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House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mrs. BLACK). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

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

WASHINGTON, DC, 
March 26, 2014. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable DIANE 
BLACK to act as Speaker pro tempore on this 
day. 

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

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 7, 2014, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de-
bate continue beyond 11:50 a.m. 

f 

KEYSTONE XL PIPELINE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. QUIGLEY) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. QUIGLEY. Madam Speaker, a fa-
mous storyteller Mark Twain once 
said, ‘‘Never let the truth get in the 
way of a good story,’’ and proponents 
of the Keystone pipeline are following 
that advice very well. Supporters are 
painting an awfully rosy picture of 
Keystone’s benefits while completely 
ignore the truth about the devastating 
damage it could cause. 

TransCanada, a Canadian company 
that wants to build Keystone XL, 

claims the pipeline is safe, but this is 
the same company that operates the 
existing Keystone pipeline which 
spilled a dozen times in the first year 
of operation. The worst spill released 
21,000 gallons of oil in North Dakota, 
contaminating local soil and water. 

TransCanada claims that significant 
spills will be few and far between, but 
engineers at the University of Ne-
braska found that the company ignored 
data on spills and failed to factor in 
the more corrosive tar sands oil trans-
ported in Keystone XL. The engineers 
determined that instead of being safe, 
Keystone XL could have as many as 91 
major oil spills over the life of the 
pipeline. 

This concerns me because Keystone 
XL will run through 2,000 miles of 
American farmland and over our coun-
try’s largest water aquifer, the 
Ogallala. This aquifer provides drink-
ing water for 2 million people and sup-
plies water to more than a fourth of 
our Nation’s irrigated farmland. 

Most Americans understand that 
past oil spills have severe environ-
mental impacts, but any Keystone XL 
spill will be truly catastrophic. Key-
stone XL spills are more dangerous be-
cause tar sands oil is heavier than con-
ventional oil, meaning it would soak 
into soil and flow into water, sinking, 
contaminating miles of river and 
shoreline. 

Tar sands oil is also the world’s dirti-
est oil, and approving the pipeline will 
accelerate its production, endangering 
our families, community, and climate. 

When extracted and refined, tar 
sands oil emits 17 percent more carbon 
pollution than conventional oil produc-
tion, which contributes to climate 
change. With 830,000 barrels of tar 
sands oil flowing through the pipeline 
each day, the metric tons of carbon di-
oxide added to the atmosphere each 
year would be equal to putting more 
than 51⁄2 million more cars on our 
roads. 

This means that building Keystone 
XL will undo the progress America has 
made to become more energy efficient 
and reduce carbon pollution for the 
sake of our environment. The bottom 
line is Keystone XL brings a whole lot 
of environmental risk and very little 
reward. 

Proponents claim the pipeline will be 
great for the economy because it will 
promote jobs and reduce America’s de-
pendence on foreign oil. The data, how-
ever, doesn’t support the claims that 
the pipeline will create 20,000 American 
jobs. The State Department says Key-
stone would only create 35 permanent 
jobs and fewer temporary construction 
jobs than initially projected. 

Proponents claim the pipeline will 
lower gas prices and reduce our depend-
ence on foreign oil. In reality, it will do 
neither. Prices at Midwestern pumps 
could actually increase. The pipeline 
will divert oil from Midwestern refin-
eries designed to produce gasoline to 
Texas gulf refineries designed to 
produce diesel, which has a high over-
seas demand. Oil economists found a 
decline in gasoline production would 
increase gas prices in the Midwest be-
tween 5 cents to 40 cents per gallon. 

We should not move forward on Key-
stone XL when we know the environ-
mental impact far outweighs the pro-
jected minimal economic and job bene-
fits. Our focus should be on strength-
ening our clean energy economy that 
has a job growth four times faster than 
any other sector. We have increased 
our solar capacity to power more than 
2.2 million homes and made wind power 
an affordable alternative energy 
source. 

When something seems too good to 
be true, it usually is. The Keystone XL 
pipeline sets false expectations about 
gas prices and job growth. The truth is 
it will only accelerate climate change, 
harm our environment, and jeopardize 
the health of our communities. 
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REFORM THE LAVISH CONGRES-

SIONAL PENSION PROGRAM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. COBLE) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. COBLE. Madam Speaker, I come 
to the well of the House today to invite 
support of my bill, H.R. 2357, which ad-
dresses the congressional pension pro-
gram. 

The congressional pension program 
becomes vested after 5 years of service, 
Madam Speaker. I claim to be no ex-
pert on pensions, but I know of no pen-
sion that vests after 5 years. This 
would involve a Member to serve not 
even three complete House terms and 
not even one complete Senate term. 

My bill would increase the timeframe 
from 5 years, presently, to 12 years. At 
least if my bill became law, a Member 
would be required to serve six full 
House terms, two full Senate terms, or 
a combination thereto. 

I am disappointed to say, Madam 
Speaker, that my bill has attracted 
zero cosponsors, and it has been sur-
facing for several days now. I am here 
today to invite every Member of the 
people’s House to warmly embrace and 
support this bill. You should do so for 
two reasons: 

Number one, it will result in reduced 
public spending; 

Number two, it would send a message 
back to our constituents that we are 
willing and able to reduce our own 
perks and benefits. 

I urge every Member of the people’s 
House to come forward, Madam Speak-
er, and sign his or her name to this 
bill, and we will go down the path of 
fiscal sanity and fiscal responsibility 
before it is too late. 

f 

END OF LIFE CARE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Madam Speaker, 
we have a health care crisis in this 
country, but one few have heard about 
because we don’t think about it until it 
hits us or our family, but it almost al-
ways does. 

As we approach the first anniversary 
of the Boston Marathon bombing, that 
tragedy might serve as an illustration. 
Who in that crowd in Boston, almost a 
year ago, thought they would be facing 
not just life-or-death medical deci-
sions, but about who would decide 
whether a leg would be amputated or 
not? 

Who speaks for our loved ones when 
they can’t speak for themselves? Who 
speaks for us when we are unable to 
speak? And how would they know what 
we want? This has profound implica-
tions. 

Over 80 percent of Americans feel 
they want to spend their last days at 
home, surrounded by loved ones, lucid, 
aware, and enjoying their company. 

Unfortunately, about three-quarters of 
us spend our last days in a hospital, 
maybe in ICU, with tubes up our noses 
and heavily sedated. Is that exactly 
what we want? Who decides? And how 
will people know what my decisions or 
your decisions might be? 

The failure for us to deal with this 
issue—whether it is the health care 
system, the Federal Government, indi-
vidual families—can lead to tragic con-
sequences. People can get the wrong 
care, be removed from their loved ones, 
sometimes get intrusive, expensive, 
and painful care when that is not their 
wish, drugged and helpless. 

The failure doesn’t just lead to un-
wanted care and pain, denying people 
the treatment they want, but it can 
have huge consequences on families. 
The loved ones left can be racked by 
guilt and uncertainty that can increase 
the trauma and the depression after 
the passing of a loved one. Commenta-
tors as diverse as Billy Graham and Dr. 
Bill Frist have spoken out eloquently 
about this need for all of us to spare 
our loved one’s doubt and uncertainty. 

This is an interesting test for Con-
gress. Can we take steps that are sup-
ported by over 90 percent of the popu-
lation that will lead to better patient 
care and satisfaction that empowers 
families to face medical emergencies 
the way they want? 

This is, it should be noted, not just 
an issue for someone who is elderly 
with a terminal disease. Any of the 
bright, young people on Capitol Hill 
living away from home, perhaps for the 
first time, perhaps with some friends, 
can fall and suffer a concussion slip-
ping on the ice or in a soccer game or 
in a car accident. 

What have we done on Capitol Hill to 
make sure we know in each office who 
speaks for us and our staff if we are no 
longer able? One simple solution is to 
support H.R. 1173, a bipartisan bill co-
sponsored by over 50 Members that Dr. 
PHIL ROE and I have introduced. The 
government that will pay tens of thou-
sands, maybe hundreds of thousands of 
dollars towards operations would fi-
nally pay maybe $150 or $200 for a doc-
tor to consult with the patient and 
their family to find out exactly what 
their choices might be and make sure 
their wishes are respected. 

Don’t just cosponsor the legislation, 
but use it to have a serious conversa-
tion with your staff and your family if 
you haven’t had the discussion. Let’s 
make sure that everyone on Capitol 
Hill is protected when the inevitable 
happens, and let’s make sure the Fed-
eral Government is a full partner. Co-
sponsor H.R. 1173, and then let us work 
to enact it. 

f 

RECOGNIZING ROXCY O’NEAL 
BOLTON ON BEING RECOGNIZED 
AS A WOMEN OF CHARACTER, 
COURAGE AND COMMITMENT 
HONOREE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 

Florida (Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN) for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Madam Speak-
er, I rise to recognize Roxcy O’Neal 
Bolton, a pioneer and champion for the 
rights of women and an honored con-
stituent in my south Florida congres-
sional district. Yet Roxcy is truly larg-
er than life and belongs to our entire 
State as well as our Nation. 

This week she will be recognized as a 
Women of Character, Courage and 
Commitment Honoree by the National 
Women’s History Project. This acco-
lade is a well-deserved acknowledg-
ment of her efforts to lead American 
women out from lifetimes as second- 
class citizens into an era of far greater 
equality between the genders, all while 
being a committed wife and mother. 

Just as she did in her home life, 
Roxcy demanded equal respect in the 
workplace. From equal opportunity to 
equal pay, she knew that if women 
banded together, we were going to 
make a difference. 

In 1972, she founded Women in Dis-
tress, the first women’s rescue shelter 
in Florida to provide emergency hous-
ing, rescue services, and care to women 
who found themselves in situations of 
personal crisis. 

Roxcy was also a fighter on behalf of 
abused women. At that time, no one 
talked about rape, much less did any-
thing about alleviating the horrendous 
trauma that the victim undergoes. 
Brave crime victims who actually re-
ported their rapes were often treated 
callously. Roxcy used her amazing 
presence, her force of will and char-
acteristic personality as aggressive 
tools for positive change. 

As an outspoken woman, she made 
waves on these topics, and by 1974, her 
efforts facilitated the creation of the 
first rape treatment center in the 
country located in my regional con-
gressional district at Jackson Memo-
rial Hospital in Miami. In 1993, this 
center was proudly renamed after 
Roxcy. She is also known for orga-
nizing Florida’s first crime watch to 
help curb crime against women. 

For all of these efforts and more, 
Roxcy has been the recipient of numer-
ous civic awards related to her work. 
That includes the prestigious induction 
into the Florida Women’s Hall of Fame 
in 1984 for forcing police and prosecu-
tors to make rape crime a priority, as 
well as illustrating to health depart-
ments the need for rape treatment cen-
ters. 

She is a true champion for woman-
kind. Her legacy as a champion for 
human rights, an end to sexual dis-
crimination in employment and edu-
cation, as well as in preserving and rec-
ognizing women’s role in history will 
forever be remembered. 

I am proud to have Roxcy O’Neal 
Bolton in my congressional district. As 
Roxcy would certainly say, the strug-
gle for women’s equality issues is far 
from over. Yet, with her example, I am 
confident that we will continue to push 
ahead and positively change the future 
for our daughters and granddaughters. 
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So, again, Roxcy, congratulations on 

being honored as a National Women’s 
History Project 2014 Women of Char-
acter, Courage and Commitment. You 
have given countless girls and women 
the ability to pursue their full poten-
tial. 

Congratulations to Roxcy, and may 
you keep fighting for many years still. 

f 

b 1015 

BORDER SECURITY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. O’ROURKE) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. O’ROURKE. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to introduce the bipartisan 
Border Enforcement Accountability, 
Oversight, and Community Engage-
ment Act with my friend from across 
the aisle, Congressman STEVE PEARCE. 
This is a policy that will disproportion-
ately impact the border and one that is 
humane, fiscally responsible, and ra-
tional. It is also a bill that reflects the 
best values, experiences, and expertise 
of the people who live along the border. 
And it is, in fact, written by people 
who live on and represent border com-
munities. 

Madam Speaker, today we spend $18 
billion a year on border security and 
immigration enforcement. That is 
twice what we were spending just 10 
years ago. We have a surge in border 
security, a surge in border personnel 
where we have seen a doubling of the 
size of the Border Patrol from just 
10,000 10 years ago to more than 20,000 
today. But this surge in resources and 
personnel and enforcement has not 
been accompanied by an adequate re-
gime of oversight, accountability, or 
transparency. 

Tens of millions of our fellow Ameri-
cans live along our borders with Can-
ada and Mexico, and millions more 
cross them on a regular basis. In the 
community I represent, El Paso, Texas, 
we have 22 million border crossings a 
year; 99-plus percent are legal with 
people who are crossing for legitimate 
purposes with all of the appropriate 
travel documents. But when you com-
bine the millions of people who live 
and cross our borders with this unprec-
edented surge of resources and law en-
forcement without the necessary over-
sight or accountability or trans-
parency, this will lead to predictable 
abuses of power that we have seen not 
just at the borders themselves but at 
interior checkpoints that are up to 100 
miles into the interior of the United 
States: detentions, interrogations, and 
retention of personal property, all 
without probable cause. 

While the vast majority of our border 
protection agents and our CBP officers 
are professional, and all of them face 
very difficult challenges in their job in 
terms of the level of vigilance they 
must maintain, the territory through 
which they must patrol, the unpredict-
able threats they must guard against, 
our office hears on a day-to-day basis 

from constituents who are harassed 
and hassled or otherwise treated with 
less than the appropriate dignity or re-
spect. But there is no clear process 
that exists for these individuals to re-
solve their complaints. I will give you 
two examples, one from the northern 
border and one from the southern bor-
der. 

Pascal Abidor, an Islamic studies 
Ph.D. student and one of our fellow 
U.S. citizens, was crossing the Cana-
dian border on an Amtrak train when 
he was questioned by CBP officers. He 
was taken off the train in handcuffs 
and held in a cell for several hours be-
fore being released without charge. His 
laptop was confiscated and held for 11 
days following his detention during 
which time his private messages and 
photos were reviewed by CBP officers. 

We have a case, unfortunately, in the 
community I represent, a woman who 
has not released her name but a fellow 
U.S. citizen who lives in New Mexico 
who was crossing into the U.S. from 
Mexico. She was suspected of carrying 
drugs. She was detained, frisked, strip 
searched, and taken to a hospital. 
There she was invasively searched, X- 
rayed, and made to perform a bowel 
movement against her will by doctors 
at the request of CBP officers looking 
for drugs. At no time was she read her 
rights or given access to an attorney 
because even at the hospital, miles 
away from the physical border, Cus-
toms and Border Protection maintains 
that they are still in the process of a 
border interrogation. No traces of ille-
gal drugs were found, and she was 
billed $5,000 for the exams. 

While stories like these are excep-
tional, they should never happen. As a 
result of a more militarized border, we 
are also seeing migrants who are 
pushed away from community ports of 
entry into harsher and more dangerous 
terrain, leading to a jump in the num-
ber of deaths. Two years ago, we saw 
the second-highest number of migrant 
crossing deaths on record, even though 
we saw the lowest number of crossing 
attempts across our southern border. 
We have had over 5,500 migrants die in 
the attempt to cross into the United 
States over the last 15 years. 

It is not just the individuals who 
have been victims of unfounded 
searches and seizures or who have per-
ished in the desert who are failed by 
our current border policy. The Border 
Patrol agents and CBP officers who 
perform these toughest jobs in the Fed-
eral Government do not always receive 
the training or support they need to be 
safe in the field or to do their jobs ef-
fectively. 

For the taxpayers who deserve to 
have their tax dollars spent respon-
sibly, secrecy and lack of transparency 
has prevented a sober accounting of 
whether the $18 billion a year that we 
are spending on the border is money 
well spent. Our bill addresses these 
issues in five concrete ways: 

First, robust oversight of all border 
security functions; 

Second, a transparent and timely 
complaint process that is independent 
of the existing chain of command; 

Third, increased and improved train-
ing resources for our agents and offi-
cers; 

Fourth, engagement between CBP 
and border communities; 

Fifth, new transparency measures. 
So I urge my colleagues to join me in 

a humane, rational, and fiscally re-
sponsibility approach to the border. 

f 

OBAMACARE’S IMPACTS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Alabama (Mr. BROOKS) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Madam 
Speaker, I hope my remarks will help 
America better understand the damage 
that ObamaCare inflicts on patients, 
health care, the economy, and jobs. 

Today, I share a letter by Dr. Marlin 
Gill of Decatur, Alabama, that details 
Washington’s damage to America’s 
health care. On March 23, 2014, Dr. Gill 
wrote me: 

Dear Congressman Brooks, 
As a practicing family physician, I plead 

for help against what I can best characterize 
as Washington’s war against doctors. 

The medical profession has never before re-
motely approached today’s stress, work 
hours, wasted costs, decreased efficiency, 
and declining ability to focus on patient 
care. 

In our community alone, at least six doc-
tors have left patient care for administrative 
positions, to start a concierge practice, or 
retire altogether. 

Doctors are smothered by destructive regu-
lations that add costs, raise our overhead, 
and ‘‘gum up the works,’’ making patient 
treatment slower and less efficient, thus 
forcing doctors to focus on things other than 
patient care and reduce the number of pa-
tients we can help each day. 

I spend more time at work than I have at 
any time in my 27 years of practice, and 
more of that time is spent on administrative 
tasks and entering useless data into a com-
puter rather than helping sick patients. 

Doctors have been forced by ill-informed 
bureaucrats to implement electronic medical 
records (EMR) that, in our four-doctor prac-
tice, costs well over $100,000-plus in con-
tinuing yearly operational costs, all of which 
does not help take care of one patient while 
driving up the cost of every patient’s health 
care. 

Washington’s electronic medical records 
requirement makes our medical practice 
much slower and less efficient, forcing our 
doctors to treat fewer patients per day than 
we did before the EMR mandate. 

To make matters worse, Washington forces 
doctors to demonstrate ‘‘meaningful use’’ of 
EMR or risk not being fully paid for the help 
we give. 

In addition to the electronic medical 
records burden, we face a mandate to use the 
ICD–10 coding system, a new set of reim-
bursement diagnostic codes. 

The current ICD–9 coding system uses 
roughly 13,000 codes. The new ICD–10 coding 
system uses a staggering 70,000 new and com-
pletely different codes, thus dramatically 
slowing doctors down due to the unnecessary 
complexity and sheer numbers of codes that 
must be learned. The cost of this new ICD–10 
coding system for our small practice is 
roughly $80,000, again driving up health care 
costs without one iota of improvement in 
health care quality. 
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Finally, doctors face nonpayment by pa-

tients with ObamaCare. These patients may 
or may not be paying their premiums, and 
we have no way of verifying this. No business 
can operate with that much uncertainty. 

On behalf of the medical profession, I ask 
that Washington stop the implementation of 
the ICD–10 coding system, repeal the Afford-
able Care Act, and replace it with a better 
law written with the input of real doctors 
who will actually treat patients covered by 
it. 

America has enjoyed the best health care 
the world has ever known. That health care 
is in jeopardy because physicians cannot sur-
vive Washington’s ‘‘war on doctors’’ without 
relief. 

Eventually the problems for doctors will 
become problems for patients, and we are all 
patients at some point. 

Sincerely yours, 
Dr. Marlin Gill of Decatur, Alabama. 

Madam Speaker, America should 
heed the warnings of Dr. Marlin Gill of 
Decatur, Alabama. Failure to do so 
risks unnecessary patient deaths while 
destroying the best health care system 
the world has ever known. 

f 

HONORING GRACIELA TISCARENO- 
SATO 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
California (Mr. SWALWELL) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SWALWELL of California. 
Madam Speaker, today I rise to cele-
brate the work and achievements of a 
local Hayward veteran and business-
woman, Graciela Tiscareno-Sato. I was 
honored to meet with her yesterday in 
my office. 

Before coming to my office, Graciela 
was recognized by the White House as 
one of 10 Women Veteran Leader Cham-
pions of Change for the work of her 
Hayward business, the Gracefully Glob-
al Group. It produces books and edu-
cational materials highlighting the 
positive contributions of Latinos. 

The daughter of Mexican immi-
grants, Graciela received an Air Force 
ROTC scholarship to attend the Uni-
versity of California Berkeley, where 
she obtained a degree in environmental 
design and architecture. 

Graciela then served 9 years on Ac-
tive Duty in the Air Force as an offi-
cer, receiving the Air Medal for combat 
air operations during the Iraq war. 

Graciela is also a mom, and a fierce 
advocate for her oldest daughter, who 
has been blind since birth. I asked 
Graciela how she has accomplished so 
much for being so young. She gave me 
one word: tenacity. 

Graciela brings her heritage and ex-
perience to work writing educational 
books for children. One of her most re-
cent bilingual books is titled ‘‘Good 
Night Captain Mama,’’ and it tells the 
story of a mother’s service as a pilot in 
the Air Force, and it is the first bilin-
gual children’s book about a woman 
serving in the military. 

Graciela is also committed to bring-
ing jobs and economic development to 
her hometown of Hayward. I look for-
ward to working together with her to 

accomplish this goal. Graciela’s story 
is truly one of resilience and deter-
mination, or, as she would put it, te-
nacity. Thank you, Graciela, for bring-
ing positive examples of Latinos to 
schools and inspiring young students 
across the world. And congratulations 
on your much-deserved recognition by 
the White House. 

I am proud to represent Graciela 
Tiscareno-Sato: veteran, business 
owner, daughter of immigrants, moth-
er. Your work is inspiring to the next 
generation of leaders who want to 
dream big and reach for the stars. 

f 

WOMEN’S HISTORY MONTH 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

BROOKS of Alabama). The Chair recog-
nizes the gentlewoman from Tennessee 
(Mrs. BLACK) for 5 minutes. 

Mrs. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in celebration of Women’s His-
tory Month. Our Nation is blessed to 
have so many women who have played 
important roles in its formation across 
the country. 

I want to highlight one particular 
Renaissance woman from my neck of 
the woods, Tennessee. 

My home in Gallatin has a special 
significance to me in that it resides on 
the property that used to be known as 
the Fairvue house, which was eventu-
ally sold off and broken apart. One 
resident of Fairvue was a particularly 
notable woman by the name of Miss 
Ellen Stokes Wemyss, and to say that 
she lived a notable life would be an un-
derstatement. 

Born in 1895, Miss Wemyss lived a 
long, eventful life until she passed 
away in 2001 at the age of 106. 

b 1030 
Over the course of her life, she 

marched in the Nashville Suffragette 
Parade, flew in an early airplane, and 
rode her horse into her eighties. 

Miss Wymess was an avid traveler 
who explored glaciers in Alaska and bi-
cycled in France through her eighties. 
She even worked her plantation farm 
well into her nineties. 

When she wasn’t working or embark-
ing on adventures, she was giving back 
to our community, including giving to 
Volunteer State Community College, 
the Gallatin Day Care Center, Sumner 
Academy Day School, Sumner County 
Public Library, among many other 
local organizations. 

I had the pleasure of meeting Miss 
Wymess several years ago before she 
passed away, and it gives me great 
pleasure to have the opportunity to 
share just a peek of her wonderful life 
here on the House floor. 

As we celebrate Women’s History 
Month, I encourage everyone to think 
about a role a woman has played in our 
rich American history. 

f 

FEDERAL RESPONSIBILITY FOR 
THE CLEANUP OF VIEQUES AND 
CULEBRA 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Puerto Rico (Mr. PIERLUISI) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. PIERLUISI. Mr. Speaker, 
Vieques and Culebra are two island mu-
nicipalities of Puerto Rico. Each is 
home to beautiful beaches, to rich ani-
mal and plant life, and to warm, wel-
coming people. 

For decades, the two islands were 
used as military training ranges. The 
U.S. citizens living in Vieques and 
Culebra were required to make tremen-
dous sacrifices to ensure the readiness 
of our Armed Forces and to enhance 
our national defense. 

Although Vieques and Culebra are no 
longer used for training purposes, both 
islands bear the scars of their past. 
Some of those scars are easy to see, 
like the impact of bombing on the once 
pristine landscape or like the threat 
that unexploded bombs in the ground 
and surrounding waters currently pose 
to the safety of residents and visitors. 

Other scars might be more difficult 
to discern, like the effect that bomb-
ing-related contamination may have 
had on public health, particularly in 
Vieques. 

The Department of Defense is cur-
rently conducting decontamination op-
erations in both Vieques and Culebra. 
The cleanup of Vieques is being con-
ducted by the Navy, while the cleanup 
of Culebra is being carried out by the 
Corps of Engineers. 

Several days ago, I wrote a letter to 
the Secretary of Defense about DOD’s 
responsibilities with respect to Vieques 
and Culebra. The letter, which was 
signed by 16 of my colleagues in the 
House and Senate, makes three specific 
requests. 

