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As is the case every year for the past dec-

ade, this bill contains many provisions I do 
support, including two I wrote. 

The first is meant to increase suicide pre-
vention and outreach services for key seg-
ments of our Guard and Reserve, specifically 
members of the Individual Ready Reserve and 
Individual Mobilization Augmentees. These are 
specific pools of reservists who, when not as-
signed to active duty units, live and work 
among us in our communities in their civilian 
occupations. Accordingly, they do not have 
ready access to the kinds of mental health re-
sources available to their active duty counter-
parts. My amendment would allow the Adju-
tant General of any state to request from the 
Pentagon address data for IRR/IMA members 
in his or her state for the purpose of con-
ducting suicide prevention and outreach activi-
ties. I am pleased the committee has included 
this provision, as it gives us one more tool to 
prevent suicides among our veterans. 

The second amendment directs the Sec-
retary of Defense to conduct a top-to-bottom 
review of programs in the Department de-
signed to recruit and retain the scientists, 
technology experts, mathematicians, and engi-
neers our national security community will 
need to meet current and future threats. This 
amendment is a direct outgrowth of my work 
on the National Commission on Research and 
Development in the U.S. Intelligence Commu-
nity, which published its final report this sum-
mer. It is imperative that American find, train, 
and retain world-class talent in these fields. 
The security of our nation quite literally de-
pends on it. 

Unfortunately, this bill—as it has for years 
now—continues funding for the war in Afghan-
istan. It also freezes in place current force lev-
els, continues the acquisition of the flawed 
and hugely overpriced F–35 fighter, and pro-
vides authorization for continued work for plu-
tonium pit production for nuclear weapons. On 
balance, this bill continues a large number of 
unnecessary and wasteful Cold War era 
weapons programs, and maintains our dis-
credited ‘‘war on terror’’ posture. Finally, the 
bill does nothing to address the surveillance 
excesses committed by the National Security 
Agency, which is a combat support agency of 
DoD. For all of these reasons, I cannot sup-
port this bill and call on my colleagues to join 
me in opposing it. 

Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, I want to thank 
Chairman MCKEON, Ranking Member SMITH, 
Chairman LEVIN, and Ranking Member INHOFE 
for including my amendment with Representa-
tive COFFMAN to expand whistleblower protec-
tions for survivors of military sexual assault in 
this year’s National Defense Authorization Act. 
As Congress looks to change the culture and 
to prevent sexual assaults and other waste, 
fraud, and abuse in the military, all service 
members need to know that they have protec-
tions for providing information to stem abuses. 
The right to a guaranteed due process day in 
administrative court is the foundation for 
meaningful reform. 

Subsection f(3)(B) in these expanded pro-
tections provides that if the Secretary does not 
make a finding of illegal retaliation and order 
corrective action, the case shall be forwarded 
to the appropriate Board of Corrections for 
Military Records to receive a mandatory ad-

ministrative due process hearing, ‘‘when ap-
propriate.’’ There should not be any confusion 
about this provision. It is always appropriate to 
forward the case for hearing if jurisdiction ex-
ists for whistleblower retaliation alleged in the 
service member’s complaint. It is only inappro-
priate if another provision of law provides the 
relevant rights, procedures and remedies to 
resolve the complaint, such as when the al-
leged misconduct is sexual harassment per se 
as opposed to whistleblower retaliation for dis-
closing sexual harassment. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in support of final passage of the FY2014 Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act. I commend 
Chairman MCKEON, Chairman LEVIN, Ranking 
Member SMITH, and Ranking Member INHOFE 
for crafting a bipartisan bill that both strength-
ens the security of our nation and provides for 
vital programs that benefit our men and 
women in uniform and their civilian colleagues. 

While not perfect, today’s compromise legis-
lation makes many key improvements over the 
Defense Authorization bill that the House 
voted on earlier this year. I am particularly en-
couraged that the final agreement we voted on 
today includes $80.7 billion in funding for over-
seas contingency operations (OCO), which is 
in line with the Pentagon’s request. This is an 
important change from the $85.8 billion that 
was included in the House-passed authoriza-
tion in June. Today’s bill provides sufficient 
funds to fully meet the President’s FY 2014 re-
quest for the war in Afghanistan while ensur-
ing that the overseas contingency operations 
account will not become a slush fund for 
unrequested defense spending. 

