putin; 

Whereas Chechen authorities have a long 
history of violating the fundamental human 
rights of their citizens, including through 
extrajudicial executions, forced disappear-
ances, and torture of government critics; 

Whereas Kremlin spokesman Dmitry 
Peskov dismissed reports of persecution in 
Chechnya and termed them ‘‘phantom com-
plaints’’; 

Whereas Russia’s Human Rights Ombuds-
man, Tatyana Moskalkova, has also claimed 
that such reports should not be believed be-
cause formal complaints have not been reg-
istered with the appropriate authorities; 

Whereas the Russian Federation is a par-
ticipating State of the Organization for Se-
curity and Cooperation in Europe and a sig-
natory to the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights, and thus has agreed to guar-
antee the fundamental human rights of all of 
its citizens; 

Whereas, on April 7, 2017, the United States 
Department of State issued a statement say-
ing ‘‘We categorically condemn the persecu-
tion of individuals based on their sexual ori-
entation’’ and urging the Government of the 
Russian Federation to take steps to ensure 
the release of all those wrongfully detained 
in Chechnya, and to conduct a credible inves-
tigation of the reports; and 

Whereas, on April 17, 2017, United States 
Ambassador to the United Nations Nikki 
Haley issued a statement saying ‘‘Chechen 
authorities must immediately investigate 
these allegations, hold anyone involved ac-
countable, and take steps to prevent future 
abuses. We are against all forms of discrimi-
nation, including against people based on 
sexual orientation. When left unchecked, dis-
crimination and human rights abuses can 
lead to destabilization and conflict.’’: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) condemns the violence and persecution 

in Chechnya and calls on Chechen officials to 
immediately cease the abduction, detention, 
and torture of individuals on the basis of 
their actual or suspected sexual orientation, 
and hold accountable all those involved in 
perpetrating such abuses; 

(2) calls on the Government of the Russian 
Federation to protect the human rights of 
all its citizens, condemn the violence and 
persecution, investigate these crimes in 
Chechnya, and hold accountable all those in-
volved in perpetrating such abuses; 

(3) calls on the United States Government 
to continue to condemn the violence and per-
secution in Chechnya, demand the release of 
individuals wrongfully detained, and identify 
those individuals whose involvement in this 
violence qualifies for the imposition of sanc-
tions under the Sergei Magnitsky Rule of 
Law Accountability Act of 2012 (Public Law 
112–208; 22 U.S.C. 5811 note) or the Global 
Magnitsky Human Rights Accountability 
Act (Public Law 114–328); and 

(4) affirms that the rights to freedom of as-
sembly, association, and expression and free-
dom from extrajudicial detention and vio-
lence are universal human rights that apply 
to all persons, and that countries that fail to 
respect these rights jeopardize the security 
and prosperity of all their citizens. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 212—RECOG-
NIZING JUNE 2017 AS ‘‘LGBTQ 
PRIDE MONTH’’ 

Mr. BROWN (for himself, Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. FRANKEN, 
Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. BOOKER, Ms. CANT-
WELL, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. CARPER, Mr. 
COONS, Ms. CORTEZ MASTO, Mr. DURBIN, 
Ms. HARRIS, Mr. HEINRICH, Ms. HASSAN, 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Mr. MERKLEY, Mrs. MUR-
RAY, Mr. PETERS, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. 
UDALL, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. WYDEN, 
Ms. WARREN, Mr. CASEY, Mr. KAINE, 
Mr. SANDERS, Mr. REED, Mr. MURPHY, 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN, and Ms. STABENOW) 
submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 212 

Whereas individuals who are lesbian, gay, 
bisexual, transgender, and queer (referred to 
in this preamble as ‘‘LGBTQ’’) include indi-
viduals from all States and the District of 
Columbia and all faiths, races, national ori-
gins, socioeconomic statuses, education lev-
els, and political beliefs; 

Whereas LGBTQ people in the United 
States have made, and continue to make, 
vital contributions to the United States and 
to the world in every aspect, including in the 
fields of education, law, health, business, 
science, research, economic development, ar-
chitecture, fashion, sports, government, 
music, film, technology, literature, civil 
rights, and politics; 

Whereas LGBTQ people in the United 
States serve as law enforcement officers, 
firefighters, and first responders in all States 
and the District of Columbia; 

Whereas LGBTQ people in the United 
States serve, and have served, the United 
States Army, Coast Guard, Navy, Air Force, 
and Marines, honorably and with distinction 
and bravery; 