First, although many years have 
passed since the military stopped con-
ducting training exercises on Culebra 
and Vieques, there are still meaningful 
gaps in information about the types 
and amounts of munitions used on both 
islands. 

My constituents have a compelling 
interest in knowing which types of 
weapons were used, where they were 
used, and in what volume they were 
used. 

Congress agrees. As a result of bi-
cameral efforts, the report accom-
panying the 2014 National Defense Au-
thorization Act encourages DOD to 
make public all of its historical docu-
ments related to its training activities 
on both islands. 

Our letter to the Secretary requests 
an update about how DOD intends to 
implement this Congressional language 
and strongly urges DOD to collect, or-
ganize, and publish the relevant docu-
ments on the Internet in a single loca-
tion. 

Second, the report accompanying the 
2014 Defense Appropriations Act en-
courages DOD to accelerate cleanup ef-
forts on Vieques. Therefore, my col-
leagues and I also urged the Secretary 
of Defense to implement this Congres-
sional guidance by allocating the fund-
ing necessary to complete the cleanup 
of Vieques as rapidly as possible. 
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Finally, the letter reminds the Sec-

retary that there is a serious public 
safety threat in Culebra that requires 
resolution. As a result of a rigid legal 
interpretation, DOD refuses to fund the 
cleanup of a 400-acre parcel that for-
merly served as the bombardment zone 
and which now has popular beaches, pe-
destrian walkways, and campgrounds. 

This is unacceptable. Since 1995, 
there have been over 70 incidents in 
which members of the public have en-
countered unexploded bombs in this 
part of Culebra that could have caused 
them great harm. 

Last March, a young girl visiting a 
Culebra beach suffered burns after she 
picked up an artillery shell containing 
white phosphorous. 

Earlier this year, local authorities 
had to close the same Culebra beach 
when a 100-pound unexploded bomb was 
discovered underwater close to shore. 

I have filed multiple bills to require 
DOD to fund the cleanup of this parcel 
and to remove this public safety 
threat, but DOD has opposed my ef-
forts. The letter urges DOD to recon-
sider its position in this matter. 

The use of Vieques and Culebra as 
training ranges may have ceased, but 
the legacy of such use must be ad-
dressed by DOD. Working with my col-
leagues, I will continue to do every-
thing within my power to ensure that 
DOD fulfills its legal and moral respon-
sibilities. 

f 

CONGRATULATING UNIVERSITY OF 
KENTUCKY WILDCATS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
BLACK). The Chair recognizes the gen-
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. BARR) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. BARR. Madam Speaker, when it 
comes to college basketball, there is 
simply no place like my old Kentucky 
home. 

I rise with the distinct honor of con-
gratulating my hometown University 
of Kentucky Wildcats men’s basketball 
team on moving on to the Sweet 16 in 
the 2014 Men’s Division I Basketball 
Tournament. 

This season has had its ups and 
downs, but this group of young men— 
the youngest average age of any team 
in the tournament—is coalescing at 
just the right time. 

This momentum is a testament to 
the players’ willingness to put team 
ahead of self—a lesson we here in Con-
gress could stand to learn from—and 
the ability of Coach John Calipari and 
his staff to mold raw talent into a co-
hesive, disciplined attack on both the 
defensive and offensive ends of the 
court in just a few short months. 

Hard-fought victories by these Wild-
cats over Kansas State and an un-
beaten Wichita State team—a very lik-
able team—have set up what might 
well be the main event of the entire 
tournament, not just for residents of 
the Commonwealth of Kentucky, but 
for college basketball fans all around 
this country—a rematch between the 

University of Kentucky and the Uni-
versity of Louisville, the two previous 
national champions. 

With all due respect to Duke and 
North Carolina, the University of Ken-
tucky-University of Louisville rivalry 
is the greatest and most competitive 
rivalry in all of college basketball. One 
of the reasons for this is this is a non-
conference rivalry. After the original 
dream game in 1983, the general assem-
bly of Kentucky mandated in State law 
that these two great programs in col-
lege basketball play against one an-
other each and every year. 

Our Wildcats won the meeting earlier 
this season between these two squads 
and are now looking to repeat the 
events of the 2012 tournament in which 
a victory over archrival Louisville in 
the Final Four paved the way for the 
University of Kentucky’s eighth na-
tional championship. 

This year’s young Cats were second 
in the Southeastern Conference in av-
erage points scored and fourth in terms 
of points allowed, demonstrating that 
their physical play is equal oppor-
tunity on offense and defense. 

Both statistics are grounded in these 
players’ ability to pound the glass for 
rebounds, led by forward Julius Randle, 
who has averaged a double-double all 
season and routinely finds ways to re-
bound and drive when double-, triple-, 
or even quadruple-teamed. 

While Randle and other big men—in-
cluding freshman Dakari Johnson and 
future draft prospect Willie Cauley- 
Stein—collapse opponents’ defenses, 
the outside shooting threats of twins 
Aaron and Andrew Harrison and James 
Young keep the Cats a threat from the 
perimeter. 

As any college basketball fan can tell 
you, these young men have a lot to live 
up to, given the legacy of the Univer-
sity of Kentucky and the lofty expecta-
tions of the most passionate fan base in 
all of college basketball, the Big Blue 
Nation. 

The Wildcats represent the greatest 
tradition in the history of college bas-
ketball as the winningest program of 
all time, in both the number of total 
wins and total win percentage. 

As Coach Cal said at the beginning of 
the season: 

Kentucky doesn’t just play college basket-
ball; we are college basketball. 

Even former coach and current Lou-
isville coach Rick Pitino said that the 
University of Kentucky is the Roman 
Empire of college basketball. 

This new batch of Cats, young as 
they are, has already lived up to this 
imposing pedigree. While Friday’s 
game against Louisville will be a sig-
nificant challenge, I know it will be 
‘‘On, On, U of K’’ to the Elite Eight and 
the Final Four; and I know, for many 
in the Bluegrass, a win over the Car-
dinals will be enough to call this sea-
son a success. 

In fact, I am so confident this game 
will go in favor of the Wildcats that I 
have made a friendly wager of locally 
distilled Kentucky bourbon with my 

good friend, the Member from Louis-
ville, JOHN YARMUTH. 

While he thinks I will be eating crow, 
I am pretty sure that the Wildcats will 
be eating some Cardinal come Friday 
night. 

f 

REFORM THE MILITARY SYSTEM 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. SPEIER) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. SPEIER. Madam Speaker, last 
week, as the world watched in disbelief, 
the trial of Brigadier General Sinclair 
concluded much as it began, flawed and 
unjust. 

Even with the world watching, the 
military once again demonstrated its 
outright incompetence at admin-
istering justice. 

Brigadier General Sinclair walked 
out of the court a free man, even 
though he had pled guilty to these 
charges: 

He pled guilty to an inappropriate re-
lationship with his accuser; an inappro-
priate relationship with another female 
Army captain; an inappropriate rela-
tionship with a female Army major; 
possessing and displaying pornographic 
images and videos on his computer in 
Afghanistan. 

He pled guilty to using a govern-
ment-issued travel card for personal 
purposes for a trip to Tucson, Arizona, 
and a trip to Fort Hood, Texas, to see 
his mistress. 

He pled guilty to attempting to start 
an inappropriate relationship with a fe-
male Army lieutenant; sexually ex-
plicit communications with a female 
Army major, requesting and receiving 
nude photos and a sexually explicit 
video of her. 

He pled guilty to vulgar language to 
describe female staff officers; impeding 
an investigation; and adultery with his 
accuser. 

Again, these aren’t the charges the 
judge found Sinclair innocent of, but 
all of the charges Sinclair pled guilty 
to. 

His punishment? No demotion in 
rank, no forced retirement, no jail 
time. 

Instead, a small fine that he will pay 
with his generous taxpayer-funded pen-
sion and a potent message to those 
that are thinking of coming forward: 
you will be dragged through the mud, 
and you will be punished, not the per-
petrator. 

A civilian would have been fired. The 
misuse of government funds and the 
gross misconduct by General Sinclair, 
who pled guilty to all of those charges, 
should have been more than enough to 
fire him. 

I would like to say that I was 
shocked by this unconscionable deci-
sion, but after working on this issue 
for 3 years, I have learned that this 
pattern is the rule, not the exception. 

Whether the Army intended it or not, 
this was a high-profile test case for 
whether the military can hold its high-
est officers accountable for committing 
serious offenses. It failed. 
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The military seems to be determined 

to make our point for us. The current 
military system of justice is incapable 
of meting out justice in an impartial 
and effective way. 

When Sinclair was challenged by his 
staff for his conduct and remarks to-
wards women, the general replied: 

I’m the general. I’ll say whatever [exple-
tive deleted] I want. 

You know, he is right. In the mili-
tary, misogynous attitudes and con-
duct, even violent crimes against 
women, are condoned and, at times, 
even celebrated. 

In 2010, a skit was performed for Gen-
eral Sinclair’s benefit, where a soldier 
wore a wig and dressed as a female offi-
cer and offered to perform oral sex for 
the general. This skit was performed in 
front of the general’s wife and more 
than 500 people; yet this gross perform-
ance of General Sinclair’s sexual mis-
conduct was no cause for concern at 
the time. 

Until these cases are taken out of the 
chain of command, the reality and per-
ception will continue to be that the 
military justice system is tainted 
under command influence and is inher-
ently unjust. 

The American people look at how 
this case was handled and see that a 
commanding officer without legal ex-
pertise and a built-in conflict of inter-
est is not competent to prosecute seri-
ous crimes. 

It should now be clear to everyone in 
Congress that the military is incapable 
of holding perpetrators accountable. It 
is our duty to reform the system which 
we created in the first place, not the 
commanders whose legal training and 
built-in conflicts of interest have prov-
en to be so effective. 

This case is an embarrassment to the 
military; and, frankly, it is an embar-
rassment to Congress. When will we be 
willing to say ‘‘enough’’ and do our 
duty to protect our servicemembers 
from predators like General Sinclair? 

f 

b 1045 

IMMIGRATION REFORM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. To my col-
leagues, I say good morning. 

Madam Speaker, it is good to be an 
American, and it is good to have the 
opportunity to celebrate the greatest 
democracy in the world. That is why I 
stand today and join my Democratic 
colleagues as they appear on the east 
steps in calling all colleagues to stand 
under the bright shining Sun to cele-
brate that democracy, for, today, 
Democrats will stand united, calling 
upon our Republican friends to push for 
a vote on comprehensive, reasonable, 
sensible immigration reform. 

I stand with these icons: 
Remember always that all of us—that you 

and I especially—are descendants from im-
migrants and revolutionists—President 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt. 

The land flourished because it was fed from 
so many sources, because it was nourished 
by so many cultures and traditions and peo-
ple—President Lyndon Baines Johnson. 

Everywhere immigrants have enriched and 
strengthened the fabric of American life— 
President John F. Kennedy. 

He never strayed away from his 
strong Irish heritage. Then, of course, 
in Women’s History Month: 

I am a beneficiary of the American peo-
ple’s generosity, and I hope we can have 
comprehensive immigration legislation that 
allows this country to continue to be en-
riched by those who were not born here— 
former U.S. Secretary of State Madeleine 
Albright. 

SHEILA JACKSON LEE, a descendant of 
Jamaican immigrants. My grand-
mother and grandfather came by way 
of the Panama Canal. Today, I can go 
to the Panama Canal and see my 
grandfather’s name X’d there, for he 
worked with his hands to build the 
Panama Canal. Then the family trav-
eled with small suitcases to South 
Carolina and, ultimately, made a life 
in this great Nation. What a privilege 
it is to serve in this body as a descend-
ant, as someone who has recent immi-
grant grandparents who came to this 
Nation for opportunity. 

Finally, let me offer these thoughts 
through this quote: 

This issue has been around for too long. A 
comprehensive approach is long overdue, and 
I am confident that the President, myself, 
and others can find the common ground to 
take care of this issue once and for all— 
House Speaker John Boehner. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask you today to 
stand with those eloquent and impor-
tant Americans, Presidents and Secre-
taries of State who have indicated that 
we are better for the immigrant oppor-
tunities that we have been given. Mr. 
BOEHNER, we want a vote now. 

As you look, you will see a picture of 
Leader PELOSI and of myself and of my 
colleague from Alabama (Ms. SEWELL). 
We are not important, but the children 
are who are here, who are diverse in 
their understanding of cultural diver-
sity. Madam Speaker, these children 
speak Chinese and Spanish. They are 2 
years old and 3 years old and 4 years 
old. They are in the Barbara Jordan 
International Child Care Center. We 
know we need child care, and they un-
derstand the richness of what happens 
with diversity. 

Let me share with you very briefly 
that there are 16.4 percent of Texans 
who are foreign born: 42 percent are 
Latino or Asian; 87 percent of children 
with immigrant parents are U.S. citi-
zens, and 75 percent of those children 
are English fluent. These are individ-
uals who want to contribute to Amer-
ica. Asian-owned businesses in Texas 
create $40.2 billion in revenue, and 
Latino-owned create $61.9 billion in 
revenue from their businesses. 

Here are the results of deporting 
rather than putting forward com-
prehensive immigration reform legisla-
tion, not for people who want to do you 
harm but who want to do you good. I 
am glad that H.R. 1417 is in the bill 

that we want to vote on. That is the bi-
partisan Homeland Security bill that I 
helped write that came out in a bipar-
tisan manner, but this is what America 
will do to herself without comprehen-
sive immigration reform: 

We will lose, in wages, $33.2 billion if 
you deport every person who is non-
status. In tax revenue, you will lose 
$14.5 billion. In jobs creation, you will 
lose $77.7 billion in the decrease of 
gross State product. This is from the 
State of Texas alone. 

So, in actuality, comprehensive im-
migration reform creates jobs, and it 
creates opportunities. But do you know 
what? It is the right thing to do. 

As a young child, I looked to the 
Statue of Liberty for such inspiration. 
I remember school trips of my going to 
the Statue of Liberty, and I am re-
minded of that extending arm that said 
it welcomes those who are worn and 
those who are forlorn. It welcomes 
them to the greatest democracy in the 
world. 

Give us a vote right now. We want to 
vote for comprehensive immigration 
reform. We want these children to grow 
up in a democracy that is befitting of 
this great Nation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to direct their re-
marks to the Chair. 

f 

IMMIGRATION REFORM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. KILDEE) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. KILDEE. Madam Speaker, as I 
have mentioned a few times when I 
have come to the floor in the last 14 
months now, I am a member of the 
freshman class, elected in 2012. I am 
proud of that fact. I am proud of it for 
several reasons, but one of the things 
that is significant about this class, par-
ticularly on our side of the aisle here 
as Democrats, is that it is the most di-
verse group of individuals ever elected 
to the United States Congress in a sin-
gle class. In fact, its diversity is such 
that it is made up of a majority of mi-
norities, women, and LGBT members— 
a majority minority class. Its diversity 
gives us tremendous strength. As I sit 
with my colleagues, it is amazing to 
me the vast perspectives that we bring, 
and I think it has brought to us much 
better opportunity and a much better 
ability to see the needs of this country 
and to address them. 

It is the diversity of this Congress, 
and especially of this Congress elected 
in 2012, that is its principal strength. I 
say that because it is my view that it 
is the diversity of our Nation that is 
our greatest strength. What makes 
America exceptional is its diversity, 
and that diversity is the result of a cul-
ture and of values that have been wel-
coming to people from all corners of 
the world to come here and make the 
U.S. home—to build businesses, to 
bring their families, to invest in com-
munity—and to be a part of something 
that we have never seen before on the 
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face of the planet, which is a nation of 
immigrants. 

For far too long, however, the need 
to reform our obsolete immigration 
system has been a low priority for the 
House leadership. It has been, essen-
tially, on the back burner. Americans 
have said loud and clear that they 
want Congress to act on comprehensive 
immigration reform, and it doesn’t 
seem to matter whom we talk to. For 
people on the left and the right, across 
the different regions of this country, 
the need for immigration reform is in-
creasingly clear, not just because it re-
flects our values, but because many see 
it as in our vital economic interest 
that we reform our obsolete immigra-
tion policies and return to the values 
that made this country so great. It is 
that welcoming value, that value that 
says: Come here. Be a part of this Na-
tion. Help grow it. Help build it, and 
help contribute to its productivity. 

Last year, when immigration reform 
was, obviously, coming before us be-
cause so many Members were express-
ing the need for it, we heard the Speak-
er say that the Senate should act first 
and that he would await Senate action 
before bringing comprehensive immi-
gration reform to the floor of the 
House of Representatives. Last year, 
the Senate acted. The Senate acted in 
a bipartisan fashion by a vote of 68–32 
and passed comprehensive immigration 
reform. It was not a perfect piece of 
legislation—none of them are—but 
they passed comprehensive immigra-
tion reform, which is something that 
people in this country have been ask-
ing for for a long time. 

But nothing. Nothing was brought to 
the House. In fact, while we had immi-
gration reform ready to go—we have a 
bipartisan bill here in the House of 
Representatives—silence from the lead-
ership on the Republican side. 

Then earlier this year, in January, 
the Speaker said that, once he had 
been able to present to his Conference 
the principles by which the Republican 
Conference would pursue comprehen-
sive immigration reform, we would be 
able to then turn to this question and 
move forward on what the American 
people have been asking for for a long 
time. That was in January. Next week, 
it is April, and the House and the 
American people still wait. 

There is overwhelming support for 
comprehensive immigration reform. It 
comes from labor. It comes from our 
business community. It comes from the 
agriculture community. It is so rare 
that we have an issue like this that is 
number one fundamental to who we are 
as Americans, and it is so rare that we 
have an issue that unites the people 
who very often on this very floor have 
their differences manifest in the de-
bates of Congress. Now we have an 
issue that is consistent with our his-
tory, that is consistent with our val-
ues, and that is supported by big and 
small businesses, by agriculture inter-
ests, by organized labor, by Democrats 
and Republicans. 

It is long overdue. It is time for us to 
get about the business of the American 
people and to take immigration reform 
up now. 

f 

IMMIGRATION REFORM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Colorado (Mr. POLIS) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. POLIS. I come before this body 
today, Madam Speaker, to address the 
urgent need for passing immigration 
reform and finally replacing our bro-
ken immigration system with one that 
secures the rule of law, that secures 
our Nation’s borders, and that ensures 
that we fix this problem and issue 
going forward. 

Look, nobody is happy with how 
things are today with regards to immi-
gration. Why should we be? We should, 
in fact, be ashamed as a country to 
look ourselves in the face and say: We 
are a country in which we don’t even 
know who is here. There could be 10 
million people or 15 million people here 
illegally. We don’t enforce the law at 
workplaces. There is no mandatory 
workplace authentication. We are not 
serious about border security. These 
are the things that the Senate bill and 
H.R. 15 would remedy. 

We have an unprecedented level of in-
vestment in border security. We make 
sure that businesses verify every em-
ployee who goes to work in order to en-
sure that one is there legally to work. 
We make sure the people we need in 
our economy to work and have jobs are 
able to get the permission to go to 
work the next day. H.R. 15 would cre-
ate over 150,000 jobs for American citi-
zens. It would reduce our budget deficit 
by $200 billion. It would secure our bor-
der, reflect our values as a nation of 
immigrants and as a nation of laws 
with an immigration system that 
makes sense for our country, that 
makes sense for American citizens, 
that makes sense for reducing our 
budget deficit, and that works—fun-
damentally works—to help make 
America more competitive. 

That is why there is an unprece-
dented coalition around H.R. 15, our 
comprehensive bipartisan immigration 
reform bill. It is a coalition so strong 
that, if this bill were placed on the 
floor of the House tomorrow, it would 
pass. 

It is a coalition that unites business 
and labor, a coalition that unites the 
agriculture industry with farmers and 
with farmworkers, a coalition that in-
cludes members of the faith-based com-
munity, from the evangelical tradi-
tions, to the Catholic tradition, to the 
Jewish tradition, to the Muslim tradi-
tion. The full diversity of faith in our 
country supports this bill and this ap-
proach to immigration reform. 

It is a coalition that includes the 
technology community and that in-
cludes the innovators of tomorrow’s 
economy. H.R. 15 includes entrepre-
neurship visas. It includes a route 
where high-skilled workers who are 

trained at our universities with Ph.D.’s 
in engineering and math are able to 
stay in our country to deploy their tal-
ents here rather than our route of cur-
rent dysfunction of an immigration 
system that forces them back to over-
seas countries where the jobs follow 
them. 

b 1100 
We want that talent here to make 

our country stronger. H.R. 15 does that. 
We call upon the Speaker to move 

forward with bringing this bill to the 
floor. There has not been a single im-
migration bill considered by this 
House, and that is why moments from 
now my colleagues will be launching a 
discharge petition to bring H.R. 15, im-
migration reform, to the floor of this 
House. 

Madam Speaker, you may ask, What 
is a discharge petition? 

A discharge petition is a way that 
the membership of this body, the 435 
fine men and women who make up the 
United States Congress, can go around 
a Speaker who is unwilling to schedule 
a bill for a vote, and we ourselves can 
schedule the bill for a vote. 

Normally, the Speaker decides what 
bills are considered on this floor. But if 
218 of 435 Members—that is half of this 
body, a majority of this body—sign a 
discharge petition, that bill will imme-
diately come to the floor of the House 
for an up-or-down vote. And that is all 
we are asking, Madam Speaker. 

We know that there are people in this 
body who might have heartfelt convic-
tions against fixing our immigration 
system. They can vote their con-
science, just as we vote ours. But when 
we have a majority of this body ready 
to act in concert with the Senate, in 
concert with the President, in harmony 
with over 75 percent of the American 
people who support fixing our immigra-
tion system, it is time to act. 

No Speaker, no majority leader, 
should stand in the way of over-
whelming opinion both inside this body 
and outside this body. The time for fi-
nally fixing our broken immigration 
system, replacing chaos with order, re-
placing unruliness with the rule of law, 
replacing a lack of certainty with secu-
rity and certainty, and an investment 
in our future, is now. 

I call upon all of my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle, in the face of 
the failure of this body to act, to sign 
the discharge petition, take back con-
trol of this Chamber for a solid, com-
monsense majority of Democrats and 
Republicans who want immigration re-
form to pass now. We can do that sim-
ply by signing on the dotted line on the 
discharge petition, as I intend to do 
moments from now. 

I call upon all my colleagues to sign 
the discharge petition and finally fix 
our broken immigration system. 

f 

BUILDING FUTURES RHODE 
ISLAND 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
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Rhode Island (Mr. CICILLINE) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. CICILLINE. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize Building Fu-
tures, a Providence-based work train-
ing program that prepares Rhode Is-
landers for careers in the construction 
industry. This program has made a real 
difference in the lives of 145 Rhode Is-
landers by placing them in registered 
apprenticeships as bricklayers, car-
penters, electricians, plumbers, and 
other construction trade apprentice-
ships. This success is due, in large part, 
to its dedicated and talented staff, led 
by director and founder Andrew Cortes. 

I was pleased to stand with Andrew 
as mayor of Providence in 2007 to help 
launch Building Futures, which has be-
come a national model for work train-
ing programs, and recently to be with 
him and many others to celebrate their 
success at Building Futures and to 
hear directly from so many who have 
benefited from this program who are 
now holding good-paying jobs in my 
State. 

Addressing the skills gap is one of 
Rhode Island’s and our Nation’s most 
pressing challenges. We know that too 
many people are searching for good- 
paying jobs, but too often, even though 
they are hardworking, they lack the 
particular skills they need for the jobs 
that are available. 

Building Futures is helping to re-
store opportunity by bridging the 
skills gap and strengthening Rhode Is-
land’s workforce. Today, I am proud to 
salute their efforts and congratulate 
them on a job well done. 

f 

IMMIGRATION REFORM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. LOFGREN) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. LOFGREN. Madam Speaker, I 
think what we are engaging on today 
has the potential of being truly his-
toric. We need a vote on immigration 
reform. 

Several weeks ago, I was home in the 
district I represent. I go home every 
week. The Secretary of Commerce was 
visiting in Silicon Valley. She gave a 
good speech. After she finished her 
speech, she invited questions. The very 
first question was from a young man— 
a scientist—who said this: 

I started a company. I am about to hire 
four Americans. But my visa is up next 
month. What am I supposed to do? 

As I was talking to that young man, 
another young man came forward—an-
other scientist who has just formed a 
company. He is about to go into a hir-
ing mode, but his visa was about up. 

So when you take a look and listen 
to the people in Silicon Valley saying 
we are going to lose jobs in America 
because we have a dysfunctional immi-
gration system, that shows the prob-
lem that we have allowed to fester. 

Recently, I met with farmers. They 
told me that they are not planting 
crops this year because they can’t iden-
tify who is going to pick those crops. 

About 80 percent of the migrant farm-
workers in America are here without 
their proper documents. Do I think 
that is a good situation? No, I do not. 