The final agreement also eases restrictions 
on the ability of DoD to transfer Guantanamo 
detainees and takes an important step in ad-
dressing our indefinite detention policy there. 
In particular, I am pleased that this bill drops 
a provision that would have barred the use of 
funds to transfer prisoners to Yemen and au-
thorizes the Pentagon to transfer detainees to 
other foreign countries under certain condi-
tions. More needs to be done when address-
ing our indefinite detention policy, but provi-
sions such as these represent significant 
progress. 

I am also encouraged by the changes this 
bill makes with regards to how the military re-
sponds to sexual assault cases. It adopts Sen-
ate language to bar individuals from joining 
the military if they have been convicted of a 
sex-related offense; it imposes a minimum 
sentence of dishonorable discharge or dis-
missal on those found guilty; and it prohibits 
commanders from dismissing a court martial 
finding or reducing the offense level of guilty 
findings. 

Finally, the compromise bill does make 
some progress on allowing the Department of 
Defense to execute the New START Treaty. 
Specifically, it allows DoD to begin planning 
and preparation for implementing the force 
structure to meet the required limits of the 
New START Treaty. However, it still goes too 
far in limiting the President’s ability to fully im-
plement the treaty and set the country’s nu-
clear policy. 

I am also disappointed that this legislation 
authorizes the establishment of a missile de-
fense site on the East Coast that the Pen-
tagon continues to say is unnecessary. This 

provision disregards the advice of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff and seeks to tie the President’s 
hands in determining military requirements in 
other parts of the world. This bill also contains 
provisions which ignore DoD recommenda-
tions and continues to fund unrequested 
weapons systems and military aircraft, includ-
ing the M1A2 Abrams tank, the C–130 AMP, 
and the UH–72A Light Utility Helicopter. 

Despite these reservations, this compromise 
legislation is a marked improvement over the 
bill the House passed earlier this year. It con-
tains many important provisions that will 
strengthen our national security while also pro-
viding for our troops and their families. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCKEON) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 441. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. AMASH. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

b 1545 

TEMPORARY EXTENSION OF 
AGRICULTURAL PROGRAMS 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 3695) to provide a temporary ex-
tension of the Food, Conservation, and 
Energy Act of 2008 and amendments 
made by that Act, as previously ex-
tended and amended and with certain 
additional modifications and excep-
tions, to suspend permanent price sup-
port authorities, and for other pur-
poses, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3695 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. TEMPORARY EXTENSION OF AGRI-

CULTURAL PROGRAMS. 
(a) EXTENSION.—Except as otherwise pro-

vided in this section and notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, the authorities 
provided by each provision of the Food, Con-
servation, and Energy Act of 2008 (Public 
Law 110–246; 122 Stat. 1651) and each amend-
ment made by that Act (and for mandatory 
programs at such funding levels), as in effect 
on September 30, 2013, pursuant to the exten-
sion and amendments made by section 701 of 
the American Taxpayer Relief Act of 2012 
(Public Law 112–240; 7 U.S.C. 8701 note), shall 
continue, and the Secretary of Agriculture 
shall carry out the authorities, until Janu-
ary 31, 2014, except as provided in subsection 
(b)(1) of such section 701. 

(b) SUSPENSION OF PERMANENT PRICE SUP-
PORT AUTHORITIES.—The provisions of law 
specified in subsections (a) through (c) of 
section 1602 of the Food, Conservation, and 
Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8782) shall be 
suspended until January 31, 2014. 
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(c) SUPPLEMENTAL AGRICULTURAL DISASTER 

ASSISTANCE.—Section 531 of the Federal Crop 
Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1531), as amended by 
section 702 of the American Taxpayer Relief 
Act of 2012 (Public Law 112–240), relating to 
the provision of supplemental agricultural 
disaster assistance, shall apply through Jan-
uary 31, 2014. 

(d) EXCEPTIONS.— 
(1) NUTRITION.—Subsection (a) does not 

apply with respect to mandatory funding 
provided by the program authorized by the 
provision of law amended by subsection (d)(2) 
of section 701 of the American Taxpayer Re-
lief Act of 2012 (Public Law 112–240; 7 U.S.C. 
8701 note). 

(2) CONSERVATION.—Subsection (a) does not 
apply with respect to the programs specified 
in paragraphs (3)(B), (4), (6), and (7) of section 
1241(a) of the Food Security Act of 1985 (16 
U.S.C. 3841(a)), relating to the conservation 
stewardship program, farmland protection 
program, environmental quality incentives 
program, and wildlife habitat incentives pro-
gram, for which program authority was ex-
tended through fiscal year 2014 by section 716 
of Public Law 112–55 (125 Stat. 582). 