Whereas an estimated number of more 
than 100,000 brave men and women were dis-
charged from the Armed Forces of the 
United States between the beginning of 
World War II and 2011 because of their sexual 
orientation, including the discharge of more 
than 13,000 men and women under the ‘‘Don’t 
Ask, Don’t Tell’’ policy in place between 1994 
and 2011; 

Whereas LGBTQ people in the United 
States serve, and have served, in positions in 
the Federal Government and State and local 
governments, including as members of Con-
gress, Governors, mayors, and city council 
members; 

Whereas, throughout much of the history 
of the United States, same-sex relationships 
were criminalized in many States and many 
LGBTQ people in the United States were 
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forced to hide their LGBTQ identities while 
living in secrecy and fear; 

Whereas, on June 26, 2015, the Supreme 
Court of the United States ruled in 
Obergefell v. Hodges, 135 S. Ct. 2584, that 
same-sex couples have a constitutional right 
to marry and acknowledged that ‘‘many 
same-sex couples provide loving and nur-
turing homes to their children,’’ and that 
laws prohibiting same-sex-marriage ‘‘harm 
and humiliate the children of same-sex cou-
ples’’; 

Whereas Acquired Immunodeficiency Syn-
drome (referred to in this preamble as 
‘‘AIDS’’) has disproportionately impacted 
LGBTQ people in the United States partly 
caused by a lack of funding and research de-
voted to finding effective treatment for 
AIDS and the Human Immunodeficiency 
Virus (referred to in this preamble as ‘‘HIV’’) 
during the early stages of the HIV and AIDS 
epidemic; 

Whereas gay and bisexual men and 
transgender women of color have a higher 
risk of contracting HIV; 

Whereas the LGBTQ community has main-
tained its unwavering commitment to ending 
the HIV and AIDS epidemic; 

Whereas LGBTQ people in the United 
States face disparities in employment, 
healthcare, education, and many other areas 
central to the pursuit of happiness in the 
United States; 

Whereas 31 States have no explicit ban on 
discrimination based on sexual orientation 
and gender identity in the workplace, hous-
ing, or public accommodations, and 36 States 
have no explicit ban on discrimination 
against LGBTQ individuals in education; 

Whereas LGBTQ youth are at increased 
risk of suicide, homelessness, and becoming 
victims of bullying and violence; 

Whereas the LGBTQ community has faced 
discrimination, inequality, and violence 
throughout the history of the United States; 

Whereas LGBTQ people in the United 
States, in particular transgender individuals, 
face a disproportionately high risk of becom-
ing victims of violent hate crimes; 

Whereas members of the LGBTQ commu-
nity have been targeted in acts of mass vio-
lence, including— 

(1) the Pulse nightclub shooting in Or-
lando, Florida on June 12, 2016, where 49 peo-
ple were killed; and 

(2) the arson attack at the UpStairs 
Lounge in New Orleans, Louisiana on June 
24, 1973, where 32 people died; 

Whereas LGBTQ people in the United 
States face persecution and violence in many 
parts of the world, including State-sponsored 
violence; 

Whereas, in 2017 alone, hundreds of LGBTQ 
people around the world have been arrested 
in countries and territories such as 
Chechnya, Indonesia, and Bangladesh; 

Whereas the LGBTQ community has gath-
ered in some of the most dangerous places in 
the world to hold Pride festivals and 
marches, despite threats of violence or ar-
rest; 

Whereas, in 2009, President Barack Obama 
signed ‘‘Matthew Shepard and James Byrd, 
Jr. Hate Crimes Prevention Act’’ (Public 
Law 111–84; 123 Stat. 2835) into law to protect 
all people in the United States from crimes 
motivated by the actual or perceived sexual 
orientation or gender identity of an indi-
vidual; 

Whereas the demonstrators that protested 
on June 28, 1969 following a law enforcement 
raid of the Stonewall Inn, an LGBTQ club in 
New York City, are pioneers of the LGBTQ 
movement for equality; 

Whereas LGBTQ people in the United 
States have fought for equal treatment, dig-
nity, and respect; 

Whereas LGBTQ people in the United 
States have achieved significant milestones, 
ensuring that future generations of LGBTQ 
people in the United States will enjoy a more 
equal and just society; 

Whereas, despite being marginalized 
throughout the history of the United States, 
LGBTQ people in the United States continue 
to celebrate their identities, love, and con-
tributions to the United States in various 
expressions of Pride; and 