A number of years ago, when I 
chaired the Immigration Sub-
committee, we had a wonderful wit-
ness, Dr. Richard Land, then the head 
of the Southern Baptist Convention, 
and this was his testimony. He said: 

We had for many years two signs at the 
southern border. One sign said, ‘‘No Tres-
passing,’’ and the other sign said, ‘‘Help 
Wanted.’’ 

Those farmworkers who are here 
picking the vegetables that we will 
enjoy at our meals responded to that 
‘‘Help Wanted’’ sign. 

Sometimes people say you should do 
it in the legal way. Get to the end of 
the line. And this is from someone who 
was a former immigration lawyer. I 
used to teach immigration law at the 
University of Santa Clara. The truth 
is, there is no line to get into. We have 
created a dysfunctional system that 
does not serve American interests. 

H.R. 15 is not a perfect bill. No piece 
of legislation is. But it was a bill that 
attracted broad bipartisan support in 
the United States Senate. 

This discharge petition says just one 
thing: Let’s have a vote. Why would 
the Speaker of the House and the Re-
publican leadership refuse to allow this 
body to have an up-or-down vote on 
that bill? 

A discharge petition is something 
that has been in the rules of the House 
for many, many decades. It has been 
used occasionally in the past to actu-
ally un-bottle-up bills that the leader-
ship didn’t want the body to vote on. 
Most recently, campaign finance re-
form came to the floor of the House be-
cause of a discharge petition. 

A lot of Members of the House say 
that they favor immigration reform. 
Here is an opportunity to hold every 
Member of this House accountable. If 
you favor reform of the immigration 
system, you should favor having an up- 
or-down vote on H.R. 15. If you favor an 
up-or-down vote, we expect you, no 
matter what your party designation, to 
sign this discharge petition so the 
House of Representatives may have an 
opportunity to address this question 
and vote ‘‘yes’’ or ‘‘no’’ on this bill. 

I hope that members of the public 
who are aware of the need for immigra-
tion reform to reform a system that is 
not serving our economic interests, 
that is breaking up families and leav-
ing children in foster care while their 
parents are deported, will call their 
Members of the House of Representa-
tives and ask them to sign this dis-
charge petition. It is in the rules. It is 
what we expect. 

We need a vote. 
f 

IMMIGRATION REFORM 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. GARCIA) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GARCIA. Madam Speaker, I 
would like to thank my colleagues for 

joining me here today, as well as those 
advocates tirelessly working for com-
prehensive immigration reform. 

Nine months have passed since the 
Senate moved on a strongly bipartisan 
comprehensive immigration bill. In 
that time, we have heard nothing but 
excuses and empty promises from the 
Speaker. 

Yesterday, the Congressional Budget 
Office confirmed what so many of us al-
ready know: immigration is a boon for 
our economy. It will reduce the deficit 
by nearly $1 trillion, raise wages, and 
increase the Nation’s productivity. It 
will make our country richer and cre-
ate opportunity for all. But because 
the Speaker refuses to give us a vote, 
we have seen more families ripped 
apart, more jobs go overseas, and more 
people get stuck in a broken, outdated, 
and inefficient system. 

We can’t afford to wait any longer for 
this House to take up immigration re-
form. The time has come to move this 
forward. 

Immigration reform isn’t just the 
right thing to do, it is the smart thing 
to do. Our country needs it, the Amer-
ican people support it, and there are 
enough votes today in the House of 
Representatives to pass it. 

I invite all my colleagues to join me 
in signing the discharge petition so we 
can finally bring immigration reform 
to a vote. 

f 

IMMIGRATION REFORM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
California (Mr. CÁRDENAS) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. CÁRDENAS. Madam Speaker, 
this week, the nonpartisan Congres-
sional Budget Office told us that the 
bipartisan, comprehensive immigration 
reform legislation in this House, H.R. 
15, will reduce the deficit by $900 bil-
lion over the next 20 years—$200 billion 
in the first decade alone. 

In today’s economy, immigration re-
form is a vital lifeblood. By adding 11 
million to our workforce here in the 
United States, our economy will con-
tinue driving our recovery. This influx 
of workers will increase consumption, 
pushing businesses to grow and hire 
more employees to meet their new con-
sumers’ needs. 

Thanks to the Congressional Budget 
Office’s report, we are reminded that 
bringing 11 million hardworking men 
and women out of the shadows is not 
simply a moral battle, it is not only an 
attempt to legalize millions of hard-
working people who are already here in 
our country, it is an opportunity for us 
to create employment for our fellow 
Americans. It will supercharge the 
economy of this great Nation. 

I think it is important for all of 
America to understand that com-
prehensive immigration reform is the 
best thing that we can do for our econ-
omy. The economists have reminded us 
of that. But, unfortunately, ladies and 
gentlemen, what stands in the way is a 
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decision by the Speaker of this House 
to just offer the opportunity to put 
that bill on this floor so that we as 
Members of Congress can vote on this 
legislation. 

Should it pass, should it fail, that is 
the objective as to why we are elected 
to this House—so that we can debate, 
so that we can deliberate, so that we 
can help make decisions that move this 
country forward. 

All we are asking is that we have the 
opportunity to vote on the floor of the 
United States Congress on a bill, an 
issue, that will unleash this economy, 
and that is something that I think 
every American wants to see happen. 

We have millions of Americans who 
are out of work. Some have been out of 
work for years. This comprehensive im-
migration reform will unleash this 
economy and create more jobs for 
American citizens more than anything 
that this Congress can do today. 

I think it is incumbent upon every 
American to urge your congressional 
Member to vote on comprehensive im-
migration reform. Should they choose 
to vote ‘‘no’’ or choose to vote ‘‘yes,’’ 
that is the prerogative of that elected 
official. Unfortunately, the Speaker of 
this House will not give us that oppor-
tunity. 

Once again, Americans, the best 
thing that we can do as a country is to 
get our economy back on track and 
allow hardworking Americans the op-
portunity to go back to work, to have 
the dignity of bringing home a pay-
check for them and their families. 

Comprehensive immigration reform 
is that answer. The economists have 
said so. But, unfortunately, some poli-
ticians refuse to face reality and refuse 
to supercharge the American economy. 
We are just one vote away, one oppor-
tunity away, from doing that. 

f 

b 1115 

WHAT WE KNOW 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. JOHNSON) for 21⁄2 minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, last week, the American As-
sociation for the Advancement of 
Sciences released a new report titled 
‘‘What We Know.’’ 

The report states unequivocally that 
climate change is a scientific fact, that 
human activity is linked to climate 
change, and that, if we do not act soon, 
the problem will get far worse and 
more expensive for us to deal with. 

This is not a super-PAC or a political 
association tied to a candidate or to a 
group of scientists. This is a group of 
scientists representing the leading ex-
perts in their fields, and they are 
speaking to us in one unified voice. 

In Georgia, agriculture is our State’s 
number one industry; and yet, as dam-
aging and unpredictable as the weather 
patterns are making life difficult for 
our farmers, Republicans in our State 
suggest that the science is not well set-
tled. 

Madam Speaker, I hope that they get 
a chance to read this latest evidence. 
The science is settled. The only debate 
that remains is whether or not we will 
take action before it is too late. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

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

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, March 25, 2014. 

Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
The Speaker, U.S. Capitol, House of Representa-

tives, Washington, DC. 
DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-

mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
March 25, 2014 at 5:54 p.m.: 

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 4275. 

With best wishes, I am 
Sincerely, 

KAREN L. HAAS. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 16 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess. 

f 

b 1200 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker at 
noon. 

f 

PRAYER 

Reverend Jonathan Weaver, Greater 
Mt. Nebo AME Church, Bowie, Mary-
land, offered the following prayer: 

To You, O Lord, the God of the uni-
verse and the author and finisher of 
life, we come today expressing our 
thanks for all that You have done for 
us, not just within the last few mo-
ments, but over the sweep of our lives, 
the triumphs as well as the turmoil. 

We pray that as the Members of Con-
gress deliberate today, grant them 
even greater wisdom so that their ac-
tions will honor You in what they do to 
serve the people they represent. 

Help all of us to continue to look be-
yond ourselves and our personal inter-
ests and to seek ways to make life bet-
ter for those around us, both near and 
far. 

I pray that even with and through 
our differences, that You will unite us 
as a people, so that our Nation will 
continue to prosper and honor You. 

Amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-

ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, pursuant to clause 1, rule I, I 
demand a vote on agreeing to the 
Speaker’s approval of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the Speaker’s approval of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I object to the vote on the 
ground that a quorum is not present 
and make the point of order that a 
quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to clause 8, 
rule XX, further proceedings on this 
question will be postponed. 

The point of no quorum is considered 
withdrawn. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. HAHN) 
come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Ms. HAHN led the Pledge of Alle-
giance 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. 

f 

WELCOMING REVEREND 
JONATHAN WEAVER 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
HOYER) is recognized for 1 minute. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, it is my 

honor this morning to express the grat-
itude of the House for this morning’s 
opening prayer by one of Maryland’s 
most dynamic and inspirational faith 
leaders, my dear friend, Pastor Jona-
than Leslie Weaver. 

Pastor Weaver likes to share with 
visitors to his church this verse from 
Psalms 68: ‘‘Blessed be the Lord, who 
daily loads us with benefits.’’ 

For the past 25 years, Mr. Speaker, 
Reverend Weaver has been sharing the 
benefits of his care and his wisdom 
with his flock at Greater Mt. Nebo Af-
rican Methodist Episcopal Church in 
Bowie, Maryland. 

Pastor Weaver has overseen its 
growth from 100 members in 1988 to 
more than 1,600 today. It now has more 
than 50 ministries serving the church 
and our wider community. 

Under the pastor’s leadership, the 
church is engaged in numerous chari-
table works, including reentry pro-
grams, community-based violence pre-
vention, and antihunger projects. 

In addition, Mr. Speaker, Pastor 
Weaver has been at the center of an 
economic empowerment effort which 
has advantaged literally tens of thou-
sands of people in our area and now has 
five chapters throughout our country. 

I thank Pastor Weaver, along with 
his wife, Pamela, for their many years 
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of service. They are a blessing to our 
community. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
HULTGREN). The Chair will entertain up 
to 15 further requests for 1-minute 
speeches on each side. 

f 

BACKLOG AT THE DEPARTMENT 
OF VETERANS AFFAIRS 

(Mr. BOEHNER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, my col-
leagues, I know that the House shares 
my deep concern over the backlog of 
benefit claims at the Department of 
Veterans Affairs. 

It is nothing short of a black eye for 
our government. This country has 
made promises that it is our duty to 
keep, and the House has acted to tack-
le this problem. 

Even so, reform won’t get very far if 
it is carried out by managers who have 
proven that they are not up to the job. 
So we recently introduced H.R. 4031, 
the VA Management Accountability 
Act. This measure gives the VA Sec-
retary the authority to fire and demote 
officials who aren’t performing. 

The principle here is simple. When 
you are not getting the job done, you 
have got to go. At the VA, it has been 
quite the opposite. For all the incom-
petence we have seen and all the lives 
that have been lost, the evidence shows 
there has been no accountability. Only 
half-measures and little slaps on the 
wrist. 

At any agency that has fallen down 
on the job this would be unacceptable. 
But to have it happen in the health 
care system for America’s veterans? I 
think it is shameful. 

The VA is failing our veterans and 
their families. It is time we hold these 
people accountable and get people in 
there who can fix this backlog once and 
for all. 

I am going to applaud Chairman MIL-
LER and the Veterans Affairs’ Com-
mittee for their leadership. I am 
pleased this legislation has already 
picked up the support of several vet-
erans’ organizations. I would urge all 
of my colleagues to back this critical 
measure. 

f 

HONORING THE MEMORY OF 
RALPH WILSON 

(Mr. HIGGINS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to mourn the passing of Ralph 
Wilson. Wilson is best known in my 
western New York community as the 
founder and owner of the Buffalo Bills 
for a remarkable 55-year tenure. He 
was a savvy businessman and true 
lover of the game of football. 

I remember Mr. Wilson calling me to 
his office to discuss his concerns about 
the new NFL collective bargaining 
agreement. He believed that agreement 
was stacked against smaller market 
teams like Buffalo, and I found him to 
have a better command of the details 
than anyone on the subject. He was 
passionate not only about his beloved 
Buffalo Bills, but about its place in our 
community as well. 

Mr. Wilson’s interest in our commu-
nity did not stop at football. His foun-
dation donated over $11 million in the 
past two decades, including to the 
Roswell Park Cancer Institute, the 
community food banks, and the Hos-
pice Foundation of Western New York. 

Mr. Speaker, we are forever grateful 
for Mr. Wilson’s dedication to western 
New York and to our Nation as a World 
War II veteran. My thoughts and pray-
ers are with his family and friends dur-
ing this difficult time. 

f 

NATIONAL AGRICULTURE WEEK 

(Mr. SMITH of Nebraska asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize National 
Agriculture Week. It is a time to cele-
brate the extraordinary diversity, 
abundance, and evolution of American 
agriculture. 

In 1960, the average U.S. farmer fed 26 
people; today, Mr. Speaker, the average 
U.S. farmer feeds 155 people by using 
less land, less water, less energy, and 
less fertilizer. 

Thanks to agriculture research which 
has given rise to new technologies and 
techniques, America’s producers are 
adopting practices which allow them to 
meet food, fiber, feed, and fuel demands 
and preserve our natural resources for 
generations to come. From high-tech 
irrigation tools to biotechnology, 
growers are producing a more stable, 
safe, quality, and affordable food sup-
ply. 

As we recognize National Agriculture 
Week, we have much to celebrate but 
many challenges ahead. Knowing the 
forward-thinking nature of producers, 
combined with these exciting advances 
in agriculture, I am confident we will 
meet all of the demands of our growing 
world. 

As cochair of the Modern Agriculture 
Caucus and the rural caucus, I am com-
mitted to ensuring Federal policy re-
flects sound science and strives to com-
plement, not undermine, this innova-
tion. 

f 

LET’S PASS COMPREHENSIVE 
IMMIGRATION REFORM 

(Mr. HIMES asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HIMES. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
because today the Democrats will 
present a discharge petition to force a 
vote in this House on something that 
so many Americans know to be abso-

lutely essential, which is comprehen-
sive immigration reform. 

The Senate has weighed in with 78 
‘‘yes’’ votes. This is a Senate where 
you don’t get 78 votes for just about 
anything—bipartisan support for com-
prehensive immigration reform. 

The reason I rise today, Mr. Speaker, 
is because yesterday in Financial Serv-
ices we had a very interesting hearing 
on why debt matters. We talked a lot 
about what we need to do to continue 
to put our country on a sustainable 
path and to help this recovery be 
stronger. 

We had David Cote, CEO of Honey-
well; Alice Rivlin of Brookings; Doug 
Holtz-Eakin of the American Action 
Forum; and Jared Bernstein from the 
Center on Budget and Policy Priorities. 
They agreed on one thing enthusiasti-
cally: that one of the most important 
steps we can take to spur growth in our 
economy, and to help our fiscal situa-
tion and balance our budget, would be 
to pass comprehensive immigration re-
form. The Senate has done so. It is 
time for this House to do the same and 
stand up for the economy and Amer-
ican families. 

f 

GOOD LUCK, DAYTON FLYERS 

(Mr. TURNER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, as a 
proud alumnus of the University of 
Dayton, I am here today to wish good 
luck to the Dayton Flyers. 

The University of Dayton men’s bas-
ketball team has advanced to the 
NCAA tournament’s Sweet 16 for the 
first time in 30 years. The Dayton Fly-
ers are the only team this season to 
have upset two top 25 teams in the sec-
ond and third rounds of the NCAA tour-
nament. 

But the city of Dayton has a history 
of being underestimated. Orville and 
Wilbur Wright started working on their 
so-called ‘‘flying machine’’ in a Dayton 
garage. As we all know, these pioneers 
of aviation went on to complete the 
first manned flight, transforming the 
way we travel and engage in commerce. 

It is fitting that the University of 
Dayton bears the Flyer name in honor 
of the Dayton tradition of succeeding 
despite all odds. 

Congratulations to the Dayton Fly-
ers and Coach Archie Miller. You have 
a vast fan base of students, faculty, 
and alumni throughout the country 
who will be cheering you on tomorrow 
night. 

f 

ECONOMIC SECURITY FOR WOMEN 

(Ms. HAHN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, far too 
many women face financial pressures 
simply due to outdated policies that 
hamper their opportunities for success. 

I recently hosted an event in Los An-
geles with Congresswoman ROYBAL- 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 01:50 Mar 27, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00010 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K26MR7.017 H26MRPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
6T

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H2657 March 26, 2014 
ALLARD and Congresswoman NAPOLI-
TANO to discuss women’s economic 
agenda. Over 200 women showed up to 
talk about this. 

We heard from women like Sonia and 
Caryn. Sonia has been a hotel worker 
for 9 years, barely making it on min-
imum wage, while balancing her work 
with the needs of her three young sons. 
Without paid medical and family leave 
through her employer, whenever one of 
her boys was sick, she had to stay 
home without pay. 

For mothers like Sonia, we must in-
crease the minimum wage and ensure 
employers provide paid family and 
medical leave for all of our families. 

Caryn’s life has turned around after 
she was finally able to access afford-
able child care in San Pedro, after 
struggling to balance taking care of 
her daughter as a single mom and 
building a future. Because of that she 
has already earned an associate’s de-
gree and is now studying for her bach-
elor’s degree. 

The success of our Nation relies upon 
the economic security of these women 
because when women succeed, America 
succeeds. 

f 

FOUR YEARS AND OBAMACARE IS 
STILL FAILING 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, according to an institute at 
the University of New Hampshire, the 
number of long-term unemployed 
Americans has more than doubled since 
2007, to a gruesome 39.3 percent. 

The President has had more than 
enough time to get our weak economy 
back on track. Instead of working with 
Congress on pro-growth reforms to our 
tax system and encouraging businesses 
to hire more workers, he has focused 
his attention on implementing his dis-
astrous health care takeover, destroy-
ing jobs. 

American families have felt the du-
plicity of the ‘‘Unaffordable Care Act.’’ 
They have lost health care plans. They 
have been forced to pay higher insur-
ance premiums and receive smaller 
paychecks due to reduction in work 
hours. 

A key to economic recovery starts 
with repealing and replacing the take-
over with a commonsense, patient-cen-
tered solution. Our workforce should 
not lose 2.5 million more jobs because 
of government mandates. We must 
work together to promote jobs. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and we will never forget September the 
11th in the global war on terrorism. 

f 

NATIONAL LIHEAP ACTION DAY 

(Mr. KILDEE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KILDEE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to talk about a critical Federal 

program that helps seniors and low-in-
come families in Michigan and across 
the country with their utility bills. 

The Low Income Home Energy As-
sistance Program, LIHEAP, provides 
short-term assistance to help house-
holds with their heating costs in the 
winter and cooling costs in the sum-
mer. In Michigan, more than 600,000 
households received LIHEAP assist-
ance last year. Nationally, LIHEAP 
serves 6.7 million people. 

These mostly one-time payments 
provide a financial bridge to ensure 
that vulnerable populations do not 
have to choose between paying their 
energy bills and affording the other ne-
cessities of life, like food and medicine. 

Today is National LIHEAP Action 
Day, and constituents, businesses, and 
nonprofit organizations are all in town 
to ask Congress to provide adequate 
funding so residents across the country 
are able to continue accessing this 
vital program. Please welcome them 
into your offices, and please support 
the critical LIHEAP program. 

With this year being one of the cold-
est winters in decades, many agencies 
are struggling with record numbers of 
people seeking assistance. LIHEAP 
benefits have already been cut; it is not 
time to cut them again. 

f 

b 1215 

HONORING ILLINOIS ASSISTANT 
PRINCIPAL OF THE YEAR 
SHERYL GRAY 

(Mr. HULTGREN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. HULTGREN. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to recognize a caring and in-
novative educational leader from Illi-
nois’ 14th Congressional District. 

For her hard work, Sheryl Gray was 
named Illinois Assistant Principal of 
the Year by the Illinois Principals As-
sociation. 

Since she began at Prairie Trail 
School in Wadsworth, she has created 
and implemented fresh ideas that bring 
together students and their families in 
education. 

Her brainchild Partnership and 
Achievement Lead to Success, or 
PALS, has been extremely successful 
in educating and empowering at-risk 
children. She has also devoted her time 
to improving Prairie Trail School’s 
special education program and increas-
ing school attendance by supporting 
families who are in need. 

A servant to the Lake County com-
munity, Sheryl Gray is an inspiration 
to her students and to the next genera-
tion of educators. 

With more leaders like Sheryl in 
schools, all of our children will be able 
to reach their true potential. 

f 

RAISE THE WAGE 

(Mr. YARMUTH asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. YARMUTH. Madam Speaker, 
during the past 40 years, we have made 
tremendous progress in America tech-
nologically, medically, socially, and— 
for many of our citizens—economi-
cally, but not if you are a family try-
ing to get by on the minimum wage. 

In real value, today’s Federal min-
imum wage is about 30 percent below 
the days when President Ford pardoned 
Richard Nixon and Cannonade won the 
Kentucky Derby. 

As American productivity has 
surged, the economic status of the 
American worker has weakened and, 
along with it, the capacity of American 
consumers to continue driving our 
economy. 

Even Walmart executives have ad-
mitted an obvious cause and effect. 
When their employees can’t afford to 
shop in their stores, profits will suffer. 

Madam Speaker, a fair minimum 
wage has the power to make work pay 
a little better, to give families a shot 
at a stronger future, and to grow our 
economy substantially. 

It is a corrective to obscene cor-
porate welfare, whereby American tax-
payers must support low wage workers 
when their employers don’t. 

It reaffirms the basic American idea 
that, if you put in 40 hours a week, you 
should be able to put food on your fam-
ily’s table every day. 

f 

PARALYMPIC CHAMPION EVAN 
STRONG 

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
before you today to honor Evan Strong 
in celebration of his continued achieve-
ments in the 2014 Sochi Paralympic 
Winter Games. 

Bordering the Tahoe National Forest, 
Nevada City is home to 3,000 people, in-
cluding Evan and his wife, Mariah. 
Today, I join the members of that com-
munity in recognizing his accomplish-
ments, generosity, and strength. 

Evan Strong grew up with a strong 
passion for sports. Whether it was surf-
ing the waves in Maui or skateboarding 
around the neighborhood, you could 
not find him without a board in his 
hand. Unfortunately, shortly before his 
18th birthday, Evan, on his motorcycle, 
was struck head-on by a drunk driver. 
Three days later, his left leg was ampu-
tated. 

Today, 10 years after his accident, 
Evan remains the most dominant ath-
lete on the adaptive snowboarding cir-
cuit. 

Evan’s story of overcoming adversity 
is an inspiration to California and to 
athletes all across the country. By 
turning an obstacle into opportunity, 
he has earned every title in the sport of 
adaptive boardercross, including a Win-
ter X Games gold medal, a world cham-
pionship title, two overall titles, and 11 
world cup titles. 

Perhaps most extraordinary, his his-
toric performance in the 2014 
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Paralympic Winter Games led the 
United States to a sweep in the men’s 
snowboard cross event and to earn him-
self the first gold medal in the games. 

I congratulate Evan on his remark-
able achievements. You make Cali-
fornia and our Nation extremely proud. 

f 

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF 
LETTER CARRIERS 

(Mrs. BEATTY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, today, 
the National Association of Letter Car-
riers Buckeye Branch 78 arrived in 
Washington for its national conference. 
I rise to honor these dedicated postal 
workers and thank them for the great 
service that they provide, bringing 
news during tragedy and triumph. 

America’s letter carriers have a long 
history of delivering the mail for well 
over 200 years. Their tireless commit-
ment helps ensure the timely delivery 
of prescriptions, paychecks, Social Se-
curity checks, and other communica-
tions to countless Americans and keeps 
the stream of commerce flowing. 

In light of the fiscal challenges faced 
by the United States Postal Service, a 
number of postal workers have been 
presented that they could potentially 
be downgraded; thus we would down-
grade Postal Services, hurt postal 
workers, and shutter post offices. 

As we continue these debates on this 
House floor, I wish to reassure the Na-
tional Association of Letter Carriers 
Buckeye Branch 78 that they have an 
ally in me. 

f 

REPEAL OBAMACARE 

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, yesterday, 
the Supreme Court heard arguments in 
the Hobby Lobby case. This business is 
simply asking that owners’ rights 
under the Religious Freedom Restora-
tion Act are respected. 

In an ironic bit of timing, the admin-
istration just effectively waived the 
March 31 deadline for signing up for an 
ObamaCare plan. 

Despite President Obama’s contin-
uous extra-legal rewriting of his health 
care law, he remains unwilling to ac-
commodate religious businessowners 
who are providing health care coverage 
for employees. 