(3) TRADE.—Subsection (a) does not apply 
with respect to the following provisions of 
law: 

(A) Section 3206 of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 1726c) relat-
ing to the use of Commodity Credit Corpora-
tion funds to support local and regional food 
aid procurement projects. 

(B) Section 3107(l)(1) of the Farm Security 
and Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C. 
1736o–1(l)(1)) relating to the use of Com-
modity Credit Corporation funds to carry 
out the McGovern-Dole International Food 
for Education and Child Nutrition Program. 

(4) SURVEY OF FOODS PURCHASED BY SCHOOL 
FOOD AUTHORITIES.—Subsection (a) does not 
apply with respect to section 4307 of the 
Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 
(Public Law 110–246; 122 Stat. 1893) relating 
to the use of Commodity Credit Corporation 
funds for a survey and report regarding foods 
purchased by school food authorities. 

(5) RURAL DEVELOPMENT.—Subsection (a) 
does not apply with respect to the following 
provisions of law: 

(A) Section 379E(d)(1) of the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
2008s(d)(1)), relating to funding of the rural 
microentrepreneur assistance program. 

(B) Section 6029 of the Food, Conservation, 
and Energy Act of 2008 (Public Law 110–246; 
122 Stat. 1955) relating to funding of pending 
rural development loan and grant applica-
tions. 

(C) Section 231(b)(7)(A) of the Agricultural 
Risk Protection Act of 2000 (7 U.S.C. 
1632a(b)(7)(A)), relating to funding of value- 
added agricultural market development pro-
gram grants. 

(D) Section 375(e)(6)(B) of the Consolidated 
Farm and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 
2008j(e)(6)(B)) relating to the use of Com-
modity Credit Corporation funds for the Na-
tional Sheep Industry Improvement Center. 

(6) MARKET LOSS ASSISTANCE FOR ASPAR-
AGUS PRODUCERS.—Subsection (a) does not 
apply with respect to section 10404(d) of the 
Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 
(Public Law 110–246; 122 Stat. 2112). 

(7) SUPPLEMENTAL AGRICULTURAL DISASTER 
ASSISTANCE.—Subsection (a) does not apply 
with respect to section 531 of the Federal 
Crop Insurance Act (7 U.S.C. 1531) and title 
IX of the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2497 et 
seq.) relating to the provision of supple-
mental agricultural disaster assistance. 

(8) PIGFORD CLAIMS.—Subsection (a) does 
not apply with respect to section 14012 of the 

Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 
(Public Law 110–246; 122 Stat. 2209) relating 
to determination on the merits of Pigford 
claims. 

(9) HEARTLAND, HABITAT, HARVEST, AND 
HORTICULTURE ACT OF 2008.—Subsection (a) 
does not apply with respect to title XV of 
the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 
2008 (Public Law 110–246; 122 Stat. 2246), and 
amendments made by that title, relating to 
the provision of supplemental agricultural 
disaster assistance under title IX of the 
Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2497 et seq.), cer-
tain revenue and tax provisions, and certain 
trade benefits and other matters. 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section takes ef-
fect as of September 30, 2013. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Oklahoma (Mr. LUCAS) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. COSTA) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Oklahoma. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

imous consent that all Members may 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks on the 
bill, H.R. 3695. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I might consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 

of H.R. 3695, which provides a tem-
porary extension of the 2008 farm bill. 

I believe this short-term extension 
provides certainty to everyone going 
into the new year, that permanent law 
will not be triggered while the con-
ference committee continues its work 
on a new bill. We are making signifi-
cant progress in our negotiations with 
the Senate, and I am confident we will 
be able to finish the conference report 
in January. 

In the meantime, the reality is that 
unless we act today, permanent law 
takes effect January 1. The press head-
lines already speak of doom, that we 
are on the brink of going off the dairy 
cliff. 

Time magazine says: ‘‘People are 
freaking out about $8-a-gallon milk.’’ 
And there is widespread speculation 
about what will happen and when ex-
actly. 

It is not necessary to have that kind 
of panic throughout the country for 
producers and consumers, especially 
around the holidays. This bill makes 
clear what will happen on January 1, 
and passing it is the responsible action 
to take, given the legislative calendar. 

Furthermore, we are not breaking 
any new ground. The 2002 farm bill was 
extended six times before the 2008 farm 
bill was enacted. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge and encourage 
my colleagues to join me in supporting 
this short-term extension of the farm 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume, and I 
rise in opposition to this bill. 

First of all, I want to thank Chair-
man LUCAS, the gentleman from Okla-
homa, for all the work that he has done 
over the years, and my appreciation for 
his efforts in the past few years. It has 
taken a long time to get here, and cer-
tainly he has worked very hard to 
produce a 5-year farm bill. 