Whereas the inclusion of LGBTQ people in 
the United States continues to expand every 
day and LGBTQ people in the United States 
remain determined to pursue equality, re-
spect, and inclusion for all individuals re-
gardless of sexual orientation or gender iden-
tity: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) supports the rights, freedoms, and equal 

treatment of lesbian, gay, bisexual, 
transgender, and queer (referred to in this 
resolving clause as ‘‘LGBTQ’’) people in the 
United States and around the world; 

(2) acknowledges that LGBTQ rights are 
human rights that are to be protected by the 
United States Constitution and numerous 
international treaties and conventions; 

(3) commits to ensuring the equal treat-
ment of all people in the United States, re-
gardless of sexual orientation and gender 
identity; 

(4) commits to ensuring that the United 
States remains a beacon of hope for the 
equal treatment of people around the world, 
including LGBTQ individuals; and 

(5) encourages the celebration of June as 
‘‘LGBTQ Pride Month’’ in order to provide a 
lasting opportunity for all people in the 
United States to learn about the discrimina-
tion and inequality that the LGBTQ commu-
nity endured, and continues to endure, and 
to celebrate the contributions of the LGBTQ 
community throughout the history of the 
United States. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 213—HON-
ORING THE MEMORY OF DALLAS 
POLICE DEPARTMENT SENIOR 
CORPORAL LORNE AHRENS, SER-
GEANT MICHAEL SMITH, OFFI-
CER MICHAEL KROL, OFFICER 
PATRICK ZAMARRIPA, AND DAL-
LAS AREA RAPID TRANSIT PO-
LICE OFFICER BRENT THOMP-
SON, WHO WERE KILLED DURING 
THE ATTACK IN DALLAS, TEXAS, 
THAT OCCURRED 1 YEAR AGO, 
ON JULY 7, 2016 
Mr. CORNYN (for himself and Mr. 

CRUZ) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 213 

Whereas the horrific act of violence and 
hatred that occurred in Dallas, Texas, on 
July 7, 2016, was the deadliest attack on 
United States law enforcement officers since 
the terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001; 

Whereas the attack occurred during a law-
ful, peaceful, nonviolent demonstration and 
took place with the intention of targeting 
police officers; 

Whereas law enforcement personnel and 
first responders performed their duties and 
responsibilities admirably during the attack 
and risked being killed for the safety of the 
people of Dallas; 

Whereas President Barack Obama, Presi-
dent George W. Bush, and other officials 
joined together for a memorial service fol-
lowing the attack; 

Whereas the Dallas Police Chief helped a 
wounded community heal in the aftermath 

of the attack and called on members of the 
community to join law enforcement and be-
come part of the solution; 

Whereas the Dallas Area Rapid Transit (re-
ferred to in this preamble as ‘‘DART’’) Police 
Chief demonstrated strong leadership and 
compassion in responding to the first fallen 
officer from DART in the line of duty; 

Whereas Friday, July 7, 2017, marks 1 year 
since the attack; 

Whereas the community of Dallas and 
communities across Texas and the United 
States continue to support the victims of 
this attack and the families, friends, and 
loved ones of those victims; and 

Whereas the community of Dallas and 
communities across Texas and the United 
States continue to support the brave men 
and women of local law enforcement for the 
dedicated service that local law enforcement 
provides to the community: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) commemorates the victims killed in the 

heinous attack in Dallas, Texas, on July 7, 
2016, and offers heartfelt condolences and 
deepest sympathies to the families, loved 
ones, and friends of the victims; 

(2) honors the survivors of the attack and 
pledges continued support for the recovery of 
the survivors; 

(3) expresses the belief of the Senate that 
an attack on a law enforcement officer is an 
affront to the rule of law, the promise of jus-
tice, domestic tranquility, common defense, 
general welfare, and the blessings of liberty 
secured by the Constitution of the United 
States; 

(4) applauds the bravery and dedication ex-
hibited by the hundreds of Federal, State, 
and local law enforcement officials, emer-
gency medical responders, and others who of-
fered support and assistance during and after 
the attack; and 

(5) stands together united against violence 
and hatred, and in support of the brave and 
honorable police officers across the United 
States who work every day to keep the 
United States safe. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 214—DESIG-
NATING JUNE 19, 2017, AS 
‘‘JUNETEENTH INDEPENDENCE 
DAY’’ IN RECOGNITION OF JUNE 
19, 1865, THE DATE ON WHICH 
SLAVERY LEGALLY CAME TO AN 
END IN THE UNITED STATES 