Yesterday also brought a news report 
from North Carolina of 200 substitute 
teachers having their hours cut in 
order to comply with ObamaCare man-
dates. The teachers’ plight is not 
unique. 

As Republicans noted during the 
original debate over this law, putting 
the government in charge of 1/7th of 
the economy is a recipe for disaster. 

We need to repeal ObamaCare and 
enact health reform that empowers pa-
tients, not bureaucrats. 

AFFORDABLE CARE ACT 
DEADLINE 

(Mr. PAYNE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, with the 
deadline to sign up for the Affordable 
Care Act approaching, I want to en-
courage everyone, especially young 
people and people in my district, to 
sign up for health insurance. 

For those who think the process is 
too cumbersome or you won’t get an 
affordable rate, listen to this story 
from a 29-year-old woman from New 
Jersey, Fawziah Qadir. She said: My 
employer agreed to provide $300 a 
month towards any health plan I could 
find. 

Unfortunately, trying to find an af-
fordable insurance plan on her own in 
New Jersey where she lives, she said, 
was insane. One quote was over $700; 
others provided flimsy coverage. 

Full of frustration, Fawziah’s mother 
told her about the health care insur-
ance marketplace. She says that when 
she logged onto healthcare.gov, she 
was surprised to find out how easy it 
was to enroll. 

With her employer’s contribution, 
she has a comprehensive plan that 
costs just $63 a month. That is less 
than a cell phone bill or a cable bill, 
and we are talking about something 
much more important—our Nation’s 
health. 

Don’t wait. Go to healthcare.gov and 
find a plan that works for you. 

f 

RUSSIAN VIOLATION OF THE IN-
TERMEDIATE NUCLEAR FORCES 
TREATY 
(Mr. POE of Texas asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the 
Napoleon of Siberia has launched cold 
war II. He seems to be on a mission to 
restore the Soviet empire. He invaded 
Georgia, then Ukraine. He seized Cri-
mea. Putin’s next target? Well, no one 
knows. 

However, quietly, behind the scenes, 
Putin seems to be resurrecting a cold 
war nuclear program in violation of the 
1987 INF Treaty with the United 
States. 

Mr. Speaker, what good is a nuclear 
treaty if not all sides abide by it? Will 
Russia’s cheating start a 21st century 
arms race? 

Representatives MIKE ROGERS, JOE 
HECK, and I have introduced a resolu-
tion stating that the Russians have 
violated the treaty and there must be 
consequences. Russia cheats on trea-
ties, invades other nations, and we ba-
sically watch and talk and say that 
just isn’t nice. 

The President said of treaties in 2009: 
‘‘Rules must be binding. Violations 
must be punished. Words mean some-
thing.’’ 

However, as my grandfather used to 
say: ‘‘When all is said and done, more 
is said than done.’’ 

What are the consequences for Rus-
sian violation of the INF Treaty? We 
shall see. 

And that’s just the way it is. 

f 

WOMEN’S HISTORY MONTH 

(Ms. KELLY of Illinois asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
42 years ago, Congress passed the Equal 
Rights Amendment to guarantee equal 
rights for American women. Although 
we have made progress leveling the 
playing field, we still have a ways to 
go. 

Women earn more advanced degrees 
and make up half of our national work-
force, but the return on their edu-
cational investment doesn’t come close 
to their male counterparts. Women 
still earn 77 cents to the dollar men 
earn and are working lower wage jobs 
in a time when their families are be-
coming more dependent on their sala-
ries. 

I am working to balance the inequi-
ties that disadvantage American 
women and, consequently, their fami-
lies. I cosponsored House Joint Resolu-
tion 56, the constitutional proposal for 
an equal rights amendment, and I sup-
ported the Paycheck Fairness and Fair 
Minimum Wage Acts. These bills are 
good for working women and good for 
their families. 

Today, I urge my colleagues to stand 
up for the many unemployed women 
and impacted families in their districts 
by passing an unemployment insurance 
extension immediately. 

Let’s honor Women’s History Month 
by supporting fair wages for all, pro-
moting equal treatment under our 
laws, and by supporting vulnerable 
women by extending safety net benefits 
like unemployment insurance. 

f 

CONGRATULATING SLIPPERY 
ROCK UNIVERSITY ON ITS 125TH 
ANNIVERSARY 

(Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to congratulate 
Slippery Rock University, which is 
celebrating its 125th anniversary this 
year. 

In 1887, the citizens of Slippery Rock, 
Pennsylvania, saw the need for afford-
able and accessible higher education in 
their community. In less than 18 
months, land was purchased from my 
good friend and colleague JIM GER-
LACH’s family, to whom it had belonged 
for three generations. 

On that land was soon established 
Slippery Rock State Normal School. It 
opened to 168 students on March 26, 
1889, with its ultimate object to make 
the student an educator. It was pur-
chased by the Commonwealth in 1926 
and was granted university status in 
1983. 
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After 125 years, Slippery Rock Uni-

versity has nearly 80,000 proud grad-
uates. It offers a broad array of under-
graduate and graduate programs to 
more than 8,000 students and is consist-
ently recognized as a great place to 
learn and work. 

For as long as this impressive insti-
tution remains standing, Slippery 
Rock’s commitment to intellectual de-
velopment, leadership, and civic re-
sponsibility will endure. 

f 

CONGRESS MUST ADDRESS THE 
ISSUE OF MEDICAL MARIJUANA 

(Ms. TITUS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. TITUS. Mr. Speaker, in the year 
2000, the people of Nevada overwhelm-
ingly voted to legalize medical mari-
juana 65 to 35 percent. Thirteen years 
later, the State legislature passed an 
enacting statute, and last week, the 
Las Vegas City Council and the Clark 
County Commission both approved the 
establishment of dispensaries. 

Similar action has taken place in 18 
States, creating a patchwork of con-
flicting State, local, and Federal laws 
and regulations. As a result, there is a 
great deal of uncertainty and confusion 
for Nevadans and doctors, patients, and 
businesses in other States where mari-
juana is legal. 

As more States move towards legal-
izing marijuana use, it is important 
that Congress address the issue to en-
sure consumers and businesses are pro-
tected and are able to operate without 
fear of Federal prosecution. 

That is why I am cosponsoring the 
Respect State Marijuana Laws Act, the 
Truth in Trials Act, and the Marijuana 
Business Access to Banking Act. 

I have also joined a bipartisan group 
of my colleagues to call on the Appro-
priations Committee to ensure the De-
partment of Justice is not wasting tax-
payer dollars. 

These are commonsense proposals 
that preserve states’ rights and ensure 
patients and businesses are protected. 

f 

ENSURING PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 
IN THE CREATION OF NATIONAL 
MONUMENTS ACT 

(Mr. DAINES asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. DAINES. Mr. Speaker, for gen-
erations, Montanans have been dedi-
cated to stewardship of our lands. Mon-
tanans know how to best preserve and 
protect these lands, so that future gen-
erations can enjoy them. 

That is why so many Montanans were 
upset by Interior Secretary Sally 
Jewell’s recent comments inferring 
that the President would take action 
and unilaterally designate new lands as 
national monuments under the Antiq-
uities Act. 

Comments like these concern Mon-
tanans, who recall recent efforts by the 

Department of the Interior to des-
ignate millions of acres along the Hi- 
Line as a national monument without 
local involvement. This unilateral ac-
tion is unacceptable to the people of 
my State. 

That is why I am proud to support 
the Ensuring Public Involvement in 
the Creation of National Monuments 
Act, which requires public participa-
tion and local support before the Presi-
dent can make any new monument des-
ignations. 

The American people deserve a voice 
in the monument designation process, 
and I strongly encourage my colleagues 
to support this commonsense bill. 

f 

b 1230 

WOMEN’S HISTORY MONTH AND 
THE WOMEN’S ECONOMIC AGENDA 

(Ms. EDWARDS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to mark Women’s History Month 
and to recognize the important role 
that women play in our workforce, 
businesses, and homes. 

In fact, 40 percent of working women 
are the primary breadwinners in their 
families, and it is just a fact that the 
success of our Nation relies on the eco-
nomic security of women. Unfortu-
nately, outdated policies are con-
straining the ability of women to par-
ticipate fully in our economy. Many 
face a lack of good-paying jobs, a high 
cost of education and child care. In 
fact, two-thirds of minimum wage 
workers are women, and the poverty 
rate for women is 14.5 percent—the 
highest in two decades. Women earn 
just 77 cents on the dollar. For African 
American women, it is only 64 cents on 
the dollar. For Latinas, it is a shocking 
58 cents on the dollar. 

That is why House Democrats have 
launched an economic agenda for 
women: When Women Succeed, Amer-
ica Succeeds. We have got to raise the 
minimum wage to $10.10 an hour, in-
crease tipped wages which haven’t been 
raised in 23 years, have equal pay for 
equal work, paid sick days, and access 
to quality, affordable child care. 

Women are playing an expanded role 
in our economy and in our country. It 
is time we recognize their contribution 
because, when women succeed, America 
succeeds. 

f 

COLORECTAL CANCER AWARENESS 
MONTH 

(Mr. CHABOT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, March is 
Colorectal Cancer Awareness Month. 

Sadly, colon cancer is the second 
leading cause of cancer-related deaths 
among both men and women in this 
country, including over 2,000 Ohioans, 
but it doesn’t have to be. 

As the American College of Gastro-
enterology reminds us, colon cancer 

screenings can prevent cancer from oc-
curring in the first place. In fact, evi-
dence shows that colonoscopies could 
prevent over 50 percent of colorectal 
cancer deaths in the U.S. When colon 
cancer is detected early, the survival 
rate climbs to 90 percent. The Amer-
ican Cancer Society reveals that 
screenings have reduced the rate of 
colon cancer incidences by 30 percent 
over the last 10 years. Still, more needs 
to be done. 

Mr. Speaker, as we observe 
Colorectal Cancer Awareness Month, I 
urge all Americans, particularly those 
over 50, to talk to their doctors and 
ask if screenings are right for them. 
Cancer is a killer, and colon cancer can 
be more deadly than most, but we can 
fight back by taking proactive steps to 
diagnose and combat the disease at its 
outset. 

f 

WOMEN’S ECONOMIC AGENDA 
(Mr. BARBER asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BARBER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of the women’s eco-
nomic agenda and to acknowledge 
Women’s History Month. Women’s His-
tory Month is a time when we pause to 
recognize the extraordinary contribu-
tions that women have made through-
out our Nation’s history. 

As a husband to my wife, Nancy, who 
is a leader in health care for women, as 
the proud father of two accomplished 
daughters, and as the grandfather of 
three girls with so much promise, I am 
absolutely committed to making our 
country’s full range of opportunities 
available and a reality for all of Amer-
ica’s daughters. 

That is why I introduced, earlier this 
month, the Women’s Economic Bill of 
Rights, because all women have a right 
to equal pay and because all women 
have a right to fair treatment in the 
workplace and to economic and retire-
ment security. The Women’s Economic 
Bill of Rights is about standing up in 
Congress to make sure that we 
strengthen our commitment to advanc-
ing women’s economic security for cur-
rent and future generations. 

I encourage all of my colleagues to 
join me in cosponsoring this resolution 
because we know that, when women 
succeed, America succeeds. 

f 

JOBS AND THE ECONOMY 
(Mr. HARRIS asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, our econ-
omy continues to struggle, and that 
means hardworking Americans are 
struggling. Far too many Americans 
are having trouble making ends meet, 
and government overreach is only 
making things worse. The worst exam-
ple of this overreach is the President’s 
deeply flawed health care law. 

We just had ObamaCare’s fourth an-
niversary this past weekend, and what 
do we have to show for it? 
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Americans can’t keep their plans 

even if they like them. Families are 
being forced to pay more for their 
health care insurance. Women are un-
able to stay with their doctors despite 
the President’s promise. Seniors are 
facing cuts to their hard-earned Medi-
care benefits. Businesses are afraid to 
hire more workers. 

House Republicans have a plan to get 
Washington out of the way—to create 
an America that works—and address-
ing these problems is a great place to 
start. 

f 

WOMEN’S ECONOMIC AGENDA 

(Mr. CASTRO of Texas asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
a couple of weeks ago, I was proud to 
host a women’s economic agenda event 
at the Young Women’s Leadership 
Academy in San Antonio, Texas. It was 
a great way to celebrate Women’s His-
tory Month by having a conversation 
about what we can all do to ensure that 
women in our Nation are empowered. 
There were three specific issues that 
we spoke of that concern our Nation 
greatly. 

The first one was fair pay, making 
sure that when women put in a full 
day’s work they make the same 
amount of money as men do. The sec-
ond was family leave, the ability to be 
able to take time off to be with sick 
parents or when you have a child. That 
is extremely important for working 
women. Also, there is child care. Many 
women are unable to take and keep 
jobs because they simply don’t have 
the child care resources they need to 
make sure their children are safe so 
they can go on to work. 

It is imperative that the United 
States Congress takes up these issues 
and continues to make sure that there 
is parity in our society and that 
women are able to enjoy the same ben-
efits as men. 

f 

COMPREHENSIVE IMMIGRATION 
REFORM 

(Mr. MORAN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to demand action on comprehen-
sive immigration reform. 

For over a year, we have experienced 
nothing but broken promises from our 
Republican leadership. The Senate did 
its job in passing a bipartisan bill by a 
vote of 68–32, but Speaker BOEHNER and 
House Republicans have refused to con-
sider this responsible proposal even 
though it has the votes to pass right 
now. 

The reason for this is clear: Repub-
licans would rather protect themselves 
from a primary challenge than address 
the challenges that face our Nation. 
That is why House Democrats have re-

sorted to introducing a discharge peti-
tion this week to demand a vote on im-
migration reform. 

This is supposed to be a democracy. 
Comprehensive reform is backed by a 
majority of the American public, in-
cluding the business community, labor 
unions, and religious organizations. 
Comprehensive reform would grow our 
economy, strengthen families and open 
doors of opportunity for millions of 
Americans who want to embrace the 
American Dream. 

America has always been a nation of 
immigrants, continuously revitalized 
by those who come to our shores to 
make better lives for themselves and 
their families. Now is the time to pass 
comprehensive immigration reform. 

f 

WOMEN’S HISTORY MONTH AND 
WOMEN’S ECONOMIC AGENDA 

(Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to recognize 
Women’s History Month. 

March is the time to honor our 
foremothers by recommitting to the 
fight for complete equality between 
the sexes. Democrats know that the 
biggest challenge to attaining com-
plete equality is through economic jus-
tice. My daughters are growing up in 
an America where women still make 
just 77 cents to every man’s dollar. 
This wage discrimination is com-
pounded even further when you con-
sider that women also represent nearly 
two-thirds of minimum wage workers 
and that they often have jobs with no 
sick leave. If women have to choose be-
tween their jobs and their families, 
clearly, we still have a lot of work to 
do. 

First, we must extend unemployment 
benefits. Women struggling to find 
work need that bridge to help pay the 
bills while they look for work. We must 
also increase the minimum wage, fight 
wage discrimination by passing the 
Paycheck Fairness Act, and extend 
paid family and medical leave to all 
women by passing the FAMILY Act. 

This agenda is the perfect way to cel-
ebrate Women’s History Month and to 
honor all Americans who have fought 
for equality and fairness. As President 
Obama said, ‘‘When women succeed, 
America succeeds.’’ 

f 

WOMEN’S HISTORY MONTH AND 
WOMEN’S ECONOMIC AGENDA 

(Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM 
of New Mexico asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico. Mr. Speaker, March is 
Women’s History Month, and I rise in 
memory of a trailblazer, Georgia Lee 
Lusk, the first woman to ever rep-
resent New Mexico in the House of Rep-
resentatives. 

Georgia was elected in 1946 and 
served Congressional District One, my 
district. Georgia is in our history 
books as a woman who wasn’t afraid of 
a fight. She grew up on a farm in Carls-
bad and went to Highlands University 
in Las Vegas, New Mexico. Georgia 
went to Washington to fight for better 
education and better care for veterans. 
As a school administrator, she had seen 
the effects of book shortages and over-
crowded classrooms on young students. 
As a mother of three boys who all 
fought in the Second World War, she 
knew all too well the challenges faced 
by those returning from war. Georgia 
served on the Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee and worked across the aisle to 
make sure that veterans received the 
benefits provided to them in the GI Bill 
of Rights. She fought for Federal aid to 
education, hot meals for students, and 
helped establish what we now know as 
the Department of Education, and she 
did so much more. 

Mr. Speaker, as only the third Con-
gresswoman in New Mexico’s history, I 
am determined to carry on Georgia’s 
fight—a fight for better care for our 
veterans and a better education for our 
students. When women succeed, Amer-
ica succeeds. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 1459, ENSURING PUBLIC 
INVOLVEMENT IN THE CREATION 
OF NATIONAL MONUMENTS ACT, 
AND PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER-
ATION OF MOTIONS TO SUSPEND 
THE RULES 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, by 
direction of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 524 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 524 

Resolved, That at any time after adoption 
of this resolution the Speaker may, pursuant 
to clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the 
House resolved into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1459) to ensure 
that the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969 applies to the declaration of national 
monuments, and for other purposes. The first 
reading of the bill shall be dispensed with. 
All points of order against consideration of 
the bill are waived. General debate shall be 
confined to the bill and shall not exceed one 
hour equally divided and controlled by the 
chair and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Natural Resources. After gen-
eral debate the bill shall be considered for 
amendment under the five-minute rule. The 
bill shall be considered as read. All points of 
order against provisions in the bill are 
waived. No amendment to the bill shall be in 
order except those printed in the report of 
the Committee on Rules accompanying this 
resolution. Each such amendment may be of-
fered only in the order printed in the report, 
may be offered only by a Member designated 
in the report, shall be considered as read, 
shall be debatable for the time specified in 
the report equally divided and controlled by 
the proponent and an opponent, shall not be 
subject to amendment, and shall not be sub-
ject to a demand for division of the question 
in the House or in the Committee of the 
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Whole. All points of order against such 
amendments are waived. At the conclusion 
of consideration of the bill for amendment 
the Committee shall rise and report the bill 
to the House with such amendments as may 
have been adopted. The previous question 
shall be considered as ordered on the bill and 
amendments thereto to final passage with-
out intervening motion except one motion to 
recommit with or without instructions. 

SEC. 2. It shall be in order at any time on 
the legislative day of March 27, 2014, for the 
Speaker to entertain motions that the House 
suspend the rules, as though under clause 1 
of rule XV, relating to the following: (a) a 
measure addressing the Medicare payment 
system for physicians; and (b) a measure ad-
dressing Ukraine. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL-
LINS of Georgia). The gentleman from 
Utah is recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 
for the purpose of debate only, I yield 
the customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. POLIS), 
pending which I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. During consider-
ation of this resolution, all time yield-
ed is for the purpose of debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days within 
which they may revise and extend their 
remarks. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 

this resolution provides for a struc-
tured rule for the consideration of H.R. 
1459, Ensuring Public Involvement in 
the Creation of National Monuments 
Act. 

It provides for 1 hour of general de-
bate, equally divided and controlled by 
the chairman and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Natural 
Resources. The rule makes in order 
three amendments, two of which are 
Democrat amendments, in addition to 
a manager’s amendment. The rule also 
wisely provides for same-day authority 
for the legislative day of Thursday to 
consider the so-called ‘‘doc fix’’ bipar-
tisan proposal, which may come for-
ward for our consideration, as well as 
for the consideration of measures 
aimed at supporting the people of 
Ukraine against Russian aggression 
and expansionism. So this is an impor-
tant rule. Therefore, it deserves our 
strong support. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to stand 
before the House today in support of 
the rule as well as of the underlying 
legislation primarily because it is my 
bill. I appreciate the hard work and 
support of the chairman of the Natural 
Resources Committee, the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. HASTINGS), in 
forwarding this important bill to the 
floor of the House for our consider-
ation. 

I have to admit, Mr. Speaker—per-
haps because the underlying bill is my 
bill—that I have had a closer consider-
ation of the discussion, of the com-
ments, that have been made about it, 

and I have taken some of them rather 
personally. To be honest, I am, quite 
frankly, amazed at some of the inac-
curacies and the misinformation that 
has taken place by some outside groups 
in blogs, in Internet descriptions by 
special interests groups, and, actually, 
even by some Members of the floor. 

b 1245 

When I originally saw some of the re-
ports that said this bill would stop the 
creation of any more national parks, 
nothing could be further from the 
truth, because actually the President 
can’t create national parks; only Con-
gress can. It has nothing to do with na-
tional parks. 

Eventually, they changed it to say 
this will stop creation of national 
monuments. Again, that charge is sim-
ply ridiculous. 

The essence of this bill is very sim-
ple. What it says is the President 
should be treated like everyone else. 
Congress, if they are going to make 
any kind of land decisions, must have 
an open process where they have hear-
ings and markups and bring things for 
an open vote. 

If an agency of the government is 
going to make some sort of land des-
ignation, they have to go through 
NEPA, the National Environmental 
Policy Act, the process which provides 
for input—public discussion and public 
advice—about it. The only one who 
cannot do that is the President. 

When the administration testified 
about this bill in committee, I was 
amazed, because they said the Presi-
dent should not have to go through the 
open process of obtaining public input 
on his decisions because even though 
the entire Federal branch has to, he is 
only the head of the Federal branch, he 
is not the Federal branch. 

That just does not make sense to me. 
The idea is that everyone, including 
the President, should ask for public 
input. 

One of the groups, the National Re-
sources Defense Council, wrote on their 
blog that NEPA was the Magna Carta 
of environmental laws. They wrote: 

Much like the Magna Carta protected peo-
ple from dangers of monarchical rule, NEPA 
protects people by providing transparency in 
Federal projects. Both the Magna Carta and 
NEPA espouse the ideas of public participa-
tion in democracy by giving citizens a voice 
in government decisions. 

Yesterday, in a different bill in a dif-
ferent committee, the administration 
testified against the bill, saying it 
would stop public comments about this 
particular issue. I am sorry, but that is 
why I get so confused about the rhet-
oric about this particular bill. 

What we are asking is that before the 
President uses this authority, it go 
through NEPA to provide for public 
comment and concepts. 

If NEPA is the Magna Carta and it 
provides for citizen voices in demo-
cratic decisions, how can you then say 
that this bill, which provides for NEPA 
and that kind of policy, would evis-

cerate one of America’s bedrock con-
servation laws? 

This is simply intellectual gym-
nastics at the highest level. Either get-
ting public input is good, in which case 
we should pass this bill, or getting pub-
lic input is bad, in which case there are 
a lot of things that we should change 
around here. I happen to think that 
getting public input is good. Because it 
does one thing: it solves problems be-
fore they develop. 

In our State, we have had a National 
Monument that has been designated by 
Presidential proclamation for almost 
20 years now. We are still dealing with 
issues of what kind of grazing rights 
were or were not included in that proc-
lamation, what kind of roads were or 
were not open. Even though we tried to 
solve the problem, because the Presi-
dent had no concept of what School 
Trust Lands were in that area, and we 
have tried to exchange those out, not 
all of those exchanges have yet to be 
consummated. 

Another of the monuments that the 
President recently proposed, they have 
already come to us and said there are 
problems within the boundaries of that 
monument. We have found private 
property we didn’t know existed. We 
don’t know whether there are provi-
sions in there to allow duck hunting to 
go on, but we are not quite sure how 
you accomplish that. We are really not 
quite sure which land agency is respon-
sible for the administration. 

Those issues are all the issues that 
could be settled before you make the 
designation. And if, indeed, the NEPA 
process was required, those would be-
come the issues that would be brought 
up, they would be understood, and they 
would be dealt with before you make 
the initiative. 

So I have had people tell me that this 
is actually the ‘‘No More National 
Monuments’’ bill. It would stop na-
tional monuments. It is patently false. 
It is a false premise. It is a scare tac-
tic, not an argument. And it is incred-
ibly wrong. 

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

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

I am here with my good friend from 
the Rules Committee, Mr. BISHOP, and 
he made a passionate case. He cares 
deeply, as do many of us, about issues 
affecting our public lands under the 
Antiquities Act. But the real antique 
here is our outdated immigration sys-
tem. That is the antique. 

When I have my town hall meetings 
in my district across Colorado, and join 
my friends across the country, what I 
hear from my constituents is not, Let’s 
alter the process whereby a President 
might designate something as a Na-
tional Monument. That is not the num-
ber one issue. That is not the number 
five issue. It is not the number 10 issue. 

What my constituents demand, what 
Colorado demands, what our Nation de-
mands, is we replace our antiquated, 
out-of-date, ill-conceived, completely 
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dysfunctional immigration system 
with one that works for our country, 
with the principle of securing our bor-
ders, with the principle of creating jobs 
for Americans, reducing our deficit, en-
suring that people who work here pay 
taxes, ensuring that companies have a 
responsibility to authenticate and 
verify that their employees are here le-
gally. That is what the country needs. 
It is what more than 75 percent of the 
American people support. 