That said, the bill is not needed, and 
let me tell you why. Chairman LUCAS 
and Ranking Member PETERSON have 
been working diligently, as I said, with 
their Senate counterparts, and the con-
ference committee has reached an 
agreement on many of the issues, leav-
ing a few remaining issues to be 
worked out, and we are doing that 
right now. 

Secretary Vilsack, Secretary of Agri-
culture, has also indicated that should 
we complete the farm bill in January, 
as we are talking about, that there 
should not be any problems regarding 
the potential impacts of the dairy title 
being implemented and, therefore, 
those impacts of the cost of milk being 
felt by our consumers. 

Extending the current programs 
through the end of January, which is 
what this bill does, when it looks like 
we will be able to vote on a 5-year farm 
bill early next year, therefore, is not 
necessary. 

Farmers, ranchers, dairy producers 
need the certainty of a 5-year farm bill. 
I think we all agree on that. Families, 
those in need, who depend upon the nu-
trition programs as part of our Na-
tion’s safety net, need a 5-year farm 
bill. 

American consumers, those who we 
produce the food for, and those around 
the world, know that they can depend 
upon our farmers, our ranchers, and 
our dairy producers to continue pro-
viding the safest and most affordable 
food in the world. 

Mr. Speaker, therefore, this measure 
is not needed. I urge my colleagues to 
vote ‘‘no’’ on H.R. 3695 and support a 5- 
year farm bill which we will vote on 
early in January when we work out the 
remaining differences in the conference 
committee. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, I would 
note to my colleague I have a couple of 
thoughts myself and I would conclude 
with that, so if he has anything else he 
would like to address. 

Mr. COSTA. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time just simply 
to note to all my colleagues that my 
friend from California is exactly right. 
The importance of completing this can-
not be overstated. 

The progress we have made certainly 
has been incredible, and we are on the 
verge. I would just simply note to all of 
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my colleagues, as I have advocated 
caution and responsibility throughout 
this entire process, this is an oppor-
tunity for Members to cast a vote to 
acknowledge to the folks back home 
that, no matter what happens in the 
negotiations process, we will not have 
a dairy cliff. We will not have uncer-
tainty for producers and, ultimately, 
the American consumers. 

Each Member of this body is chal-
lenged to do what they think is wise. I 
would simply say to my colleagues, 
pass the extension, take care of busi-
ness, and we, on the Ag Committee, 
will take care of our business in Janu-
ary. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Oklahoma (Mr. 
LUCAS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3695, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

DEATH IN CUSTODY REPORTING 
ACT OF 2013 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 1447) to encourage 
States to report to the Attorney Gen-
eral certain information regarding the 
deaths of individuals in the custody of 
law enforcement agencies, and for 
other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 1447 
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 ‘‘Death in 
Custody Reporting Act of 2013’’. 
SEC. 2. STATE INFORMATION REGARDING INDI-

VIDUALS WHO DIE IN THE CUSTODY 
OF LAW ENFORCEMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—For each fiscal year after 
the expiration of the period specified in sub-
section (c)(1) in which a State receives funds 
for a program referred to in subsection (c)(2), 
the State shall report to the Attorney Gen-
eral, on a quarterly basis and pursuant to 
guidelines established by the Attorney Gen-
eral, information regarding the death of any 
person who is detained, under arrest, or is in 
the process of being arrested, is en route to 
be incarcerated, or is incarcerated at a mu-
nicipal or county jail, State prison, State- 
run boot camp prison, boot camp prison that 
is contracted out by the State, any State or 
local contract facility, or other local or 
State correctional facility (including any ju-
venile facility). 

(b) INFORMATION REQUIRED.—The report re-
quired by this section shall contain informa-
tion that, at a minimum, includes— 

(1) the name, gender, race, ethnicity, and 
age of the deceased; 

(2) the date, time, and location of death; 

(3) the law enforcement agency that de-
tained, arrested, or was in the process of ar-
resting the deceased; and 

(4) a brief description of the circumstances 
surrounding the death. 

(c) COMPLIANCE AND INELIGIBILITY.— 
(1) COMPLIANCE DATE.—Each State shall 

have not more than 120 days from the date of 
enactment of this Act to comply with sub-
section (a), except that— 

(A) the Attorney General may grant an ad-
ditional 120 days to a State that is making 
good faith efforts to comply with such sub-
section; and 

(B) the Attorney General shall waive the 
requirements of subsection (a) if compliance 
with such subsection by a State would be un-
constitutional under the constitution of such 
State. 