Mr. WICKER (for himself, Mrs. GILLI-
BRAND, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. BENNET, Mr. 
BOOKER, Mr. BURR, Ms. CANTWELL, Mr. 
CARDIN, Mr. CASEY, Mr. COCHRAN, Ms. 
COLLINS, Mr. COONS, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. 
CRUZ, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. DURBIN, 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. FRANKEN, Ms. HAR-
RIS, Mr. KAINE, Mr. KING, Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. LEE, Mr. 
MARKEY, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. MORAN, Ms. 
MURKOWSKI, Mr. MURPHY, Mrs. MUR-
RAY, Mr. NELSON, Mr. PAUL, Mr. 
PERDUE, Mr. PETERS, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. 
SCOTT, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. TILLIS, Mr. 
VAN HOLLEN, Mr. WARNER, Ms. WAR-
REN, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. WYDEN, and 
Mr. YOUNG) submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 214 

Whereas news of the end of slavery did not 
reach the frontier areas of the United States, 
in particular the State of Texas and the 
other Southwestern States, until months 
after the conclusion of the Civil War, more 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S3865 June 29, 2017 
than 21⁄2 years after President Abraham Lin-
coln issued the Emancipation Proclamation 
on January 1, 1863; 

Whereas, on June 19, 1865, Union soldiers, 
led by Major General Gordon Granger, ar-
rived in Galveston, Texas, with news that 
the Civil War had ended and that the 
enslaved were free; 

Whereas African-Americans who had been 
slaves in the Southwest celebrated June 19, 
commonly known as ‘‘Juneteenth Independ-
ence Day’’, as inspiration and encourage-
ment for future generations; 

Whereas African-Americans from the 
Southwest have continued the tradition of 
observing Juneteenth Independence Day for 
over 150 years; 

Whereas 45 States and the District of Co-
lumbia have designated Juneteenth Inde-
pendence Day as a special day of observance 
in recognition of the emancipation of all 
slaves in the United States; 

Whereas Juneteenth Independence Day 
celebrations have been held to honor Afri-
can-American freedom while encouraging 
self-development and respect for all cultures; 

Whereas the faith and strength of char-
acter demonstrated by former slaves and the 
descendants of former slaves remain an ex-
ample for all people of the United States, re-
gardless of background, religion, or race; 

Whereas slavery was not officially abol-
ished until the ratification of the 13th 
Amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States in December 1865; and 

Whereas, over the course of its history, the 
United States has grown into a symbol of de-
mocracy and freedom around the world: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates June 19, 2017, as ‘‘Juneteenth 

Independence Day’’; 
(2) recognizes the historical significance of 

Juneteenth Independence Day to the United 
States; 

(3) supports the continued nationwide cele-
bration of Juneteenth Independence Day to 
provide an opportunity for the people of the 
United States to learn more about the past 
and to better understand the experiences 
that have shaped the United States; and 

(4) recognizes that the observance of the 
end of slavery is part of the history and her-
itage of the United States. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 215—DESIG-
NATING JULY 14, 2017, AS COL-
LECTOR CAR APPRECIATION DAY 
AND RECOGNIZING THAT THE 
COLLECTION AND RESTORATION 
OF HISTORIC AND CLASSIC CARS 
IS AN IMPORTANT PART OF PRE-
SERVING THE TECHNOLOGICAL 
ACHIEVEMENTS AND CULTURAL 
HERITAGE OF THE UNITED 
STATES 

Mr. BURR (for himself and Mr. 
TESTER) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary: 

S. RES. 215 

Whereas many people in the United States 
maintain classic automobiles as a pastime 
and do so with great passion and as a means 
of individual expression; 

Whereas the Senate recognizes the effect 
that the more than 100-year history of the 
automobile has had on the economic 
progress of the United States and supports 
wholeheartedly all activities involved in the 
restoration and exhibition of classic auto-
mobiles; 

Whereas the collection, restoration, and 
preservation of automobiles is an activity 

shared across generations and across all seg-
ments of society; 

Whereas thousands of local car clubs and 
related businesses have been instrumental in 
preserving a historic part of the heritage of 
the United States by encouraging the res-
toration and exhibition of such vintage 
works of art; 

Whereas automotive restoration provides 
well-paying, high-skilled jobs for people in 
all 50 States; and 

Whereas automobiles have provided the in-
spiration for music, photography, cinema, 
fashion, and other artistic pursuits that have 
become part of the popular culture of the 
United States: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates July 14, 2017, as ‘‘Collector 

Car Appreciation Day’’; 
(2) recognizes that the collection and res-

toration of historic and classic cars is an im-
portant part of preserving the technological 
achievements and cultural heritage of the 
United States; and 