I am proud to say, Mr. Speaker, that 
we have a bipartisan immigration re-
form bill, H.R. 15. If we were to ad-
vance that bill to the floor of the 
House, it would pass tomorrow. It 
would pass the next day. 

But instead of that bill being even 
presented in the Rules Committee for a 
vote and despite my repeated desires to 
the chair of that committee, to the 
chair of the committee of jurisdiction, 
Mr. GOODLATTE, as Mr. BISHOP has wit-
nessed over a period of months, saying, 
When will you bring forward this bill, 
when will you bring forward this bill, 
when will you fix our broken immigra-
tion system, we have not advanced one 
single immigration-related bill that 
addresses any one of the flaws in the 
immigration system to the floor of the 
House this entire legislative session. 

So our patience is wearing thin, Mr. 
Speaker. And I have great respect for 
you, Mr. Speaker, and for the majority 
leader, Mr. CANTOR. Great respect. And 
I understand it is the prerogative of 
the majority party to control the bills 
that are being debated on the floor. 
But in the absence of leadership, Mr. 
Speaker, in the absence of you bringing 
a bill forward that allows us to fix our 
broken immigration system, we the 
Members of this body, Democratic and 
Republican, have no choice but to take 
it upon ourselves to bring this issue 
forward to the floor of the House. 

I am going to tell you a little bit 
about, Mr. Speaker, the way we can do 
that. 

These are the rules of the House. I 
strongly recommend them as a bedtime 
read, Mr. Speaker. Fortunately, they 
have a provision called the discharge 
petition that provides a way that the 
Members of this body, 218 out of 435, 
meaning a majority of the Members of 
this body, can sign a discharge petition 
for a bill. That means that despite a 
Speaker or majority leader that re-
fused to schedule that bill for debate, if 
a majority of Members sign the dis-
charge petition, it goes right to the 
floor for a straight up-or-down vote. 

That is all we are asking for, Mr. 
Speaker: a straight up-or-down vote. I 
am confident H.R. 15 would pass tomor-
row if we had that opportunity. I call 
upon my colleagues, Democratic and 
Republican, to sign the discharge peti-
tion. Mr. Speaker, I call upon my 
friends across the country to inform 
their Members of Congress that they 
want to see action on this important 
issue. 

In no way, shape, or form should this 
detract from the passion Mr. BISHOP 

has for obscure provisions of the Antiq-
uities Act and the NEPA process sur-
rounding the establishment of public 
monuments, but this simply isn’t the 
issue that galvanizes our country. This 
simply isn’t the issue that reduces our 
deficit by $900 billion over two decades. 

Whatever we do to the Antiquities 
Act does not create 150,000 jobs for 
American citizens, does not boost GDP, 
and is not backed by an unprecedented 
coalition of labor and business, farm-
workers and agricultural companies, 
the faith-based community, police and 
law enforcement, and the business sec-
tor. 

We have the opportunity to do some-
thing great for our country, Mr. Speak-
er—the opportunity to show real lead-
ership by, of course, encouraging you, 
Mr. Speaker, to bring forward immi-
gration reform. And if you prefer to 
bring forward several components, we 
will work with you to ensure that we 
can address some, if not all, of the 
issues within our broken immigration 
system. 

But failing your leadership, Mr. 
Speaker, the membership of this body, 
under the rules of the House, has as-
serted itself under a discharge petition 
to bring comprehensive immigration 
reform, H.R. 15, immediately to the 
floor of the House for an up-or-down 
vote. 

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

reserve the balance of my time. 
PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, parliamen-
tary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Colorado may state his 
parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. POLIS. Is a discharge petition 
the process provided in the House rules 
to allow a majority of the House, with-
out the support of the Speaker or the 
Rules Committee, to bring a measure 
to the floor that has not been reported 
by committee? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The dis-
charge process is addressed in clause 2 
of rule XV. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, is it correct 
that any House Member can file a dis-
charge petition if a committee has 
failed to act on a bill after 30 legisla-
tive days? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Member is free to consult the standing 
rules of the House. The pending busi-
ness on the floor debate is House Reso-
lution 524. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, are there 
any provisions in the current rule that 
would allow for an up-or-down vote on 
immigration reform? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will not construe the pending 
resolution. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, is it true 
that H.R. 15, the bipartisan immigra-
tion reform bill, has been pending be-
fore several committees and has not 
even faced a vote in committee since it 
was introduced in October? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is not stating a proper par-
liamentary inquiry. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, the Amer-
ican people will determine what is rel-
evant and what is not. 

Mr. Speaker, I think what is relevant 
here is the fact that this body, which 
wasn’t even in session last week, which 
is working 91⁄2 hours this week, is sim-
ply not addressing the issues that the 
American people are demanding that 
we address. 

Mr. Speaker, one wonders why per-
haps only 8 or 12 percent of the Amer-
ican people approve of the institution 
of Congress. It is precisely because of 
the issues that people care about and 
they want us to solve. And it is not a 
partisan thing. These are the issues 
that my Democratic and Republican 
and Independent constituents all want 
us to solve. They all want to make sure 
that we reduce the deficit, secure our 
borders, and implement mandatory 
workplace authentication of workers. 
These are commonsense provisions 
that are supported across the ideolog-
ical spectrum. 

There has not been a committee vote 
on H.R. 15. There has not been a floor 
vote on any legislative proposal to ad-
dress any dimension of our broken im-
migration system. 

That is why I join my colleagues in 
signing a discharge petition under the 
rules of the House to bring forward this 
bill for immediate consideration on the 
floor so that this body can work its 
will to finally replace our broken im-
migration system with one that works. 

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

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I am pleased to see the passionate 
fervor of the gentleman from Colorado 
on this issue. I wish that that passion 
and fervor had been there a couple of 
years ago when I had an immigration 
bill on the floor that dealt with many 
of these issues. 

Unfortunately, today, we have an 
issue that is extremely important to 
those of us who live in the West. I 
think my county commissioners, all of 
whom see this as a very, very critical 
issue, will take some kind of umbrage 
to saying that this is not a significant 
thing, especially if you are one of the 
county commissioners that lives in the 
West and the Federal Government has 
control of your land—the entire coun-
ty. Take Wayne County, for example: 3 
percent of its county is private prop-
erty, and that is not a small county. 
The rest is controlled by the Federal 
Government. 

There is the constant fear by these 
people that the President, by a stroke 
of a pen or picking up a telephone, can 
make a ruling or a proclamation that 
will change their lives significantly; 
that will make their economy turn up-
side down. And there is not a thing 
they can do about it. This is the reason 
we have asked for this bill—to at least 
give these county commissioners the 
chance of having public input before 
the decision is made. That is why this 
becomes so significant. 
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These county commissioners want to 

be treated fairly, as all people want to 
be treated fairly, and one of the prob-
lems they have in being treated fairly 
is simply this particular archaic act. 

The original Antiquities Act was 
passed in 1906. Think about that for a 
minute. What kind of environmental 
laws were there in 1906? Also consider 
the state of the Nation in 1906. In 1906, 
the States of Alaska, Hawaii, Arizona, 
New Mexico, and Oklahoma were not 
part of the Nation. 

b 1300 
Even my State of Utah was less than 

a decade old as a State in this par-
ticular Nation. 

A lot is made often about how the 
Grand Canyon was created by using the 
Antiquities Act. Actually, it was. Un-
fortunately, it was a monument using 
the Antiquities Act, but the Grand 
Canyon had actually been a national 
forest before it was created a monu-
ment; and when it was created as 
Grand Canyon National Park, that was 
done by Congress because only Con-
gress has the ability to create national 
parks. 

So one of the situations we have is 
the situation is extremely different 
from 1906 till today; and one of the 
things that also is different is that the 
Antiquities Act has been used in the 
past, but it has basically been abused 
in the current time. 

There are three criteria for which the 
Antiquities Act is supposed to be able 
to be used to create a national monu-
ment. One is it has to have a specific 
element that needs to be protected: ar-
chaeological, historical, geographical. 

Secondly, it has to be in imminent 
danger of being destroyed. 

Third, it has to be in the smallest 
footprint possible, which meant, when 
they were debating it in 1906 on the 
floor, the debate was very clear they 
were talking about 2 to 300 acres. 

President Bush created thousands of 
acres of a national monument. Fortu-
nately, it was in water, but he created 
one because it had a lot of fish without 
ever deciding what the significant fac-
tor was. 

The President has created a couple of 
national monuments, our current one, 
for structures that were already under 
preservation status. There was no im-
minent danger. 

When President Clinton did the 
Grand Staircase-Escalante, that was 
not 200 acres. That was 1.9 million 
acres, which is larger than a couple of 
our small States combined. So the cri-
teria for the use of the Presidential au-
thority has changed radically. 

Also, the way it has been used has 
changed radically. Look, from the De-
pression era to the beginning of 1976, 
let us say, roughly a half century, the 
Antiquities Act was only used nine 
times. 

President Roosevelt, in his four 
terms, only used it three times, and 
one of those was reversed by Congress. 

When President Carter came into of-
fice, he then used it 15 times in his 4 
years. 

President Clinton then used it 22 
times, all of which were in his last 4 
years. 

President Obama has already used it 
eight times, and is counting. 

It is very clear that we are doing it 
differently than it was in the past. All 
those other uses of the Antiquities Act 
were done, actually, to designate a spe-
cific topic and try to preserve it. What 
we are finding now is it is being used as 
a political weapon, a ‘‘gotcha’’ effort, a 
power play, without letting anyone 
know about it. 

In the case of the Grand Staircase- 
Escalante, the Governor, the morning, 
at 2:00 in the morning, was explaining 
what public trust lands were to the 
White House. At 12, the President then 
designated the Grand Staircase- 
Escalante monument without ever 
dealing with the issue of school trust 
lands in those particular areas. 

What I am saying is, we need to 
change something now because we are 
starting to use the Antiquities Act as a 
political bludgeon, and it shouldn’t be 
that way. The most mellow way, the 
most moderate way of doing that is 
simply doing this bill that says, okay, 
we are not going to take the power 
away from the President. All we are 
going to do is, before you use it—you 
can’t surprise people with it—you have 
to go through the NEPA process, which 
requires public comment, public input, 
which is what every other agency in 
the Federal Government has to use. 
Congress has to go through that same 
process. 

The only one who is exempt from 
public comments is the President. That 
is why this is important. That is why 
this is vital, especially to people who 
live in high rural areas that have a lot 
of Federal land in which they are 
frightened that the President could 
upend everything simply by a stroke of 
a pen, and they don’t have an avenue to 
give input. This bill gives them input. 
It is easily the most moderate ap-
proach that will ever come about the 
Antiquities Act on this floor, and I 
think it is worthy of supporting the 
rule and bringing it to the floor for a 
final vote. 

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

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, let’s replace 
the antiquity that is our broken immi-
gration system with one that reflects 
our values as a country. The hole in 
our border security is wider than the 
Grand Canyon the gentleman from 
Utah mentions. Let’s fix that. 

The hole in our values is wider than 
the Grand Canyon. Let’s fix that. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to bring up H.R. 15 to demand a 
vote on the bipartisan immigration re-
form bill that honors our American 
values. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair would advise that all time has 
been yielded for the purpose of debate 
only. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentlewoman from California (Ms. 
CHU) for a unanimous consent request. 

Ms. CHU. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to bring up H.R. 15 to de-
mand a vote on the bipartisan immi-
gration reform bill that provides an 
earned pathway to citizenship. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair would advise that all time has 
been yielded for the purpose of debate 
only. 

Does the gentleman from Utah yield 
for the purpose of this unanimous con-
sent request? 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
do not yield for this purpose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Utah does not yield; 
therefore, the unanimous consent re-
quest cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. GAR-
CIA), the chief sponsor of the bipartisan 
immigration reform bill, for a unani-
mous consent request. 

Mr. GARCIA. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 15 
to demand a vote on the bipartisan im-
migration reform bill that unites our 
families and moves our country for-
ward. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from Utah yield for the pur-
pose of this unanimous consent re-
quest? 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
do not yield for this purpose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Utah does not yield; 
therefore, the unanimous consent re-
quest cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Nevada (Mr. 
HORSFORD), a champion of immigration 
reform, for a unanimous consent re-
quest. 

Mr. HORSFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 15 
to demand a vote on the bipartisan im-
migration reform bill that unites our 
families, keeps our families together, 
moves our country forward. 

We demand a vote, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 

gentleman from Utah yield for the pur-
pose of this unanimous consent re-
quest? 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. May I ask an 
inquiry? 

Was that for a vote on Tule Springs 
or something else? Apparently, it was 
something else. 

Mr. POLIS. Was your inquiry 
through the Speaker? 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to reiterate my earlier announce-
ment that all time is yielded for the 
purpose of debate only. I am not pre-
pared to yield for any other purpose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Utah does not yield; 
therefore, the unanimous consent re-
quest cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, we are 
going to continue to try until the gen-
tleman from Utah allows our consent 
request. 

I am proud to yield to the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY), a true leader on immigration 
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reform, for a unanimous consent re-
quest. 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to bring up 
H.R. 15 to demand a vote on the bipar-
tisan immigration reform bill that 
unites our families. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Utah has not yielded for that pur-
pose; therefore, the unanimous consent 
request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Would the Chair inquire 
of the gentleman from Utah if he does 
accept the request? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Utah indicated he will not 
yield for any request for unanimous 
consent. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRIES 
Mr. POLIS. Point of parliamentary 

inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, does the 
RECORD show a response for the gen-
tleman from Utah to the request from 
the gentlewoman from Illinois? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair understood that that is the feel-
ing of the gentleman from Utah. 

Mr. POLIS. Further parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry. 

Mr. POLIS. How does the Speaker 
know the ‘‘feelings’’ of the gentleman 
from Utah? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman stated that he will not yield to 
any more unanimous consent requests 
of this type. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from New Mexico (Mr. 
BEN RAY LUJÁN), a leader in the fight 
for immigration reform, for the pur-
pose of a unanimous consent request to 
bring up H.R. 15. 

Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mexico. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to bring up H.R. 15 to demand a vote on 
the bipartisan immigration reform bill 
that honors our American values. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Utah has not yielded for that pur-
pose; therefore, the unanimous consent 
request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
BECERRA), the chair of the Democratic 
Caucus, for a unanimous consent re-
quest. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair first asks the gentleman from 
California to please remove the badge 
from his lapel. 

The gentleman from California may 
now proceed. 

Mr. BECERRA. I thank the gen-
tleman from Colorado for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to bring up H.R. 15 to demand a 
vote on the bipartisan immigration re-
form bill that has been held up for 
more than 733 days to honor our Amer-

ican values so that I can wear this tag 
later on in the future with great pride. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Utah has not yielded for that pur-
pose; therefore, the unanimous consent 
request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
VEASEY), a leader on the fight for im-
migration reform, for a unanimous 
consent request. 

Mr. VEASEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 15 
to demand a vote on the bipartisan im-
migration reform bill that unites fami-
lies and moves our country forward. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Utah has not yielded for that pur-
pose; therefore, the unanimous consent 
request cannot be entertained. 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY 
Mr. POLIS. Point of parliamentary 

inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I did not 
hear a response on the last four inquir-
ies from the gentleman from Utah. I 
was hoping the Speaker could pose the 
question to him, if he would accede to 
our request for a unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is the 
understanding of the Chair the gen-
tleman from Utah would not yield for 
any more unanimous consent requests, 
and therefore, they will not be enter-
tained. 

Mr. POLIS. I would ask the gen-
tleman from Utah—and I will be happy 
to yield him a moment for an answer— 
how many of us need to come forward 
and ask for a vote on replacing the an-
tiquity that is our broken immigration 
system until you will accede to a sim-
ple request for an up-or-down vote? 

I am happy to yield to the gentleman 
from Utah. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I thank the 
gentleman for giving me his time, 
which I would be happy to talk about 
the bill that is actually before us and 
will be here because it is a wonderful 
bill. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, reclaiming 
my time, the gentleman from Utah 
chose not to answer the simple ques-
tion of how many people we need to 
have to bring up this bill. I know that 
we can get more people to come down 
because, guess what? We stand ready to 
solve the issue of our broken immigra-
tion system. We also stand ready, as 
Americans, as Democrats, as Rep-
resentatives, to work with our friends 
on the other side of the aisle to fashion 
a solution that works for our country. 

Mr. Speaker, if we defeat the pre-
vious question, I will offer an amend-
ment to the rule to bring up H.R. 15, 
the bipartisan comprehensive immigra-
tion reform bill introduced by Mr. GAR-
CIA that is nearly identical to the 
measure already passed by the Senate. 

We need comprehensive immigration 
reform. And if the leadership of this 

body, Mr. Speaker, yourself, and the 
leader, Mr. CANTOR, are serious about 
wanting to pass a jobs bill, are serious 
about wanting to reduce the deficit, 
they will act on this bill, because the 
Congressional Budget Office estimates 
that enacting this bill reduces our def-
icit by $900 billion over 20 years. It 
boosts economic output, raises capital 
investment in our country, and in-
creases the productivity of both labor 
and capital. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of the amend-
ment in the RECORD, along with the ex-
traneous material, immediately prior 
to the vote on the previous question. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, what we 

have here and what we are doing under 
the rules of this body is we are using 
another method called the previous 
question where we, in the minority 
party, can actually get a vote where, if 
we defeat the previous question, we can 
then bring forward immigration re-
form, H.R. 15, the bipartisan bill. That 
is all we ask, Mr. Speaker, is that we 
ask our friends on both sides of the 
aisle to join us in a procedural motion 
to defeat the previous question. 

Since the gentleman from Utah has 
thus far refused to allow a unanimous 
consent request—although I certainly 
am hopeful that he will as more Mem-
bers of this body request that, out of 
courtesy, at least to have an up-or- 
down vote on immigration reform—we 
do have another outlet, and that is the 
previous question, which will be forth-
coming. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. GENE GREEN) for the 
purpose of a unanimous consent re-
quest, another leader in the fight to re-
place our broken immigration with one 
that works. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. I thank 
my colleague for yielding to me. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to bring up H.R. 15 to demand a 
vote on the bipartisan immigration re-
form bill that provides an earned path-
way to citizenship. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Utah has not yielded for that pur-
pose; therefore, the unanimous consent 
request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
COHEN) for the purpose of a unanimous 
consent request so that this House can 
address replacing the real antiquity 
that is our broken immigration sys-
tem. 

Mr. COHEN. I appreciate the gentle-
man’s yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to bring up H.R. 15 to demand a 
vote on the bipartisan immigration re-
form bill that reduces our deficit by 
$900 billion over the next 2 years, ac-
cording to the nonpartisan Congres-
sional Budget Office, and $200 billion in 
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the first year, and gives people an op-
portunity to participate out of the 
shadows of government and yet, be tax-
paying citizens out in the front of soci-
ety and be Americans who contribute 
to our economy and provide workers 
that we need to be a 21st century econ-
omy that is effective in keeping us as 
the world’s number one economic 
power. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Utah has not yielded for that pur-
pose; therefore, the unanimous consent 
request cannot be entertained. 

As the Chair advised on January 15, 
2014, even though a unanimous consent 
request to consider a measure is not 
entertained, embellishments accom-
panying such request constitute debate 
and will become an imposition on the 
time of the Member who has yielded for 
that purpose. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, with due re-
spect, our desire that we are placing 
before you is to have a debate about 
immigration. 

Mr. Speaker, not 1 hour, not half an 
hour, not 10 minutes, not 1 minute of 
floor time for the last entire year and 
a half has been scheduled for debate on 
this important topic: replacing our im-
migration system with one that works. 
There is no desire to embellish or de-
bate through motions. There is an ear-
nest desire to debate the merits of the 
bill. We can accomplish that in three 
ways here, Mr. Speaker: 

We can defeat the previous question 
and bring up immigration reform; the 
continued enthusiasm from my col-
leagues can convince Mr. BISHOP to 
allow for the unanimous consent re-
quest to bring up H.R. 15; or, third, my 
colleagues can sign the discharge peti-
tion now at the desk, and once that pe-
tition receives 218 votes, it will ad-
vance immediately to the floor. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from New Mexico (Ms. LUJAN 
GRISHAM) for a unanimous consent re-
quest. 

Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to bring up H.R. 15 to de-
mand a vote on the bipartisan immi-
gration reform bill that unites our 
families. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Utah has not yielded for that pur-
pose; therefore, the unanimous consent 
request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. AL 
GREEN), a leader in the fight to replace 
our broken immigration system with 
one that works, for the purpose of a 
unanimous-consent request. 

b 1315 
Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-

er, I ask unanimous consent to bring 
up H.R. 15 to demand a vote on the bi-
partisan immigration reform bill that 
provides an earned pathway to citizen-
ship. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair understands that the gentleman 

from Utah has not yielded for that pur-
pose; therefore, the unanimous consent 
request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to inquire of the gentleman from Utah 
how many more of my colleagues need 
to urgently request that this bill come 
forward before he would kindly con-
sider our unanimous consent request to 
allow this bill to be debated on, even 
recognizing you may be opposed to it 
and others may support it, at least al-
lowing us to have this debate? 

How many more Members need to 
come forward and request that for him, 
as a courtesy, to consider that? 

I am happy to yield for an answer. 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I, again, appre-

ciate the gentleman from Colorado giv-
ing me the opportunity to speak about 
the issue that is at hand. I would even 
be happy if he would give me the oppor-
tunity to speak about a good immigra-
tion bill, which is mine, but since that 
is not the case, let me go, once more, 
to the issue that is at hand. 

Mr. POLIS. Reclaiming my time, Mr. 
Speaker, the gentleman from Utah is 
immersed in the arcane aspects of an-
tiquities law. I certainly understand 
his passion for that. I truly do. 

The gentleman from Utah and I have 
had a many great discussions on man-
aging our public lands, which is a big 
part of his district and is certainly a 
big part of the district that I represent, 
but the true antiquity in the room is 
our broken immigration system. 

The gentleman from Utah has the 
ability to allow us, through unanimous 
consent, to bring H.R. 15, comprehen-
sive immigration reform, to the floor 
of the House to solve this issue. 

Every Member of this body, Demo-
cratic and Republican, has the ability 
to sign a discharge petition. Once it 
reaches 218 signatures, no Member—not 
the Speaker and not the majority lead-
er—can prevent that bill from being 
voted on in a straight up-or-down vote. 
It is time to simply demand a debate, 
demand a vote on comprehensive immi-
gration reform. 

Today, Mr. Speaker, we have a 
chance to act on legislation that has 
already passed the Senate with more 
than a two-thirds majority, including 
support from the home State of the 
gentleman from Utah, the senior Sen-
ator. 

We passed a bill that the President 
would sign. We have a chance to pass 
bipartisan legislation that reduces our 
deficit, that secures our borders, that 
requires workplace authentication. 

I am proud to say, Mr. Speaker, that 
just this morning, Congressman GARCIA 
filed a discharge petition on H.R. 15, fi-
nally allowing the membership of this 
body to go around a Speaker or a ma-
jority leader that is unwilling to ad-
dress the issue of immigration, to bring 
forward our solution, our bipartisan so-
lution, H.R. 15. 

Now, again, I and many Members of 
this body are happy to consider other 
proposals. The gentleman from Utah 
has mentioned that he has a proposal. 

My colleagues on both sides of the aisle 
have a number of proposals. 

Some have even passed through the 
Judiciary Committee, but not one im-
migration bill has been debated or 
voted on in the entire year and a half 
of this legislative session. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to yield to 
the gentlelady from California (Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO), a leader in the fight for 
immigration reform, for the purpose of 
a unanimous consent request. 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Colorado 
(Mr. POLIS) for allowing me to ask 
unanimous consent to bring up H.R. 15 
to demand a vote on the bipartisan im-
migration reform bill that reduces our 
deficit by $900 billion. This is an Amer-
ican values reform bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Utah has not yielded for that pur-
pose; therefore, the unanimous consent 
request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I 
think reducing our deficit by $900 bil-
lion is a good idea. I really do. I think 
the American people agree that reduc-
ing our deficit by $900 billion is a good 
idea; and if all that stands in the way 
of us reducing our deficit by $900 bil-
lion is allowing this request to move 
through, I would certainly urge my 
friend from Utah to reconsider. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I reserve the 

balance of my time for the moment. 
Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, the major-

ity of the American people, regardless 
of where they stand in the ideological 
spectrum or their party—Democrats, 
Republicans, Independents, Greens, 
Libertarians—all agree that the time is 
now to pass immigration reform. A re-
cent CNN poll showed 81 percent sup-
port for immigration reform. 

Another poll showed that 72 percent 
of Republicans support the package of 
reforms that are included in the Senate 
bipartisan package and the House bi-
partisan package. 