(2) INELIGIBILITY FOR FUNDS.—For any fis-
cal year after the expiration of the period 
specified in paragraph (1), a State that fails 
to comply with subsection (a), shall, at the 
discretion of the Attorney General, be sub-
ject to not more than a 10-percent reduction 
of the funds that would otherwise be allo-
cated for that fiscal year to the State under 
subpart 1 of part E of title I of the Omnibus 
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968 
(42 U.S.C. 3750 et seq.), whether characterized 
as the Edward Byrne Memorial State and 
Local Law Enforcement Assistance Pro-
grams, the Local Government Law Enforce-
ment Block Grants Program, the Edward 
Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant 
Program, or otherwise. 

(d) REALLOCATION.—Amounts not allocated 
under a program referred to in subsection 
(c)(2) to a State for failure to fully comply 
with subsection (a) shall be reallocated 
under that program to States that have not 
failed to comply with such subsection. 

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section the terms 
‘‘boot camp prison’’ and ‘‘State’’ have the 
meaning given those terms, respectively, in 
section 901(a) of the Omnibus Crime Control 
and Safe Streets Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 
3791(a)). 

(f) STUDY AND REPORT OF INFORMATION RE-
LATING TO DEATHS IN CUSTODY.— 

(1) STUDY REQUIRED.—The Attorney Gen-
eral shall carry out a study of the informa-
tion reported under subsection (b) and sec-
tion 3(a) to— 

(A) determine means by which such infor-
mation can be used to reduce the number of 
such deaths; and 

(B) examine the relationship, if any, be-
tween the number of such deaths and the ac-
tions of management of such jails, prisons, 
and other specified facilities relating to such 
deaths. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Attorney General shall prepare and submit 
to Congress a report that contains the find-
ings of the study required by paragraph (1). 
SEC. 3. FEDERAL LAW ENFORCEMENT DEATH IN 

CUSTODY REPORTING REQUIRE-
MENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—For each fiscal year (be-
ginning after the date that is 120 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act), the 
head of each Federal law enforcement agen-
cy shall submit to the Attorney General a 
report (in such form and manner specified by 
the Attorney General) that contains infor-
mation regarding the death of any person 
who is— 

(1) detained, under arrest, or is in the proc-
ess of being arrested by any officer of such 
Federal law enforcement agency (or by any 
State or local law enforcement officer while 
participating in and for purposes of a Federal 

law enforcement operation, task force, or 
any other Federal law enforcement capacity 
carried out by such Federal law enforcement 
agency); or 

(2) en route to be incarcerated or detained, 
or is incarcerated or detained at— 

(A) any facility (including any immigra-
tion or juvenile facility) pursuant to a con-
tract with such Federal law enforcement 
agency; 

(B) any State or local government facility 
used by such Federal law enforcement agen-
cy; or 

(C) any Federal correctional facility or 
Federal pre-trial detention facility located 
within the United States. 

(b) INFORMATION REQUIRED.—Each report 
required by this section shall include, at a 
minimum, the information required by sec-
tion 2(b). 

(c) STUDY AND REPORT.—Information re-
ported under subsection (a) shall be analyzed 
and included in the study and report re-
quired by section 2(f). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. COLLINS) and the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-

er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rials on H.R. 1447, currently under con-
sideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

The Death in Custody Reporting Act 
of 2000 directed the Bureau of Justice 
Statistics within the Department of 
Justice to collect data on the deaths 
that occur at two important stages in 
the criminal justice system: first, 
deaths that occur in the process of ar-
rest or during the transfer after arrest; 
and, second, deaths that occur in jails 
and prisons. The provisions of that act 
expired in December 2006. 

According to the Bureau of Justice 
Statistics, 885 inmates died in the cus-
tody of local jails in 2011. This is the 
lowest number of jail inmate deaths in 
the 12-year history of the Deaths in 
Custody Reporting program. 

Nearly nine out of 10 State prisoner 
deaths were as a result of natural 
causes, the leading reason being cancer 
and heart disease. Although illness-re-
lated deaths have increased slightly in 
recent years, the homicide and suicide 
rates in State prisons have dramati-
cally decreased over the last 25 years. 

H.R. 1447 reauthorizes this data col-
lection program and directs the Attor-
ney General not only to collect the 
data, but also to study the data to de-
termine how to reduce deaths in cus-
tody in the future. The legislation ex-
tends the reporting requirements to 
deaths that occur in Federal custody. 
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