(3) encourages the people of the United 
States to engage in events and commemora-
tions of Collector Car Appreciation Day that 
create opportunities for collector car owners 
to educate young people about the impor-
tance of preserving the cultural heritage of 
the United States, including through the col-
lection and restoration of collector cars. 

f 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 20—EXPRESSING THE 
SENSE OF CONGRESS THAT THE 
OVERTIME RULE PUBLISHED IN 
THE FEDERAL REGISTER BY 
THE SECRETARY OF LABOR ON 
MAY 23, 2016, WOULD PROVIDE 
MILLIONS OF WORKERS WITH 
GREATER ECONOMIC SECURITY 
AND WAS A LEGALLY VALID EX-
ERCISE OF THE AUTHORITY OF 
THE SECRETARY UNDER THE 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT 
OF 1938 

Mr. BROWN (for himself, Mrs. MUR-
RAY, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. CASEY, Mr. SAND-
ERS, Mr. FRANKEN, Ms. WARREN, Mr. 
MARKEY, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Ms. CANTWELL, Mrs. SHA-
HEEN, Ms. BALDWIN, Ms. HASSAN, Mr. 
MERKLEY, Mr. WYDEN, and Mr. MENEN-
DEZ) submitted the following concur-
rent resolution; which was referred to 
the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions: 

S. CON. RES. 20 

Whereas the Fair Labor Standards Act of 
1938 (29 U.S.C. 201 et seq.) established over-
time compensation requirements for certain 
employees when they work more than 40 
hours in a given workweek; 

Whereas under section 13(a)(1) of the Fair 
Labor Standards Act of 1938 (29 U.S.C. 
213(a)(1)), Congress delegated to the Sec-
retary of Labor the authority to define and 
delimit the terms relating to the exemption 
for bona fide executive, administrative, and 
professional employees (commonly known as 
the ‘‘white collar exemption’’); 

Whereas for more than 75 years, the Sec-
retary of Labor has exercised its delegated 
authority to issue regulations that define 
and delimit the terms relating to the white 
collar exemption by applying a duties test 
and applying a minimum compensation level 
or salary threshold; 

Whereas the Secretary of Labor began uti-
lizing a salary threshold in the initial regu-
lations defining and delimiting the terms re-

lating to the white collar exemption, which 
were first issued in 1938; 

Whereas Congress has long approved the 
use of a salary threshold by the Secretary of 
Labor, as demonstrated by the fact that Con-
gress has amended the Fair Labor Standards 
Act of 1938 at least 10 times since 1938 and 
has not precluded the Secretary from using a 
salary threshold; 

Whereas the salary threshold became woe-
fully out of date and ineffective as a result of 
not being sufficiently updated to keep pace 
with a changing economy, as evidenced by 
the fact that more than half of all full-time 
salaried workers were covered by the salary 
threshold in 1975 and only 8 percent of these 
workers were covered by the salary thresh-
old in 2015; 

Whereas the salary threshold of $455 per 
week, or $23,660 per year, that was in effect 
on May 22, 2016, was below the poverty line 
for a family of 4; 

Whereas the Secretary of Labor updated 
the salary threshold on May 23, 2016, through 
a final rule entitled ‘‘Defining and Delim-
iting the Exemptions for Executive, Admin-
istrative, Professional, Outside Sales and 
Computer Employees’’ (81 Fed. Reg. 32391) by 
increasing the salary threshold to the 40th 
percentile of earnings of full-time salaried 
employees in the lowest-wage Census Region, 
resulting in a salary threshold of $913 per 
week or $47,476 per year; 

Whereas the final rule would benefit more 
than 13,000,000 employees by providing over-
time compensation protections to 4,200,000 
new employees and strengthening overtime 
compensation protections for 8,900,000 addi-
tional employees; 

Whereas the Secretary of Labor went 
through a thorough process in crafting the 
final rule, seeking public input and con-
ducting extensive economic analysis, includ-
ing— 

(1) spending more than a year meeting 
with more than 200 interested parties to ob-
tain input before issuing the proposed rule in 
2015; 

(2) considering more than 270,000 comments 
received during the 60-day public comment 
period on the proposed rule; and 

(3) making significant changes in response 
to public input before issuing the final rule; 

Whereas the public comments submitted to 
the Secretary of Labor regarding the pro-
posed rule were overwhelmingly positive and 
supportive of the rule; 

Whereas the increase in the salary thresh-
old, included in the final rule, to the 40th 
percentile of earnings of full-time salaried 
employees in the lowest-wage Census Region, 
resulting in a threshold of $913 per week or 
$47,476 per year, was a strong yet measured 
increase by almost any measure, including 
as compared to— 