So what are we debating here, Mr. 
Speaker? Are we simply refusing to dis-
cuss any solutions? Mr. Speaker, we 
have offered unanimous consent re-
quest after unanimous consent request, 
which the gentleman from Utah has 
not agreed to one of those; and, Mr. 
Speaker, on others, you have read his 
mind and assumed that he hasn’t 
agreed, although we haven’t heard 
from him on each of those. 

We filed the discharge petition. I 
hope that that soon has 218 votes, but 
very soon, Mr. Speaker, there will ac-
tually be a vote right here in this body 
on the previous question; and if we de-
feat that motion on the previous ques-
tion, we will bring forward H.R. 15, the 
bipartisan immigration reform bill. 

A similar version passed the Senate 
with more than two-thirds’ support, 
and I am optimistic that that bill will 
pass the House today. 

Let’s have some debate on immigra-
tion reform. Rather than working 91⁄2 
hours this week, the American people 
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want to see a Congress that tackles 
problems and works towards solutions. 

They want to see a Congress that cre-
ates jobs for Americans, makes sure 
that we have workplace enforcement of 
our immigration laws, and secure bor-
ders. It doesn’t happen by itself. 

Absent this body taking action, the 
hole in our border security will con-
tinue to be as wide as the Grand Can-
yon, as the gentleman from Utah has 
mentioned. 

The hole in our national spirit and 
our identity and our values will be just 
as wide if we continue to refuse to act 
to unite families and bring together 
Americans and to finally reflect our 
history as a nation of immigrants and 
as a nation of laws. 

It is not inconsistent to be a nation 
of immigrants and a nation of laws, but 
under the current chaos and disorder 
that is our immigration dysfunction, 
we appease no one. 

It is not good for our security when 
we don’t know who is here. It is not 
good for American business when they 
don’t know who is here legally and who 
is not, nor when companies that hire 
people under the table for cash are re-
warded. 

It doesn’t reflect our values, as a 
country, to tear an American child 
from their parent and, at taxpayer ex-
pense, sending a parent back to an-
other country away from their child. 

It doesn’t reflect our values to, at 
taxpayer expense, keep people detained 
for months or even years who have 
committed no criminal act in our coun-
try. 

These should all be addressed, Mr. 
Speaker, through a bill with broad bi-
partisan buy-in, with support from 
across the ideological spectrum that 
would pass tomorrow if we can simply 
defeat the previous question or if the 
gentleman from Utah will entertain 
one of my colleagues’ unanimous con-
sent requests or if 218 of us sign where 
I have signed on demand a vote, the 
discharge petition now at the desk on 
immigration reform. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah. I am actually 

prepared to close and will reserve the 
balance of my time until that time. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

We have an opportunity, Mr. Speak-
er, an opportunity in this body to ad-
dress an issue that is in the hearts and 
in the minds of people across our coun-
try, of businesses across our country, 
of faith leaders across our country, and 
that is reconciling our immigration 
system with our values and with our 
economic needs, as a country. 

We can do it, Mr. Speaker. We can, 
with one bill, reduce our deficit by $900 
billion. We can, Mr. Speaker, secure 
our borders and prevent people from 
entering this country illegally. We can, 
Mr. Speaker, ensure that every com-
pany verifies the people that work for 
it are legally here through a national 
database. 

We can, Mr. Speaker, create 151,000 
jobs for Americans. We can, Mr. Speak-

er, grow our economy by an additional 
4.8 percent over a 20-year period. We 
can, Mr. Speaker, unite an American 
child with their parents, so they can 
grow into the great Americans that 
they will become, if only we let them. 

There are millions of aspiring Ameri-
cans throughout our country—in my 
district, in my State of Colorado, and 
across the country—people who want 
nothing more than to play by our rules, 
to speak our language, to pay taxes, 
and to spend money in our stores, gen-
erating jobs for our economy, if only 
we will let them. 

We need immigration reform, Mr. 
Speaker, which is why an unprece-
dented alliance has come together from 
across the spectrum in support of im-
migration reform. In the faith-based 
community, leaders in the evangelical 
movement, the Catholic Church, the 
Jewish faith, and many others have 
joined arm-in-arm saying: demand ac-
tion, the time is now. 

The business community—from the 
tech community to the farmers to agri-
culture—are united around replacing 
our broken immigration system with 
one that works, so we have the pipeline 
of talent we need, so that America re-
mains competitive and to prevent the 
offshoring of jobs overseas. 

Workers across the country are 
united, in organized labor, in saying: 
we want to replace our broken immi-
gration system with one that works be-
cause, when we have a large illegal 
workforce in our country, it under-
mines wages for American workers. 

We need to prevent the undermining 
of wages for American workers by re-
placing our immigration system with 
one that works and one that requires 
workplace authentication of all people 
that are employed. 

At this time, I will move down to the 
well, where I have a sign that will be 
displayed with me, Mr. Speaker, and I 
would like to ask unanimous consent 
to bring up H.R. 15 and demand a vote 
on the bipartisan immigration reform 
bill that unites our families. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Utah has not yielded for that pur-
pose; therefore, the unanimous consent 
request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Utah if he has changed 
his mind and will yield for that pur-
pose? 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
have not. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, we will not 
give up. The American people will not 
give up. American companies will not 
give up, whether they are Fortune 400 
companies, whether they are tomor-
row’s start-ups, which contains an en-
trepreneurship visa bill within immi-
gration reform. We will not give up. 

This issue gets larger and larger, big-
ger and bigger the longer we wait. 
There may be 10 million people here il-
legally today. If this body takes no ac-
tion, Mr. Speaker, there might be 15 
million people here illegally in 10 
years. 

The problem does not solve itself. We 
need to have enforcement of the law 
and border security and a rational way 
to deal with the issue within our coun-
try. 

I encourage my friends, Mr. Speaker, 
on social media, on Twitter, on 
Facebook, to demand a vote and join 
me in simply allowing this body, Con-
gress, the only body that can solve this 
bill—I know, Mr. Speaker, many of our 
State legislatures have debated around 
the edges and discussed whether 
instate tuition works or what benefits 
might be denied to people who aren’t 
here legally. 

But our State legislators across the 
aisle—Democratic and Republican— 
know that only Congress can secure 
our borders and replace our broken im-
migration system with one that works. 

b 1330 

That is why I encourage you, Mr. 
Speaker, to join me in demanding a 
vote, demanding a debate, and bringing 
to the floor comprehensive immigra-
tion reform, or, if you prefer, Mr. 
Speaker, a series of bills designed to 
address issues within immigration re-
form to see how we can move forward 
to get on the same page with the Sen-
ate and fundamentally address this 
issue in a way that creates jobs for 
Americans, secures our borders, re-
stores the rule of law, and reduces our 
deficit by $900 billion. 

I ask unanimous consent to bring up 
H.R. 15 to demand a vote on the bipar-
tisan immigration reform that reduces 
our deficit by $900 billion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Utah has not yielded for that pur-
pose; therefore, the unanimous consent 
request cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. The longer we delay in 
passing immigration reform, the great-
er costs of inaction. The nonpartisan 
Congressional Budget Office shows that 
H.R. 15 would reduce our deficit by $900 
billion. Imagine including that, $200 
billion in the first decade, in the base-
line budget for the House of Represent-
atives being worked on by Mr. RYAN 
and his associates on the Budget Com-
mittee. 

What could that $200 billion do? 
Could we reduce the marginal rate? 
Could we reduce tax rates for corpora-
tions that keep jobs here rather than 
outsource them overseas? Could we re-
duce our deficit with that $200 billion? 
Could we invest it in tomorrow’s infra-
structure to help America remain com-
petitive? 

The answer is yes. $200 billion is gen-
erated from fixing our immigration 
system in a commonsense way that 
more than 80 percent of the American 
people support. Immigration reform 
means that housing units would be in-
creasingly in demand and residential 
construction spending would increase 
by $68 billion per year over a 20-year 
period. Under immigration reform, 
over $100 billion more in additional 
taxes would be paid, allowing, again, 
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tax reductions to others or invest-
ments in education and infrastructure, 
including revenues to State and local 
government. 

I hope the majority is listening to 
former Speaker Hastert who said in an 
op-ed recently: 

Immigration reform will make us safer, 
and it will make us economically stronger. It 
is politically smart and morally right. 

And when we look at ourselves at the 
end of the day, Mr. Speaker, we do need 
to stand for what in our own faith tra-
ditions and in our own conscience is 
morally right. And I know, Mr. Speak-
er, that what is morally right is an im-
migration system that reflects our val-
ues as Americans, one that honors our 
ancestors, one that honors my great- 
grandparents who came to this country 
from foreign shores at a young age and 
had their families here and allowed 
their great-grandson to serve here in 
the United States Congress. 

Today’s immigrants are no different 
from my great-grandmother who came 
in 1905 to this country from Eastern 
Europe. If only we will provide them 
the opportunity and a pathway for 
them to be and become the good Amer-
icans that they already are and con-
tribute to make our country stronger, 
we will be strengthened as a nation; 
jobs will be created for Americans; we 
will prevent foreign workers from un-
dermining wages for American work-
ers; we will secure our borders to pre-
vent people from sneaking across and 
working in this country illegally; and 
we will require that companies authen-
ticate the legal status of all workers. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope that my plea has 
not fallen upon deaf ears. 

I ask unanimous consent to bring up 
H.R. 15 to demand a vote on the bipar-
tisan immigration reform bill that 
unites our families. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair understands that the gentleman 
from Utah has not yielded for that pur-
pose; therefore, the unanimous consent 
cannot be entertained. 

Mr. POLIS. Mr. Speaker, every day 
we fail to act, the economic and human 
toll increases. Every day we fail to act, 
we sacrifice significant levels of invest-
ment in our country as well as lose out 
on talented and entrepreneurial poten-
tial Americans to overseas corpora-
tions. 

I represent a district that contains 
the Colorado State University and the 
University of Colorado at Boulder. 
Like a lot of great schools across our 
country, many of our graduate stu-
dents in computer science and engi-
neering are from other countries. They 
are here on student visas. And when 
they receive their master’s or their 
Ph.D., rather than allow them to stay 
here, work here, and make our country 
stronger, we force many of them to re-
turn overseas where the jobs follow 
them to make another country strong-
er. In some cases, countries that have 
differences of opinion with us on a geo-
political landscape, like Russia and 
China, allow these students to make 

their countries stronger rather than 
ours. 

Our economy, our faith leaders, our 
businesses, our workforce, and our fam-
ilies are all crying out for the House to 
debate this bill and to demand a vote 
now. I urge House leadership to heed 
their calls and put H.R. 15 on the floor 
for an immediate vote. It will pass; it 
has the votes. It will become the law, 
and it will solve this issue. The time is 
now. Our country and our families de-
mand a vote. 

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

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. In all due respect, I have been 
called very sarcastic in the past, and I 
probably am. So as I speak to you now, 
Mr. Speaker, I don’t want to be consid-
ered flippant in anything I say, but in 
all due respect, the speaker was not 
just divining what I was thinking at 
the time. I clearly said at the very be-
ginning of what my purpose was and 
for what I would yield, and you did 
that very well. 

The continuous requests for unani-
mous consent were for immediate con-
sideration of a bill which, in my hum-
ble opinion, I think is a poorly written 
bill. There are better bills out there. I 
have one of those. In fact, a couple of 
years ago, I had one of those that I 
would have liked the support of the 
other side, as well. 

Perhaps if we had talked about some 
of those that I think actually go to the 
point of the issue and are properly 
written, it may have been somewhat 
different. But, instead, I am going to 
come back to the issue that is at hand 
which deals with the Antiquities Act 
and how the Antiquities Act has been 
abused. 

Congress has recognized that in the 
past. It is kind of ironic, and I don’t 
think many people realize this, but not 
every State allows the Antiquities Act 
to be used in their State. Congress, in 
1944, withdrew the use of the Antiq-
uities Act in the State of Wyoming. 
Responding to an abuse later on, the 
State of Alaska was withdrawn from 
that consideration. Even the ranking 
member of our committee has intro-
duced legislation and voted for it, and 
it passed this House, which would limit 
the use of the Antiquities Act in his 
district. 

So people are recognizing that there 
is a reason—a reason—that the use of 
the Antiquities Act has changed over 
the years, and not necessarily for the 
better. The best way of solving that 
problem is not necessarily taking that 
act away or that power away, but sim-
ply making sure that the President of 
the United States gets public input be-
fore he actually pulls the trigger. 

Now, you may ask why I consider 
this such a significant issue. Well, to 
be honest, it is for two reasons: one, I 
am from the West; and number two, I 
am a schoolteacher. 

You see, when the Antiquities Act is 
used without public input, it has the 

potential—and has in the past and 
could in the future and I think will in 
the future—to destroy economic pat-
terns that take place, especially in 
rural counties. When that happens and 
that disruption takes place, then the 
ability of raising revenue for local 
needs becomes significant. And it is 
more difficult in the West than it is in 
the rest of the Nation. Let me try to il-
lustrate why. 

The States that are in red are the 
States that are considered public land 
States. Those are the ones that have 
the greatest potential of having abuse 
of the Antiquities Act foisted upon 
them. The States that are in yellow 
have very little public lands. In fact, 
two-thirds of everything the Federal 
Government owns is found in the red 
States. 

What I am holding up here is the 
ability of these States to generate 
funds for their education system. As 
you can look over the past two dec-
ades, those States in the eastern por-
tion of this country—the yellow 
States—have increased their education 
funding at twice the rate of those of us 
who live in the West. And the simple 
question has to be: Why do you think 
this takes place? 

There is a distinct correlation to the 
amount of Federal land and the inabil-
ity of States who have all that Federal 
land to raise money for their education 
systems. That is one of the continuous 
complaints that we have. 

When monuments are made without 
getting the input of local citizens, the 
chance of making this even worse is a 
reality. It has happened in the past, 
and it will happen in the future. So I 
am not saying do away with the act al-
together. What I am simply saying is 
make sure that the people who live in 
these red States who have a more dif-
ficult time funding their education sys-
tem have the ability of making a state-
ment before final action takes place, 
before simply a pen is signed to a proc-
lamation that can change the dynam-
ics of everything. It has happened in 
the past. 

So that is why this is not simply a 
procedural bill for me. This is a bill 
that impacts my kids. It impacts my 
profession. It impacts the future of 
education in the West and should not 
be dismissed as insignificant. That is 
why this issue becomes so vital to 
those of us who live in the West be-
cause it has a direct impact on the way 
we live. 

The gentleman from Colorado did say 
one thing in which I agree. He said that 
at some time we should all play by the 
same rules. That is the purpose of the 
underlying bill. The President should 
play by the same rules Congress has to 
use and as every agency of the Federal 
Government has to use, which is sim-
ply to come up with the concept that 
before decisions are made you get pub-
lic input. And that is why all the dis-
cussion I have seen in blogs and from 
special interest groups are so confusing 
to me, because at one time we say, yes, 
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it is important that we get public 
input, except for this particular bill in 
which public input is bad. That does 
not make sense. That is mental gym-
nastics of the worst variety. 

If this bill were to pass, it would not 
change the Antiquities Act, it would 
not prohibit the President from mak-
ing national monuments, and it would 
not prohibit Congress from estab-
lishing national parks. All it would do 
is simply say you have got to go 
through the NEPA process which re-
quires public input, especially from 
those who are going to be directly im-
pacted. 

And we have seen that if you man-
date that ahead of time, you solve 
problems before they develop. We have 
practice, we have proof, and we have 
examples of where the monument was 
created without getting the input and 
problems developed which still have 
not been solved. 

Don’t do that. Do it the right way. 
We can do that, and we can make this 
effort happen. And, once again, of all 
the concepts of how to deal with the 
Antiquities Act and the problems it 
presents for those of us who live in the 
West, this is easily the most moderate 
approach, a simple approach which 
simply says, look, before you do it, lis-
ten to us. Let us have the chance to 
say something. 

That is the way it ought to be and 
the way it should be. This bill is actu-
ally a vast improvement on a 100-plus- 
year-old bill that has outlived its use-
fulness and has changed not nec-
essarily for the better over that course 
of time. 

So, with that, Mr. Speaker, I do ap-
preciate the comments that had been 
made. I would have appreciated it if 
people would also recognize the signifi-
cance of this bill to those of us who 
live in the West. I wish they would also 
look at the bill as it is written. It is a 
very positive approach. It is something 
which we can all support, and it is a 
very good bill. I am biased because it is 
my bill, but it still is a very, very good 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to close to reit-
erate the fairness of not only the bill 
but also of the rule, the other parts of 
the rule, the appropriateness of the un-
derlying pieces of legislation, the po-
tential of putting up other issues that 
are significant that must be addressed 
this particular week. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. POLIS is as follows: 

AN AMENDMENT TO H. RES. 524 OFFERED BY 
MR. POLIS OF COLORADO 

Strike all after the resolved clause and in-
sert: 

That immediately upon adoption of this 
resolution the Speaker shall, pursuant to 
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House 
resolved into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 15) to provide for com-
prehensive immigration reform and for other 
purposes. The first reading of the bill shall 
be dispensed with. All points of order against 
consideration of the bill are waived. General 
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall 

not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on the Judiciary. 
After general debate the bill shall be consid-
ered for amendment under the five-minute 
rule. The bill shall be considered as read. All 
points of order against provisions in the bill 
are waived. At the conclusion of consider-
ation of the bill for amendment the Com-
mittee shall rise and report the bill to the 
House with such amendments as may have 
been adopted. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill and amend-
ments thereto to final passage without inter-
vening motion except one motion to recom-
mit with or without instructions. If the 
Committee of the Whole rises and reports 
that it has come to no resolution on the bill, 
then on the next legislative day the House 
shall, immediately after the third daily 
order of business under clause 1 of rule XIV, 
resolve into the Committee of the Whole for 
further consideration of the bill. 

Sec. 2. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not 
apply to the consideration of H.R. 15. 
THE VOTE ON THE PREVIOUS QUESTION: WHAT IT 

REALLY MEANS 
This vote, the vote on whether to order the 

previous question on a special rule, is not 
merely a procedural vote. A vote against or-
dering the previous question is a vote 
against the Republican majority agenda and 
a vote to allow the Democratic minority to 
offer an alternative plan. It is a vote about 
what the House should be debating. 

Mr. Clarence Cannon’s Precedents of the 
House of Representatives (VI, 308–311), de-
scribes the vote on the previous question on 
the rule as ‘‘a motion to direct or control the 
consideration of the subject before the House 
being made by the Member in charge.’’ To 
defeat the previous question is to give the 
opposition a chance to decide the subject be-
fore the House. Cannon cites the Speaker’s 
ruling of January 13, 1920, to the effect that 
‘‘the refusal of the House to sustain the de-
mand for the previous question passes the 
control of the resolution to the opposition’’ 
in order to offer an amendment. On March 
15, 1909, a member of the majority party of-
fered a rule resolution. The House defeated 
the previous question and a member of the 
opposition rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
asking who was entitled to recognition. 
Speaker Joseph G. Cannon (R–Illinois) said: 
‘‘The previous question having been refused, 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Fitz-
gerald, who had asked the gentleman to 
yield to him for an amendment, is entitled to 
the first recognition.’’ 

The Republican majority may say ‘‘the 
vote on the previous question is simply a 
vote on whether to proceed to an immediate 
vote on adopting the resolution . . . [and] 
has no substantive legislative or policy im-
plications whatsoever.’’ But that is not what 
they have always said. Listen to the Repub-
lican Leadership Manual on the Legislative 
Process in the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, (6th edition, page 135). Here’s 
how the Republicans describe the previous 
question vote in their own manual: ‘‘Al-
though it is generally not possible to amend 
the rule because the majority Member con-
trolling the time will not yield for the pur-
pose of offering an amendment, the same re-
sult may be achieved by voting down the pre-
vious question on the rule. . . When the mo-
tion for the previous question is defeated, 
control of the time passes to the Member 
who led the opposition to ordering the pre-
vious question. That Member, because he 
then controls the time, may offer an amend-
ment to the rule, or yield for the purpose of 
amendment.’’ 

In Deschler’s Procedure in the U.S. House 
of Representatives, the subchapter titled 

‘‘Amending Special Rules’’ states: ‘‘a refusal 
to order the previous question on such a rule 
[a special rule reported from the Committee 
on Rules] opens the resolution to amend-
ment and further debate.’’ (Chapter 21, sec-
tion 21.2) Section 21.3 continues: ‘‘Upon re-
jection of the motion for the previous ques-
tion on a resolution reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, control shifts to the Mem-
ber leading the opposition to the previous 
question, who may offer a proper amendment 
or motion and who controls the time for de-
bate thereon.’’ 

Clearly, the vote on the previous question 
on a rule does have substantive policy impli-
cations. It is one of the only available tools 
for those who oppose the Republican major-
ity’s agenda and allows those with alter-
native views the opportunity to offer an al-
ternative plan. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time, and 
I move the previous question on the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. POLIS. 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 question will be post-
poned. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess for a pe-
riod of less than 15 minutes. 

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 44 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1400 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. COLLINS of Georgia) at 2 
p.m. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on questions previously 
postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

Ordering the previous question on 
House Resolution 524; 

Adopting House Resolution 524, if or-
dered; 

Suspending the rules and passing 
H.R. 1228. 

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining 
electronic votes will be conducted as 5- 
minute votes. 
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PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 

OF H.R. 1459, ENSURING PUBLIC 
INVOLVEMENT IN THE CREATION 
OF NATIONAL MONUMENTS ACT, 
AND PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER-
ATION OF MOTIONS TO SUSPEND 
THE RULES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on order-
ing the previous question on the reso-
lution (H. Res. 524) providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H. Res. 1459) to 
ensure that the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969 applies to the 
declaration of national monuments, 
and for other purposes, and providing 
for consideration of motions to suspend 
the rules, on which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 230, nays 
187, not voting 14, as follows: 

[Roll No. 142] 

YEAS—230 

Aderholt 
Amash 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Daines 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 

Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 

Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McAllister 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 

Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 

Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Vela 
Wagner 

Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (IN) 

NAYS—187 

Barber 
Barrow (GA) 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera (CA) 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Grayson 
Green, Al 

Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 

Negrete McLeod 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—14 

Blumenauer 
Campbell 
DelBene 
Duckworth 
Gabbard 

Gallego 
Hinojosa 
McCarthy (NY) 
Miller, Gary 
Rangel 

Ryan (OH) 
Schwartz 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 

b 1425 

Messrs. SCHRADER, MCNERNEY, 
Ms. ESHOO, Messrs. CONYERS, NAD-
LER, and GUTIÉRREZ changed their 
vote from ‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Messrs. TURNER and GRAVES of 
Missouri changed their vote from ‘‘no’’ 
to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the previous question was ordered. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
Stated against: 
Mr. GALLEGO. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 

142 I was unavoidably detained en route to 
the House floor. Had I been present, I would 
have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

Ms. GABBARD. Mr. Speaker, on March 26, 
2014, I was unavoidably detained and was un-
able to record my vote for rollcall No. 142. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘nay’’ 
on ordering the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the resolution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. Mr. 
Speaker, I demand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 

5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 227, noes 190, 
not voting 14, as follows: 

[Roll No. 143] 

AYES—227 

Aderholt 
Amash 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barr 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Daines 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 

Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 

Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McAllister 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
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Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 

Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 

Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (IN) 

NOES—190 

Barber 
Barrow (GA) 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera (CA) 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Grayson 

Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 

Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—14 

Barton 
Campbell 
Cárdenas 
DelBene 
Duckworth 

Hinojosa 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 

Rangel 
Schwartz 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 

b 1433 
So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated against: 
Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, I was partici-

pating in the Appropriations Subcommittee on 
Defense’s Classified Hearing and missed the 
vote on passage of the H. Res. 524, a resolu-
tion providing consideration on H.R. 1459—the 
‘‘No More National Monuments’’ Act and add-
ing two bills to the Suspension Calendar. It 
was my intention to vote against the rule. 

f 

MOMENT OF SILENCE IN REMEM-
BRANCE OF MEMBERS OF 
ARMED FORCES AND THEIR 
FAMILIES 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COL-

LINS of Georgia). The Chair would ask 
all present to rise for the purpose of a 
moment of silence. 

The Chair asks that the House now 
observe a moment of silence in remem-
brance of our brave men and women in 
uniform who have given their lives in 
the service of our country in Iraq and 
Afghanistan and their families, and of 
all who serve in our Armed Forces and 
their families. 

f 

CORPORAL JUSTIN D. ROSS POST 
OFFICE BUILDING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, 5-minute voting will con-
tinue. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-

finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 1228) to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 300 Packerland Drive in Green 
Bay, Wisconsin, as the ‘‘Corporal Jus-
tin D. Ross Post Office Building’’, as 
amended, on which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
FARENTHOLD) that the House suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, as amended. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 418, nays 0, 
not voting 13, as follows: 

[Roll No. 144] 
YEAS—418 

Aderholt 
Amash 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barber 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barrow (GA) 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bera (CA) 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boustany 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 

Braley (IA) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Cartwright 
Cassidy 
Castor (FL) 

Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Cotton 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 

Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Daines 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grijalva 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hall 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins 
Himes 
Holding 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 

Hunter 
Hurt 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Lankford 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
Latta 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McAllister 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Michaud 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 

Negrete McLeod 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nolan 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Owens 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Petri 
Pingree (ME) 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Runyan 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanford 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Southerland 
Speier 
Stewart 
Stivers 
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Stockman 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Terry 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 

Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Waxman 
Weber (TX) 

Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—13 

Barton 
Campbell 
DelBene 
Duckworth 
Hinojosa 

Maloney, Sean 
McCarthy (NY) 
Miller, Gary 
Rangel 
Rice (SC) 

Schwartz 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 

b 1442 

Mr. SCHRADER changed his vote 
from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The title of the bill was amended so 
as to read: ‘‘A bill to designate the fa-
cility of the United States Postal Serv-
ice located at 123 South 9th Street in 
De Pere, Wisconsin, as the ‘Corporal 
Justin D. Ross Post Office Building’.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ENSURING PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT 
IN THE CREATION OF NATIONAL 
MONUMENTS ACT 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material on H.R. 1459. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
DENHAM). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Wash-
ington? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 524 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 1459. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. POE) to preside over 
the Committee of the Whole. 

b 1445 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 

itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1459) to 
ensure that the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969 applies to the 
declaration of national monuments, 
and for other purposes, with Mr. POE in 
the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

b 1445 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 
bill is considered read the first time. 

The gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
HASTINGS) and the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. GRIJALVA) each will control 
30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Washington. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself such time as 
I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, President Obama has 
not been shy about his willingness or 
his desire to circumvent Congress and 
take unilateral action on a variety of 
issues. This lack of shyness includes 
the designation of new national monu-
ments. 

In fact, during the President’s first 
term in office, an internal memo was 
leaked that showed plans to poten-
tially lock up more than 13 million 
acres of Western land with the simple 
stroke of the President’s pen. 

Major land use decisions such as this 
should not be made behind closed doors 
and should fully involve the local citi-
zens whose livelihoods would be di-
rectly affected by such action. 

That is why, Mr. Chairman, I strong-
ly support H.R. 1459, the Ensuring Pub-
lic Involvement in the Creation of Na-
tional Monuments Act, sponsored by 
our colleague from Utah (Mr. BISHOP). 
This legislation would require public 
participation before a President can 
designate a national monument under 
the Antiquities Act. 

Mr. Chairman, let me repeat this last 
sentence that I gave because this is the 
heart of the legislation. This legisla-
tion would require public participation 
before a President can designate a na-
tional monument under the Antiquities 
Act. 

Over 100 years ago, the Antiquities 
Act was passed to allow a President to 
unilaterally designate national monu-
ments without any input or involve-
ment from the people, communities, or 
elected officials of the areas that would 
be directly impacted. 

However, this authority was intended 
to be used under narrow circumstances 
and in emergencies to prevent destruc-
tion of a precious place; but unfortu-
nately, we have seen this power abused 
by Presidents of both parties. It has 
been used as a tool to score political 
points, rather than to protect areas 
facing imminent threat or harm. 

National monuments are one of the 
most restrictive of all land use des-
ignations. They can significantly block 
public access and limit public recre-
ation and other job-creating economic 
activities. 

The American people and their elect-
ed leaders deserve to have a say in 
which of their lands deserve special 
protections as national monuments 
and which should, instead, be allowed 
to contribute to the full range of rec-
reational, conservation, economic, and 
resource benefits that carefully man-
aged multiple-use lands provide. 

H.R. 1459 would guarantee public in-
volvement and ensure that the designa-
tion process is transparent by requir-
ing all national monument designa-

tions made under the Antiquities Act 
to comply with the NEPA process. 

Most, if not all, major land use deci-
sions are statutorily required to go 
through the NEPA process. Designa-
tions made by the President should be 
treated no differently than those other 
processes. 

I will openly state, however, that I— 
and many of my Republican col-
leagues—believe that NEPA is a law 
that should be streamlined and up-
dated. However, this bill is about 
transparency and ensuring that the 
public has a voice. 

So let me ask the rhetorical ques-
tion, Mr. Chairman: If my Democrat 
colleagues believe that the NEPA is a 
worthwhile law that works and that 
NEPA is important, why should they 
oppose making sure that Presidential 
designations should not go through the 
same process? 

This bill continues to uphold the 
original intention of the Antiquities 
Act, which is to allow the President to 
act in emergency situations. It pro-
tects the President’s ability to act if 
there is an eminent threat to an Amer-
ican antiquity by allowing for a tem-
porary emergency designation of 5,000 
acres or less for a 3-year period. 

After that time, in order to ensure 
public participation in the process, the 
designation would be made permanent 
if the NEPA process is completed or if 
it is approved by Congress. 

The bill would also limit national 
monument declarations to no more 
than one per State during any 4-year 
Presidential term and prevent the in-
clusion of private property in monu-
ment designations without the prior 
written consent of the property own-
ers. 

National monument designations de-
serve public input from the people and 
communities who are directly im-
pacted. This bill is necessary to stop 
unilateral actions by the President and 
ensure participation by the American 
public. 

I commend subcommittee Chairman 
BISHOP for his work on this bill, and I 
encourage my colleagues to support it. 

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

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself as much time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Chairman, this week, the major-
ity advanced a bill that would block 
the administration from implementing 
a stream buffer zone rule intended to 
protect waterways from the impacts of 
mountaintop removal coal mining, 
adding to the list of their attacks on 
the environment. 

House Republicans ignore the fact 
that Americans want clean water, 
clean skies, and more—not less—na-
tional parks and national monuments 
because, now, they are forcing a vote 
on H.R. 1459, a bill that will make it 
harder for Presidents to create new na-
tional monuments, adding layers upon 
layers of duplicative oversight and un-
necessary congressional review. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 03:02 Mar 27, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00025 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A26MR7.006 H26MRPT1sm
ar

tin
ez

 o
n 

D
S

K
6T

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 H
O

U
S

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH2672 March 26, 2014 
This is not what our constituents are 

asking Congress to do. It is simply an-
other attempt by the majority to stall 
the protection of Federal land. 

In its 100-year history, the Antiq-
uities Act has been used by 16 out of 19 
Presidents. In fact, Teddy Roosevelt 
used it to protect the Grand Canyon, 
and over half our national parks start-
ed out as national monuments. 

Congress should not be diluting this 
popular tool or making it more dif-
ficult for future Presidents to set land 
aside and honor our shared history, but 
that is exactly what this legislation is 
trying to do. 

There are two ways to create a new 
national monument. Congress can pass 
a law, or the President can use the An-
tiquities Act. 

As we all know, it is becoming in-
creasingly difficult to pass a law, even 
for popular bipartisan conservation 
measures. Bills languish in Congress 
for years, and the Antiquities Act is 
often the only way to move some of 
these projects across the goal line. 

The majority will refute this by 
pointing the finger at the Senate, 
blaming the other side of the Hill for 
inaction, and highlighting their own 
track record of passing bills out of the 
House. 

That is a smokescreen. They have 
only moved a fraction of the conserva-
tion bills sitting before the House. 
Many do not even get a subcommittee 
hearing, and some of these proposals 
have been around for 10 years. 

As Democrats, we are very pleased to 
create new wilderness in the Sleeping 
Bear Dunes National Lakeshore. Don’t 
get me wrong. This is a good legisla-
tion; but passing one standalone wil-
derness bill, one national monument, 
and one new national park bill in 3 
years is not proof that Congress can do 
the work of conserving land and cre-
ating national monuments. 

For example, I introduced a bill to 
establish a national monument in my 
district that would honor and recognize 
land considered sacred by Native Amer-
ican communities in the Southwest. 

It is an area full of ancient 
petroglyphs increasingly under threat 
for looting and vandalism. A national 
monument designation will ensure that 
these cultural treasures receive the 
level of protection that they deserve. 

This proposal is supported by the Na-
tional Congress of American Indians 
and every tribe in Arizona. Like many 
of my colleagues with similar national 
monument proposals, I am unable to 
get even a hearing on that particular 
bill. 

If the majority is truly concerned 
about public input or congressional re-
view of national monuments and con-
servation of Federal land, why don’t 
they consider bills to establish new 
monuments, parks, heritage areas, or 
wilderness? 

Nearly 100 conservation designation 
bills have been introduced in the last 
two Congresses. Four have become law. 
This track record doesn’t prove that we 

need more Congressional review. On 
the contrary. 

If the majority is so eager to apply 
NEPA to the Antiquities Act, why are 
they trying to limit its scope for other 
activities on public lands? 

In the Natural Resources Committee 
alone, the majority has considered and 
advanced measures to limit public re-
view for timber operations, mining ac-
tivity, and oil and gas leasing. 

Following this logic, there is too 
much review when foreign corporations 
want to extract American taxpayer- 
owned natural resources, but not 
enough when we set aside land for fu-
ture generations. 

House Republicans have attempted to 
rewrite California water law, under-
mine the Endangered Species Act, blow 
up the Stream Buffer Rule, and encour-
age State and private takeover of Fed-
eral lands, a trust owned by all of the 
American people. 

Putting up barriers to Presidential 
proclamations of national monuments, 
as envisioned by H.R. 1459, is just an-
other feather in the antienvironmental 
cap. 

H.R. 1459 will set up arbitrary per- 
State limits on Presidential monument 
designations and require congressional 
review of any monument under 5,000 
acres. Monuments over 5,000 acres 
won’t have to be approved by Congress, 
but they will be delayed by a process 
intended to evaluate the environ-
mental impact on major Federal ac-
tions. 

I hate to break it to the majority, 
but conservation and the establish-
ment of national monuments don’t 
have the same footprint as open-pit 
mines and oil wells. 

Republicans want us to believe that 
this bill is about protecting private 
property. The Antiquities Act only ap-
plies to Federal land—let me repeat, 
only applies to Federal land. 

If there are some concerned about 
people who have inholdings within that 
Federal land, why are they standing in 
the way of Federal land acquisition and 
depriving those property owners who 
are willing sellers of the right to sell? 

H.R. 1459 is a wasteful and duplica-
tive piece of legislation that will, like 
most bills passed out of this House, 
have no chance of ever becoming law. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose H.R. 
1459, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I am very pleased to yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
Mexico (Mr. PEARCE). 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. Chairman, I appre-
ciate the work of the gentleman from 
Washington and for his yielding time. 

You have just heard one view of what 
the bill does from our friends on the 
other side of the aisle. I would bring a 
different view. 

Just a couple of months ago, Sec-
retary Jewell visited a city in my dis-
trict, Las Cruces, with the full intent— 
my belief—to create a Presidential ex-
ecutive order creating a monument. 

Keep in mind, that monument bill 
could not be passed through this House 
under Democrat rule. It could not be 
passed through the Republican-con-
trolled Senate with a Republican spon-
sor. It could not be passed through the 
Democrat-controlled Senate when they 
had a filibuster-proof majority. 

Now, then the President is going to 
come and unilaterally declare almost 
one-third of a county to be restricted. 
The West is starving education because 
of the public ownership of land. Any 
time you create a monument, you re-
strict the ability of local economies to 
survive. 

So the first monument—the first wil-
derness area that was created by Con-
gress is in my district, the Gila Na-
tional Wilderness, and they are starv-
ing for jobs in that entire region. They 
are asking: When can we have our jobs 
back? 

So the gentleman describes that it is 
somehow we, as Republicans, objecting. 
No. All we are saying is that the Presi-
dent needs to live by the same rules as 
everyone else. The President is not 
above the law; neither is his Secretary. 

This bill is very simple. It is trans-
parent. 

b 1500 

It says that the NEPA process is 
about public involvement. That public 
involvement is what has scared away 
both Democrats and Republicans try-
ing to make this 600,000-acre wilderness 
happen in the 2nd District of New Mex-
ico. 

This bill needs to be passed because 
Washington needs to understand the 
people own the land. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFA-
ZIO), the ranking member of the Nat-
ural Resources Committee. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. I thank my friend and 
colleague for the time. 

Mr. Chair, since Congress passed the 
Antiquities Act in 1906, both Repub-
lican and Democratic Presidents have 
used the power granted under the act 
to protect some of our most recogniz-
able, most beloved natural wonders: 
Grand Teton in Wyoming, Zion in 
Utah, Olympic in Washington, and the 
Statue of Liberty. That is a few. 

Last week, I had the opportunity to 
backpack for 7 days in what is the best 
known and most visited—4.4 million 
people last year—the Grand Canyon of 
the United States. 

In 1908, Republican President Teddy 
Roosevelt granted national monument 
designation for the Grand Canyon 
under the Antiquities Act, and all but 
two Presidents since then have used 
this authority. 

At that time, it was critical to pro-
tect the Grand Canyon because tremen-
dous development was being proposed, 
both for tourism purposes and for com-
mercial uses and mining and other 
issues, so that was an extraordinary 
step that that President took back 
then. 
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Why would we turn back the clock? 

Why would we strip this President or 
future Presidents from having this au-
thority to preserve and conserve na-
tional treasures when they are indefi-
nitely stalled, as was the Grand Can-
yon, in the morass of Congress? 

It was dysfunctional for a different 
reason back then; but it is just as dys-
functional or more dysfunctional today 
as it was back then. There is going to 
be no protection passing this House 
easily or freely with this majority in 
charge. 

Now, it is true that there have been 
some controversial designations, one 
mentioned previously and earlier by 
Chairman BISHOP; but I would also note 
that no one—no one—has proposed leg-
islation to repeal that designation by 
President Clinton. 

If they are so aggrieved and it is so 
egregious, I wonder why they haven’t 
done that. Perhaps because it enjoys 
tremendous popular support, except 
from among a few people. 

Now, they say this is about more con-
trol. Let’s take a look at what they 
have done with control. Over the last 4 
years, the Republican majority has 
proposed legislation to sell off public 
lands. 

They have passed multiple bills that 
would open our public lands, virtually 
unregulated, as of yesterday, to moun-
taintop removal, mineral, and energy 
extraction. They shut down access to 
our national parks because of their stu-
pid government shutdown last fall, and 
they found out that wasn’t too popular. 

Then they held a hearing to find out 
why the parks were shut down when 
the government was shut down. Look 
in the mirror, guys. That is why the 
parks were shut down. They found out 
that the parks and these monuments 
enjoyed tremendous support from the 
American people. 

There have been 89 conservation bills 
introduced from both sides of the aisle 
in this House in the last two Con-
gresses, and only four of the 89 have be-
come law. This Republican majority is 
genuinely openly hostile to conserva-
tion designations; yet, today, they are 
pretending that they actually really 
care about these iconic places, and 
they are just making a couple little 
changes to the law to include more 
public input. 

You know, I have an experience from 
the Clinton administration for the 
Steens Mountains in Oregon. We only 
got it done because President Clinton 
and Secretary Babbitt said: we are 
going to make that a monument. 

Now, we don’t have as much flexi-
bility in designation, but if you would 
legislate something, we will work with 
you. 

We had a meeting in my office with 
the Republican Senator, a Republican 
Member from Oregon, myself, a couple 
of other Members came in and out, and 
the Secretary, and we hammered out a 
bill to protect the Steens Mountains in 
Oregon, and it passed on a bipartisan 
basis in a Republican Congress, with a 

Republican House and a Republican 
Senate. Unfortunately, those are the 
old days. 

As I said earlier, 16 out of 19 Presi-
dents have used this power. Teddy Roo-
sevelt said it best, I think, about the 
Grand Canyon, that we should: 

Let this great wonder of nature remain as 
it now is. Do nothing to mar its grandeur, 
sublimity, and loveliness. You cannot im-
prove on it, but what you can do is to keep 
it for your children, your children’s children, 
and all who come after you, as the one great 
sight which every American should see. 

Today, the majority here would undo 
the potential for future legacies under 
the Antiquities Act. 

Just one side note: Chairman BISHOP 
made much of talking about, in a Dear 
Colleague letter, that there was a pro-
vision in legislation, of which I was a 
sponsor, critical and unique to my 
State, designating the O&C lands, and 
he said it precludes new monument 
designations. 

Yes, he is right. That was in there at 
the insistence of the Republican major-
ity. I would have been happy to take it 
out, but I will cut him a deal. I would 
be happy to negotiate. 

He voted for that bill, but it also in-
cludes 1.2 million acres of old growth 
preservation, 90,000 acres of wilderness, 
300,000 acres of riparian set-asides, and 
150 miles of wild and scenic designa-
tions. 

If he will fully support those con-
servation provisions in my bill, I will, 
perhaps, negotiate with them, that 
they could say: well, we won’t do any 
more monuments in that area because 
we have already had a massive con-
servation victory. 

But that is why it is in the bill. They 
insisted, not me. Let’s not create 
phony arguments here. 

With that, I urge my colleagues to 
reject this horrible legislation. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I am very pleased to yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Nevada 
(Mr. AMODEI). 

Mr. AMODEI. Mr. Chairman, it is 
nice to see that the assault on the au-
thority of this branch continues. It is 
sad that it continues from within, and 
it is interesting to hear westerners 
talk about issues that are particularly 
acute in Western lands. 

I happen to hail from a State that is 
87 percent owned by the Federal Gov-
ernment. The key word there is 
‘‘owned.’’ 

If you want to protect natural re-
sources that are Federal—which, by 
the way, this law takes into account— 
the Federal Government already owns 
them. You do not have enough author-
ity by virtue of ownership interest over 
the last 110 years, almost, to protect 
things? Things have not changed. 

I have heard criticism about the min-
ing reform law of 1874 from my col-
leagues. Here is something from 1906, 
and it is like, if you can’t protect it by 
being the owner, as the Federal Gov-
ernment—under the land management 
auspices of multiple Federal land use 

agencies, I am wondering why—and I 
heard somebody say these areas enjoy 
tremendous support of the people— 
what is the problem with allowing the 
people to participate in the process of 
monument designation? 

Why is it awful for these people who 
want these areas, want to enjoy them, 
to say, hey, you know, we are thinking 
of making a monument of this, and 
even though you control it by virtue of 
ownership and countless regs? We want 
to use the regulation that applies to 
that, to let the people who enjoy them 
so much participate in the process. We 
want to cede all authority to the exec-
utive branch because we happen to dis-
agree on some things? 

Let me tell you, as a member of the 
Republican side of the aisle who has 
been advocating for the creation of 
96,000 acres of wilderness in a bipar-
tisan context with my colleague from 
Nevada—which I can’t get through yet. 
I am frustrated too. 

I fail to see the harm in allowing the 
people that so much appreciate these 
Federal lands to participate in their 
further designation, adding another 
layer of administration, as monu-
ments. 

Let’s, please, defend our authority as 
this branch, and let’s support this bill. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. HUFFMAN), a member of 
the Natural Resources Committee. 

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in strong opposition to H.R. 1459. This 
bill is a solution in search of a prob-
lem. The reference to public participa-
tion in the name of the bill implies 
that there is a complete lack of public 
input in the process of designating 
these monuments, that these designa-
tions are dropping abruptly and arbi-
trarily out of the White House. 

I will tell you, as the Representative 
of the newest national monument in 
the country, that is just not the case. 

Before President Obama added Point 
Arena-Stornetta Public Lands to the 
California Coastal National Monument, 
literally, the entire community in that 
area that I represent, all of the inter-
ested stakeholders were not only en-
gaged, they had been engaged for sev-
eral years. 

That includes everyone from the 
business community, local tribes, con-
servation groups, and local govern-
ments, to schoolchildren in the area. 
There was no opposition to this pro-
posal. 

People came out to public meetings, 
and that included a public workshop 
that Secretary Sally Jewell had her-
self. She came out to the area. I assure 
you, there was no shortage of public 
input, no shortage of public participa-
tion, so this premise that there is a 
lack—an absence of public participa-
tion is, at least in my experience, to-
tally false. 

But so is the political narrative be-
hind this bill, this idea that President 
Obama has somehow overreached in his 
exercise of executive authority. In fact, 
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President Obama has been much more 
judicious than many of his prede-
cessors in deciding when to designate 
these monuments. 

Prior to this President, 16 Presidents 
from both parties have used this au-
thority under the Antiquities Act over 
the course of more than a century, and 
that ranges from President Roosevelt’s 
designation of the Grand Canyon to 
140,000 square miles of marine monu-
ment that were designated around Ha-
waii by President George W. Bush. 

By comparison to his predecessors, 
President Obama has been very sparing 
in using the Antiquities Act, and he 
and his Cabinet have been very careful 
to bring the public in and to be very 
transparent, so the narrative about ex-
ecutive overreach is also false. 

Limiting the Antiquities Act, as this 
bill would do—and I want to emphasize 
this—will harm jobs and economic 
growth; and in the case of my district, 
in Mendocino County, the community 
understood that one of the reasons for 
broad support of this monument des-
ignation is that the community under-
stood it was good not just for the envi-
ronment, but good for the economy. 

The travel and tourism industry is 
one of Mendocino County’s biggest in-
dustries, bringing in over $300 million 
annually, and everybody understood 
that this monument designation was 
going to significantly boost that part 
of our economy; and it is going to hap-
pen now, this summer, thanks to what 
President Obama did. 

So why should a community like 
Mendocino County wait on a monu-
ment designation, especially in a situa-
tion like this, where there was no oppo-
sition to the proposal? No one is saying 
that Congress shouldn’t play a role in 
protecting our public lands. 

It is important to note that bills to 
protect this part of the Mendocino 
coast were introduced first more than 2 
years ago, so the 112th Congress had a 
full chance at it. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. I yield the gen-
tleman from California an additional 30 
seconds. 

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, we 
know that Congress can be slow, that 
there are uncertainties in the process 
of moving through Congress. 

The question is: Why, in the case of 
something like this, when there is no 
opposition, all these economic benefits, 
should my district or any other district 
have to wait for this critically impor-
tant designation? 

I think we should be very careful 
about repealing a bill that has stood 
the test of time and worked well for 
both Democrats and Republicans for 
more than a century, and I request a 
‘‘no’’ vote on H.R. 1459. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I am very pleased to yield 2 
minutes now to the gentleman from 
Utah (Mr. STEWART), a former member 
of the Natural Resources Committee. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. Chairman, I 
would like to thank my good friend 

and, really, one of my heroes, Con-
gressman BISHOP of Utah, for bringing 
attention to, I think, this very impor-
tant topic, especially one to my home 
State of Utah. 

To my friends across the aisle, I 
think you have to twist yourselves into 
pretzels in order to object to this bill. 
In 1996, nearly 2 million acres in the 
heart of my district were locked up in 
the creation of the Grand Staircase- 
Escalante National Monument—nearly 
2 million acres. 

It was the largest national monu-
ment created in the history of the 
United States. This massive monument 
was created with a stroke of the Presi-
dent’s pen, without any consultation, 
without even notice given to the local 
population, no phone calls, no con-
versations, nothing. 

The President didn’t even have the 
courage to step into my State when he 
created this monument. He stood on 
the Arizona border and said: I create a 
national monument over there. 

If the President desires to create new 
large national monuments, surely he 
can believe that conducting a thorough 
environmental analysis is a good thing. 
NEPA was specifically designed to 
mandate that Federal agencies stop 
and think about proposed actions and 
make sure that those actions are ap-
propriate. 

It also mandates that all of those 
who are impacted by that decision 
would have sufficient information and 
approval. If the creation of a national 
monument is a good idea, shouldn’t the 
monuments have to undergo public 
scrutiny? 
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And if the President can take 5 
years—5 years and counting—to ap-
prove, say, the Keystone pipeline, can’t 
we take an appropriate amount of con-
sideration before we create another 
massive monument? That is what de-
mocracy is all about. That is all that 
this bill asks for. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman is re-
minded not to engage in personalities 
toward the President. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. I yield 15 seconds to 
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFA-
ZIO), the ranking member. 

Mr. DEFAZIO. To the previous speak-
er and others who have complained 
about Grand Staircase-Escalante, you 
could introduce a bill to repeal it. Why 
don’t you? 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I am very pleased to yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. SANFORD), one of my 
classmates. 

Mr. SANFORD. Mr. Chairman, I join 
in support of this bill not just because 
it is about amendments and the impor-
tance of public input, but ultimately 
because it is about two central tenets 
that the Founding Fathers laid out 
that I think are important to both Re-
publicans and Democrats alike. 

Quite simply, their belief was that 
three, four, or five perspectives were 

always better than one. They didn’t 
want to see unilateral action, they 
didn’t want to see a king, and the idea 
of overstepping on that front was con-
trary to what they set up; and sec-
ondly, that the individual was to be the 
sole repository of power in our political 
system and that any government had 
legitimacy only inasmuch as there was 
consent by the governed. And what you 
see with many of these monument-type 
activities is no consent by the locally 
governed. 