(1) the higher salary threshold of $970 per 
week or $50,440 per year, initially put for-
ward by the Secretary of Labor in the pro-
posed rule; 

(2) the salary threshold of $984 per week or 
$51,168 per year, which would be necessary to 
fully account for the erosion to the value of 
the salary threshold since 1975 due to infla-
tion; 

(3) the salary threshold of $1,122 per week 
or $58,344 per year, which would be necessary 
to cover the same share of all salaried work-
ers as were covered in 1975 after accounting 
for changes in the economy; and 

(4) the salary threshold of $1,327 per week 
or $69,004 per year, which would be necessary 
to cover the same percentage of all salaried 
workers as were covered in 1975; 

Whereas the United States District Court 
for the Eastern District of Texas erroneously 
called the authority of the Secretary of 
Labor under the Fair Labor Standards Act of 
1938 into question when it issued a prelimi-
nary injunction enjoining the Department of 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES3866 June 29, 2017 
Labor from enforcing the final overtime 
rule; and 

Whereas millions of workers eagerly await 
a fair day’s pay for a hard day’s work: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That it is the sense 
of Congress that the final rule issued on May 
23, 2016, by the Secretary of Labor entitled 
‘‘Defining and Delimiting the Exemptions 
for Executive, Administrative, Professional, 
Outside Sales and Computer Employees’’ (81 
Fed. Reg. 32391)— 

(1) would provide more than 13,000,000 
workers with greater economic security; 

(2) was created through the legally valid 
exercise of the congressionally-delegated au-
thority of the Secretary of Labor under the 
Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938; and 

(3) should be defended and enforced with 
due haste. 

f 

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 21—URGING THE GOVERN-
MENT OF THE PEOPLE’S REPUB-
LIC OF CHINA TO UNCONDITION-
ALLY RELEASE LIU XIAOBO, TO-
GETHER WITH HIS WIFE LIU XIA, 
TO ALLOW THEM TO FREELY 
MEET WITH FRIENDS, FAMILY, 
AND COUNSEL AND SEEK MED-
ICAL TREATMENT WHEREVER 
THEY DESIRE 
Mr. RUBIO (for himself, Mr. 

MERKLEY, and Mr. CRUZ) submitted the 
following concurrent resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on For-
eign Relations: 

S. CON. RES. 21 
Whereas Liu Xiaobo has inspired untold 

numbers of people in the People’s Republic 
of China and globally for his courageous 
stands for democracy, the protection of 
human rights, and peaceful change in China; 

Whereas, on December 9, 2008, a diverse 
group of more than 300 Chinese scholars, 
writers, lawyers, and activists issued Charter 
08, a manifesto calling on the Chinese Com-
munist Party to abandon authoritarian rule 
in favor of democracy, the guarantee of 
human rights, and the rule of law; 

Whereas Liu Xiaobo was one of the original 
drafters of Charter 08 and was taken into 
custody one day before the manifesto was re-
leased; 

Whereas, in December 2009, a Beijing court 
sentenced Liu Xiaobo to 11 years in prison 
for ‘‘inciting subversion of state power,’’ in 
part for his role in Charter 08; 

Whereas, in recognition of Liu Xiaobo’s 
long and non-violent struggle for funda-
mental human rights in the People’s Repub-
lic of China, he was awarded the Nobel Peace 
Prize in October 2010; 

Whereas Liu Xiaobo’s wife, Liu Xia, has 
been held in extralegal home confinement 
since October 2010, 2 weeks after her hus-
band’s Nobel Peace Prize award was an-
nounced, and has reportedly suffered severe 
health problems over the years which re-
quired hospitalization; 

Whereas, in May 2011, the United Nations 
Working Group on Arbitrary Detention 
issued opinions declaring that the Chinese 
Government’s imprisonment of Liu Xiaobo 
and the detention of Liu Xia both con-
travened the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights; 

Whereas Liu Xiaobo was diagnosed with 
terminal liver cancer in May 2017 and grant-
ed permission to access medical treatment 
outside of prison, and is currently hospital-
ized in China; 

Whereas, according to news and family re-
ports, Liu Xiaobo’s cancer has metastasized 

and the Government of the People’s Republic 
of China has refused requests by his family 
to transfer him to Beijing for medical treat-
ment; and 

Whereas Liu Xiaobo currently cannot free-
ly meet with friends and family or seek med-
ical care outside of China: Now, therefore, be 
it 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That Congress— 

(1) recognizes Liu Xiaobo for his decades of 
peaceful struggle for basic human rights and 
democracy in the People’s Republic of China; 

(2) urges the Government of the People’s 
Republic of China to unconditionally release 
Liu Xiaobo, together with his wife Liu Xia, 
to allow them to freely meet with friends, 
family, and counsel and seek medical treat-
ment wherever they desire; and 

(3) urges the President to seek humani-
tarian transfer from the People’s Republic of 
China for Liu Xiaobo, together with his wife 
Liu Xia, so that he can seek medical treat-
ment in the United States or elsewhere over-
seas. 

f 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO OBJECT TO 
PROCEEDING 

I, Senator TAMMY DUCKWORTH, intend 
to object to proceeding to the nomina-
tion of Steven Gill Bradbury, of Vir-
ginia, to be General Counsel for the De-
partment of Transportation, dated 
June 29, 2017. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY, 
JULY 3, 2017, AT 6 P.M. 

Mr. CORKER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
stand adjourned under the previous 
order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 5:45 p.m., adjourned until Monday, 
July 3, 2017, at 6 p.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

MATTHEW P. DONOVAN, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE UNDER 
SECRETARY OF THE AIR FORCE, VICE LISA S. DISBROW, 
RESIGNED. 

ELLEN M. LORD, OF RHODE ISLAND, TO BE UNDER SEC-
RETARY OF DEFENSE FOR ACQUISITION, TECHNOLOGY, 
AND LOGISTICS, VICE FRANK KENDALL III. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

CHRISTOPHER CAMPBELL, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE AN 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, VICE CYRUS 
AMIR–MOKRI, RESIGNED. 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

PETER B. DAVIDSON, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE GENERAL 
COUNSEL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE, VICE 
KELLY R. WELSH, RESIGNED. 

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY BOARD 

ROBERT L. SUMWALT III, OF SOUTH CAROLINA, TO BE 
CHAIRMAN OF THE NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFE-
TY BOARD FOR A TERM OF TWO YEARS, VICE CHRIS-
TOPHER A. HART. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

BRENDA BURMAN, OF ARIZONA, TO BE COMMISSIONER 
OF RECLAMATION, VICE ESTEVAN R. LOPEZ. 

DOUGLAS W. DOMENECH, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE AN AS-
SISTANT SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, VICE ESTHER 
PUAKELA KIA’AINA. 

UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 

JASON KEARNS, OF COLORADO, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMIS-
SION FOR THE TERM EXPIRING DECEMBER 16, 2024, VICE 
DEAN A. PINKERT, RESIGNED. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

LUIS E. ARREAGA, OF VIRGINIA, A CAREER MEMBER OF 
THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MINISTER– 

COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND 
PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
TO THE REPUBLIC OF GUATEMALA. 

KRISHNA R. URS, OF CONNECTICUT, A CAREER MEMBER 
OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF MINISTER– 
COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND 
PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
TO THE REPUBLIC OF PERU. 

PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 

JEROME M. ADAMS, OF INDIANA, TO BE MEDICAL DI-
RECTOR IN THE REGULAR CORPS OF THE PUBLIC 
HEALTH SERVICE, SUBJECT TO QUALIFICATIONS THERE-
FOR AS PROVIDED BY LAW AND REGULATIONS, AND TO 
BE SURGEON GENERAL OF THE PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 
FOR A TERM OF FOUR YEARS, VICE VIVEK HALLEGERE 
MURTHY. 

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION 

JANET DHILLON, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE A MEMBER 
OF THE EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMIS-
SION FOR A TERM EXPIRING JULY 1, 2022, VICE JENNY R. 
YANG, TERM EXPIRING. 

NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 

WILLIAM J. EMANUEL, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE A MEM-
BER OF THE NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD FOR 
THE TERM OF FIVE YEARS EXPIRING AUGUST 27, 2021, 
VICE KENT YOSHIHO HIROZAWA, TERM EXPIRED. 

NATIONAL MEDIATION BOARD 

GERALD W. FAUTH, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE NATIONAL MEDIATION BOARD FOR A TERM EXPIR-
ING JULY 1, 2020, VICE HARRY R. HOGLANDER, TERM EX-
PIRED. 

THE JUDICIARY 

JOSHUA A. DEAHL, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, TO 
BE AN ASSOCIATE JUDGE OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUM-
BIA COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE TERM OF FIFTEEN 
YEARS, VICE ERIC T. WASHINGTON, RETIRED. 

OFFICE OF THE DIRECTOR OF NATIONAL 
INTELLIGENCE 

SUSAN M. GORDON, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE PRINCIPAL 
DEPUTY DIRECTOR OF NATIONAL INTELLIGENCE, VICE 
STEPHANIE O’SULLIVAN. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

ERIC S. DREIBAND, OF MARYLAND, TO BE AN ASSIST-
ANT ATTORNEY GENERAL, VICE THOMAS E. PEREZ, RE-
SIGNED. 

FOREIGN SERVICE 

THE FOLLOWING–NAMED MEMBERS OF THE FOREIGN 
SERVICE OF THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE TO BE A FOR-
EIGN SERVICE OFFICER, A CONSULAR OFFICER, AND A 
SECRETARY IN THE DIPLOMATIC SERVICE OF THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 

ANDREW K. ABORDONADO, OF CALIFORNIA 
KAREN A. ANTONYAN, OF NEVADA 
TOBEI B. ARAI, OF GEORGIA 
CLAIRE T. BEA, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
KAREN D. BETTENCOURT, OF CALIFORNIA 
BENJAMIN B. CHAPMAN, OF MARYLAND 
HEATHER M. CHASE, OF NEW HAMPSHIRE 
JOHN T. CHENG, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
BERNARDO A. DIAZ, OF NEW MEXICO 
CAROLINA ESCALERA, OF FLORIDA 
REBECCA E. FARMER, OF WASHINGTON 
BENJAMIN M. FEHRMAN, OF NORTH CAROLINA 
PAUL R. FLEMING, OF FLORIDA 
ERIC W. GROFF, OF WASHINGTON 
COLIN B. GUARD, OF WASHINGTON 
JULIAN A. HADAS, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
THEODORE L. HO, OF CALIFORNIA 
STEPHEN E. HUNEKE, OF FLORIDA 
ARIEL R. JAHNER, OF CALIFORNIA 
CHRISTOPHER D. JOHNSON, OF NEW YORK 
JOSHUA R. JOHNSON, OF CALIFORNIA 
BRIANA N. JONES, OF NEW YORK 
JEFF JUNG, OF CALIFORNIA 
JOHN–MARSHALL KLEIN, OF VIRGINIA 
PATRICK E. KOUCHERAVY, OF VIRGINIA 
VICKY KU, OF NEW YORK 
ADAM M. LEVY, OF MASSACHUSETTS 
ANGELO M. MAESTAS, OF WASHINGTON 
MARK R. MALONEY, OF VIRGINIA 
SHIVA A. MARVASTI, OF CONNECTICUT 
AMY R. MONSARRAT, OF VIRGINIA 
THERESA L. MUSACCHIO, OF ILLINOIS 
DEBRA N. NEGRON, OF VIRGINIA 
STEPHANIE K. PARENTI, OF FLORIDA 
RACHAEL N. PARRISH, OF FLORIDA 
SAPNA K. PATEL, OF TEXAS 
SANDRA V. PIZARRO, OF IDAHO 
AARON H. PRATT, OF MINNESOTA 
ALEKSANDRA RISTOVIC, OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
LAUREN B. ROBERTS, OF VIRGINIA 
ERIN E. ROBINSON, OF COLORADO 
ALEKSEY SANCHEZ, OF FLORIDA 
TABITHA J. SNOWBARGER, OF TENNESSEE 
RAEJEAN K. STOKES, OF CONNECTICUT 
KARLA R. THOMAS, OF WASHINGTON 
EMILY J. TIETZE, OF TEXAS 
PHILLIP C. TISSUE, JR., OF PENNSYLVANIA 
DANIEL G. TOWNE, OF CALIFORNIA 
LAURA J. TRAVIS, OF VIRGINIA 
SARAH M. VAN HORNE, OF CALIFORNIA 
JOHN VOLKOFF, OF MARYLAND 
LILA F. WADE, OF OREGON 
PETER B. WINTER, OF NEW MEXICO 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S3867 June 29, 2017 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 

BRENDAN CARR, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION FOR THE 
REMAINDER OF THE TERM EXPIRING JUNE 30, 2018, VICE 
THOMAS EDGAR WHEELER. 

BRENDAN CARR, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE A MEMBER OF 
THE FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION FOR A 
TERM OF FIVE YEARS FROM JULY 1, 2018. (REAPPOINT-
MENT) 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

KAY BAILEY HUTCHISON, OF TEXAS, TO BE UNITED 
STATES PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE ON THE COUN-
CIL OF THE NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY ORGANIZATION, 
WITH THE RANK AND STATUS OF AMBASSADOR EX-
TRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
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