So I very much believe in land con-
servation and have been an advocate 
for a long time, but I believe in a proc-
ess that prescribes to that which the 
Constitution laid out necessary in that 
process. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentlelady from Maryland (Ms. 
EDWARDS). 

Ms. EDWARDS. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to join my col-
leagues in opposition to H.R. 1459, the 
Ensuring Public Involvement in the 
Creation of National Monuments Act. 
It sounds good, but it should be known 
as the ‘‘Preventing New Parks Act.’’ 

This bill would severely restrict this 
and any future President’s authority to 
establish a national monument, elimi-
nating a crucial part of our Nation’s 
conservation strategy. In this current 
poisonous climate, the majority has 
made it nearly impossible for Congress 
to conserve land for future generations 
using the legislative process. This past 
Congress, in fact, was the first since 
World War II to not protect a single 
acre of land as a national park, monu-
ment, or wilderness area—not one sin-
gle acre. 

Just last year, there was a signifi-
cant bipartisan effort on the part of 
the President and others to designate 
the Harriet Tubman National Histor-
ical Parks Act, of which I am an origi-
nal cosponsor, but that bill failed to 
even make it out of the committee— 
with public support and with family 
support, failed to make it out of com-
mittee. Just yesterday, we celebrated 
the first anniversary of the Harriet 
Tubman Underground Railroad Na-
tional Monument located in my State 
of Maryland and designated as a na-
tional monument by President Obama 
using his authority under the Antiq-
uities Act. 

I was in the Oval Office with the de-
scendants of Harriet Tubman and the 
people of that community who had 
been working for years for this des-
ignation. I saw what it meant to the 
community. They believed that it 
meant economic development, also. 

Had H.R. 1459 been passed a year ago, 
this monument to a national hero 
would probably be stuck in the arbi-
trary hurdles and redundant research 
this bill proposes. 

National monuments are an impor-
tant part of telling our American 
story, and yet, currently, only 26 of our 
Nation’s 460 national parks have a pri-
mary focus on African Americans, and 
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just eight are dedicated to women. 
That includes the Harriet Tubman 
Park. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gentle-
woman has expired. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. I yield the gentle-
lady an additional 30 seconds. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Rather than rolling 
back the President’s ability to preserve 
both our national history and our nat-
ural heritage, we should be encour-
aging this and future administrations 
to continue to work for the common 
good—for the public good—that this 
necessary preservation work entails. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose this 
restrictive bill, and I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote 
on the bill. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, before I yield to my col-
league from Wyoming, I want to ad-
dress what the previous speaker men-
tioned. She was talking about the Tub-
man bill. 

Had this bill that we are debating 
here today been in effect, we wouldn’t 
have had the problem with the Tubman 
issue right now. The Tubman issue was 
designated as a national monument, 
but it didn’t go through the local proc-
ess, and as a result—as a result of 
that—there are flaws in that designa-
tion. Thus, the bill that the gentlelady 
from Maryland is introducing is to cor-
rect the flaws that were put in place 
because of the monument designation. 

I yield 2 minutes to the gentlelady 
from Wyoming (Mrs. LUMMIS). 

Mrs. LUMMIS. Mr. Chairman, the 
State of Wyoming is exempt from the 
Antiquities Act. I don’t know if you 
knew there is any State that is exempt 
from the Antiquities Act. 

In 1950, when Grand Teton National 
Park and the Jackson Hole National 
Monument were combined, lawmakers 
and President Truman exempted Wyo-
ming from further congressional des-
ignations. Now 48 percent of Wyoming 
is Federal land. We have the first na-
tional park, the first national forest, 
and the first national monument. We 
have nine total national forests and 
one national grassland within our 
State borders. Yet, without having to 
comply with the Antiquities Act, we 
created the national migratory bird 
refuge in Wyoming, which is a massive 
area that happened with local input. 

You don’t need the Antiquities Act 
as it exists to continue to create Fed-
eral designations. They can be done 
with local and State input, which is ex-
actly what this bill will allow. If there 
are additional unique and special des-
ignations necessary, they should go 
through the congressional process and 
not be usurped by unilateral Presi-
dential powers. 

This is 2014. We are not back in the 
era when Presidents needed to des-
ignate areas that were at risk of being 
degraded. The ethic of a nation for con-
servation has come far beyond that. 
Let’s adapt our laws to the morality 
and the ethics of the times. Let’s pass 
this bill and give people involvement in 
decisions that are made in their States. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Delaware (Mr. CARNEY). 

Mr. CARNEY. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

I want to join my colleagues in oppo-
sition to H.R. 1459. This bill will clear-
ly undermine the Antiquities Act, one 
of our country’s most important envi-
ronmental and historic preservation 
tools, and one that has been critical to 
protecting beautiful land in my home 
State of Delaware. 

Currently, Delaware is the only State 
in the Union without a national park. 
That means that every summer as fam-
ilies flip through the guidebooks of na-
tional parks and search through the 
Internet for outdoor vacation ideas, 
Delaware is not on the map, except, of 
course, for our beautiful beaches. The 
good news is that, last year, the Antiq-
uities Act helped fix this problem. It 
allowed for the creation of the First 
State National Monument, including 
the historic Woodlawn property, 
through a process that involved broad 
public input and public participation. 

The Woodlawn property is 1,100 his-
toric acres spanning the border of Dela-
ware and Pennsylvania. It had been 
privately owned and used for public 
recreation for over 100 years and was 
about to be sold, potentially leading to 
extensive residential development. In 
response to considerable public outcry 
about the possible loss of this great 
property, a private foundation, the Mt. 
Cuba Center, stepped in with an incred-
ibly generous donation of more than 
$20 million to protect the property for 
future generations. Given the various 
limitations related to the management 
and transfer of the property, the Antiq-
uities Act provided the right path for 
us to move quickly with plenty of pub-
lic input to ensure that the monument 
effectively represented our commu-
nity’s goals. 

As part of this process, we held over 
a dozen public meetings on the cre-
ation of the monument, including a 
hearing attended by the National Park 
Service Director Jon Jarvis and hun-
dreds of Delawareans and Pennsylva-
nians who expressed strong support for 
the protection of the Woodlawn prop-
erty. The First State National Monu-
ment continues to enjoy virtually 
unanimous, enthusiastic support from 
all stakeholders in our community, in-
cluding colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle representing districts in 
Pennsylvania. 

The provisions in this bill under con-
sideration today would have jeopard-
ized this process, and we may not have 
been able to realize the tremendous 
gift. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. CARNEY. I thank the gentleman 
for the additional time. 

Teddy Roosevelt, a Republican Presi-
dent, a great outdoorsman, and a lover 
of nature, said this about the impor-

tance of protecting our national treas-
ures. He said: 

It is not what we have that will make us a 
great nation; it is the way in which we use 
it. 

Let’s continue our Nation’s tradition 
of protecting our public lands in a way 
that reflects the greatness of our Na-
tion. I urge my colleagues to oppose 
this legislation. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, may I inquire how much 
time remains on both sides? 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from 
Washington has 16 minutes remaining. 
The gentleman from Arizona has 93⁄4 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, at this point, I will reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. I yield 3 minutes to 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
SCOTT). 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise today in opposition to H.R. 
1459, the ‘‘No More National Monu-
ments Act.’’ I have experienced the An-
tiquities Act firsthand through my 
community’s efforts and success in es-
tablishing Fort Monroe as a national 
monument in November of 2011. 

The history of Fort Monroe is older 
than the history of the United States, 
and the story of Fort Monroe is really 
the story of our Nation. Fort Monroe is 
also known as ‘‘Freedom’s Fortress,’’ 
witnessing both the beginning and the 
end of slavery in our Nation, and it 
played a crucial role in nearly every 
military engagement right up to its 
closure in 2005. After its closure, the 
city of Hampton and the entire Hamp-
ton Roads region united in support for 
the inclusion of Fort Monroe in the Na-
tional Park System. 

The creation of Fort Monroe Na-
tional Monument was the culmination 
of years of hard work led by then- 
Hampton Mayor Molly Ward, the citi-
zens of Hampton, conservation and his-
toric preservation groups, Hampton’s 
City Council, Virginia’s Governor, and 
Virginia’s congressional delegation. 
These parties worked together at the 
local, State, and Federal level to urge 
the President to use his powers under 
the Antiquities Act to take immediate 
action to establish Fort Monroe as a 
national monument. 

While I supported legislation intro-
duced by my neighboring colleague, 
Congressman SCOTT RIGELL, to en-
shrine Fort Monroe as part of the Na-
tional Parks System, this bill stalled 
in committee and was never given a 
proper hearing. Without the Presi-
dent’s statutory authority to protect 
this land, it is doubtful that Fort Mon-
roe and the history of the site would be 
protected as it is today. 

Mr. Chairman, had the underlying 
bill been law in 2011 when President 
Obama designated Fort Monroe as a 
national monument, we would be near-
ing the 3-year approval deadline in-
cluded in this bill, and the powerful 
role that Fort Monroe played in our 
Nation’s history would be in danger of 
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being lost to future generations as the 
legislation to authorize the President’s 
designation lingered in committee. 

While this legislation has been intro-
duced to promote more public partici-
pation in the designation process, in 
my experience, the administration, in-
cluding the President and the Sec-
retary of the Interior, both went to 
great lengths to make sure that public 
input was a top priority in the decision 
to designate Fort Monroe as a national 
monument. This legislation, should it 
become law, would jeopardize the abil-
ity of other communities to protect 
sensitive Federal lands in their areas 
the same way that my community was 
able to do. 

Mr. Chairman, for these reasons, I 
oppose the passage of H.R. 1459, and I 
hope other Members will oppose the 
legislation as well. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
New Mexico (Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN). 

b 1530 
Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mexico. 

Mr. Chairman, it is with great dis-
appointment that I come to the floor 
today in opposition to this attempt by 
my Republican colleagues to under-
mine the Antiquities Act, a law that 
has resulted in the protection and pres-
ervation of some of our Nation’s most 
cherished lands. The Grand Canyon, 
Zion National Park, the Cesar Chavez 
National Monument, and many more 
have all been protected under the An-
tiquities Act by Presidents of both par-
ties. 

This issue hits close to home for me 
and my constituents. Last March, 
President Obama designated the Rio 
Grande del Norte in northern New Mex-
ico as a national monument under the 
Antiquities Act. The result was years 
of work and the community coming to-
gether to find consensus on a path for-
ward that respects our traditions and 
respects our culture. Protecting the 
Rio Grande del Norte had broad sup-
port and a strong coalition worked 
with the administration and Secretary 
Salazar to show that protecting this 
land needed to be a top priority. 
Whether it is for recreation, farming, 
or sustaining a way of life, the Rio 
Grande del Norte impacts all those who 
visit and all those who live off the sus-
tenance it provides. 

It is one of the crown jewels of our 
State, and if it were not for the Antiq-
uities Act, this majestic land that rep-
resents our culture and drives the local 
economy would not have received the 
protections that will ensure its vitality 
for future generations. This attack on 
the Antiquities Act is an attack on the 
preservation of lands that are a part of 
who we are, our rich history as a di-
verse Nation, and our ability to enjoy 
these lands in the future. I urge my 
colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on this bill. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask my friend from Ari-
zona how many more speakers he has. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. I have one more 
speaker, and then I will close. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
New Jersey (Mr. PAYNE). 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
my colleague for allowing me the op-
portunity to speak. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 
H.R. 1459 because it could have severe 
unintended consequences for the 10th 
Congressional District of New Jersey, 
which I represent. 

This is yet once again an attack on 
the President’s authority, but in this 
case, H.R. 1459 would create unneces-
sary obstacles regarding the Presi-
dent’s ability to conserve lands and 
protect our country’s most notable des-
tinations. 

The Antiquities Act has been used to 
protect a site in my district that com-
memorates the outstanding achieve-
ments of a great American inventor, 
Thomas Edison. This great innovator 
produced many of the inventions loved 
across the world—silent and sound mo-
tion pictures, the motion picture cam-
era, phonographs, and the electric stor-
age battery. 

For more than 40 years, Thomas 
Edison’s laboratory complex located in 
West Orange, New Jersey, was crank-
ing out innovation after innovation. 
The laboratory employed at one time 
over 100 people, working on various 
projects from chemistry to physics to 
metallurgy. 

In 1956, President Dwight D. Eisen-
hower used his authority under the An-
tiquities Act to establish the Edison 
Laboratory as a national monument. 
One year prior, in 1955, Congress had 
established Thomas Edison’s home as a 
national historic site. Six years later, 
the Edison National Historic Site legis-
lation combined the two into a unit of 
the National Park System. 

Recently, the laboratory complex un-
derwent an extensive renovation and 
had a grand reopening in 2009 to wel-
come America to explore two new 
floors of the laboratory that were pre-
viously closed to the public. The mu-
seum collections at Thomas Edison Na-
tional Historical Park are by far the 
largest single body of Edison-related 
material in existence, and it is the 
third largest museum collection in the 
National Park Service. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. I yield an additional 
30 seconds to the gentleman. 

Mr. PAYNE. I don’t believe Thomas 
Edison would appreciate this partisan 
bill which could turn out the lights on 
our future national monuments that 
honor innovators such as him. 

I ask my colleagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on 
H.R. 1459. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I am very pleased to yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Utah 
(Mr. BISHOP), the sponsor of this legis-
lation. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
as I said on the rule, sometimes I am 

amazed at the kind of misinformation 
and inaccuracy that is taking place 
about this bill. This bill does not stop 
parks. It does not stop monuments. We 
have heard about the Grand Canyon 
being made a monument under this 
act, under this power, but please real-
ize it was a national forest before that, 
and it was made a park by Congress be-
cause only Congress can make parks. 

The gentleman from Delaware, I ap-
preciate him being here, he still has his 
park because only Congress can go 
through that particular process. 

I also get somewhat confused when 
people talk about how this is a way of 
rolling back any kind of protection. 
Mr. Chairman, the Federal Government 
owns over 635 million acres. We already 
have 336 million acres that presently 
are in a protected status. There is no 
way they can be touched by anyone at 
any time for anything. And those that 
are for development are only 38 million 
acres. It is almost a 10 to 1 ratio be-
tween the two of them. 

I want you to think back on when the 
Antiquities Act was originally passed. 
It was 1906. The States of Hawaii, Alas-
ka, New Mexico, Arizona, and Okla-
homa did not exist. They were all terri-
tories. My home State had only been in 
the Union for a decade. There were 
very few environmental laws. Today, if 
you were to list all of the environ-
mental protections that we have on the 
statutes, both by the Federal Govern-
ment and by the States, it would take 
four or five pages, small type, just to 
list them all. There could have been a 
reason for doing this. This is back in 
the era when there was no Bureau of 
Land Management. There was not even 
a Park Service when this was being 
done. The majority of the designations 
Teddy Roosevelt made were in terri-
tories that were not States. Things 
have changed since that time. Unfortu-
nately, this law hasn’t. 

And if you don’t allow the NEPA 
process to allow public input, you 
make mistakes. You made mistakes in 
Utah—and, yes, we have had bills that 
have been filibustered by the Senate to 
make those changes, but 20 years later 
we are still trying to work through 
what ought to have been there. 

The gentlelady from Maryland was 
here, and I appreciate her concept. Her 
Harriet Tubman national monument is 
a good idea. The unfortunate thing is it 
was poorly done because you didn’t 
take the time to go through the NEPA 
process and get some public input. It is 
still in draft status. This is the bound-
ary within the green. The stuff with 
the stripes on it are private property 
they just kind of found within the 
boundary that now they have to try to 
get approval to try to acquire that 
property. The white is also other pri-
vate property that right now they 
don’t think they need to acquire. 

Now, how come we missed all that 
stuff? It is simply because the Presi-
dent decided to use the Antiquities 
power without taking the time to get 
public input to go through those situa-
tions. 
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Yes, a lot of Presidents have used 

this stuff. 
One other thing, too. The proclama-

tion that created Harriet Tubman said 
there would be 11,750 acres set aside. 
The Park Service says it is actually 
25,000, and no one knows the dif-
ference—25,000 acres of Federal, State 
and private lands. See, that is the prob-
lem. If you rush this stuff through 
without taking the time to get input 
from people, you make mistakes. 

Don’t make mistakes. 
The National Resources Defense 

Council said that NEPA, the National 
Environmental Policy Act, which regu-
lates the requirement to have public 
input before you go forward with that, 
held that the Magna Carta protects 
people from the dangers of monarchy, 
and NEPA protects people by providing 
transparency in Federal projects. Both 
the Magna Carta and NEPA espouse 
the ideals of public participation and 
democracy by giving citizens a voice in 
government decisions. 

Giving people the chance to have a 
voice in government decisions is the 
purpose of NEPA. Every Federal agen-
cy has to use NEPA. Congress has to do 
something very similar because every-
thing requires some kind of hearing. 
The only person that doesn’t have to 
do that is the President when he uses 
this archaic act, over 100 years old, in 
situations that have changed. 

Instead, what was said about this in 
some of the misinformation going out, 
they said if this bill is passed, it evis-
cerates one of the America’s bedrock 
conservation laws. Look, you can’t say 
it is good to have public involvement 
except here, in which it is bad to have 
public involvement. Unfortunately, 
that is exactly what the administra-
tion said. The administration said the 
President should not have to go 
through NEPA, should not have to get 
public input because he is only head of 
the executive branch, he is not an 
agency of the executive branch. That is 
intellectual gymnastics, and one of the 
reasons why we have problems. 

This bill doesn’t stop anything. Any 
monument that was made could easily 
be made. This bill recognizes there may 
be an emergency situation, and any-
thing less than 5,000 acres can be done. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I 
yield an additional 2 minutes to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
what I was trying to say was, this is a 
damn good bill. And there is a reason 
why it is a good bill: because it simply 
requires the President to have public 
information and get the input of peo-
ple. 

If there is an emergency situation, it 
allows for them to create something 
under 5,000 acres on an emergency basis 
without doing NEPA, it is just that 
Congress has to respond within 3 years 
to validate it, otherwise it reverts 
back. Anything that he wants to do 
with NEPA, he can do it regardless of 

the size. It is the appropriate thing to 
do. 

This bill moves us forward and takes 
a bill that may have been appropriate 
in 1906—but we are certainly living in a 
different time and a different era, and 
we need to make sure that a President, 
before he puts his pen to a paper, has 
actually talked to local people, and it 
has not always happened. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, in 
closing, let me just say that at the di-
rection of the Republican leadership, 
this House has approved a remarkable 
series of anti-environmental bills in 
this Congress. While conservation bills 
languish and are stalled in Congress, 
we have seen time and time again 
House Republicans vote to deregulate 
mining, make drilling on public lands 
less safe, prevent Federal regulation of 
fracking, open virtually the entire 
coast of the United States to unsafe 
drilling offshore, give away precious 
public lands, override State and local 
water laws, and just yesterday, weaken 
existing limits on dumping coal mining 
waste in streams and rivers. 

In the last 6 years, 7.4 million acres 
of public lands have been leased for oil 
and gas drilling; only 2.9 million pro-
tected for the future legacy and con-
servation, for the future use of the pub-
lic and this Nation. That imbalance is 
directly the responsibility of a lack of 
action by this Congress. 

Each of these measures were not only 
poor public policy, but also poor use of 
our time. They were, thankfully, dead 
on arrival in the Senate. This bill, H.R. 
1459, is simply another bill in this se-
ries of deeply flawed proposals, and it 
will rightly suffer an identical fate. 

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

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. Chairman, I just want to make a 
couple of points. It is pretty hard to 
follow-up on what the author of the 
legislation did, talking about the his-
tory of this legislation and why there 
needs to be some changes. I thought he 
did that in a very, very good way. 

My friends on the other side of the 
aisle, at least the previous speaker, but 
also others, have mentioned about dif-
ferent pieces of legislation that we 
have passed out. I understand that they 
are probably in opposition to having 
more exploration, making us less en-
ergy dependent with offshore legisla-
tion, with onshore legislation, and so 
forth. 

But, Mr. Chairman, what wasn’t said 
in that argument was that in every 
case, in every case the legislation that 
the gentleman lamented that we 
passed, we had a hearing in the com-
mittee. We had a hearing and went 
through the normal legislative process. 
When you look at what the intent of 
this legislation is all about, it is sim-
ply to have a hearing with consultation 
and transparency with those that are 
affected, nothing more. You may not 
like it, but at least you have that 
transparency. 

Several Members said we haven’t 
passed national park legislation in sev-
eral years, and that is true. There is 
some pending, and obviously we hope 
to have that done by the end. But this 
point needs to be made, too. The Na-
tional Park Service, by their own ad-
mission, has over a $10 billion backlog 
in maintenance. Shouldn’t we, as the 
keeper of the taxpayers’ purse, look at 
that and say before we rush on some of 
this, let’s make sure that we can afford 
to maintain whatever is going to be en-
suing next. 

Finally, let me make an observation 
about my colleague from California, 
from Mendocino County, Mr. HUFFMAN. 
He was saying that his community was 
very in favor of that monument des-
ignation that is going to happen, I 
guess, later on this year. 

b 1545 
I don’t think the gentleman, how-

ever, mentioned that that precise piece 
of legislation, which was H.R. 1411, 
passed this House on a voice vote. In 
other words, there is no need to make 
a monument designation for that be-
cause this House had determined that 
it was the right thing to do. 

The problem is the Senate hasn’t 
moved on that piece of legislation; so, 
on the one hand, they say we haven’t 
passed legislation, and when we do, the 
President steps in and, I think, over-
states his authority on the Antiquities 
Act. 

I am sorry. Before I close, I did have 
another speaker. I apologize to my 
friend. If the gentleman wants to take 
more time, I will give him more time. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. SCA-
LISE). 

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to thank my friend from Washington 
for yielding and for bringing this bill 
forward. 

We are seeing an abuse of the Antiq-
uities Act where you have got a Presi-
dent using this law to shut off more 
areas of Federal land to things like en-
ergy exploration. That is not what this 
law was intended to do. 

In fact, I think, if you look at the re-
forms that are included in this law, 
they are very good and responsible in 
ensuring that a President still has the 
ability to designate monuments where 
appropriate, one in each State for a 
Presidential term. 

If there is some monument that war-
rants being designated a national 
monument, that opportunity is still 
there. You just have to come and talk 
to Congress. 

I know this President has a hard 
time working with Congress, but we 
are right here. He talks about he has 
got a pen and a phone. Pick up the 
phone, Mr. President. 

You can call us, and if it makes 
sense, we are going to work with you to 
get it done; but don’t abuse the Antiq-
uities Act to go and cordon off Federal 
land, so that we can’t explore for en-
ergy and for other great resource 
needs. 
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I think it is important that we fi-

nally put the brakes on this Presi-
dential land grab that we are seeing. 

I encourage all my colleagues to sup-
port this legislation. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, in closing, I want to, again, 
make the point there of my colleague 
from California (Mr. HUFFMAN). He had 
a bill that passed the House and is 
pending in the Senate. 

There is no need for the President to 
go through this. All you have to do is 
pass the legislation which, by the way, 
had a hearing and was marked up prop-
erly in our committee. 

This piece of legislation, I think, is a 
good piece of legislation. I think it cor-
rects abuses that have happened by the 
way of Presidents in both parties over 
the years. 

I ask my colleagues to support the 
legislation, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. Chair, 
today I rise in opposition to H.R. 1459. 

Exactly one year ago yesterday, the Presi-
dent designated 970 acres of land in my dis-
trict as the San Juan National Monument. This 
designation came after years of grassroots 
work and outreach to create a consensus plan 
to protect these critically important areas. 

It came only because Congress failed to act 
on that consensus. I know, because I tried to 
get Congress to act and it didn’t happen. 

In both the 112th and 113th Congress, I in-
troduced legislation that would have protected 
these lands in a nearly identical way to the 
National Monument designation. Unfortunately, 
those bills stalled because of ideological oppo-
sition to conservation. 

In the part of the country I represent, people 
know that conservation isn’t just good for the 
environment, it’s good for business. The San 
Juans and the water around them are home to 
diverse wildlife from the Island Marble Butterfly 
to the Southern Resident Killer Whales. 

Because of that diversity, they are an eco-
nomic engine for Northwest Washington that 
attracts thousands of tourists each year. Every 
year, fishermen, hunters, tourists, boaters, 
hikers, snowboarders, and tourists spend mil-
lions throughout my state. They come for the 
natural beauty and abundant outdoor activities 
we have to offer. 

If we do not protect those resources, we 
lose that business. For many rural areas, out-
door recreation is the driver of the economy. 

Unfortunately, this Congress has handcuffed 
itself when it comes to protecting public lands. 
And this legislation would handcuff the Presi-
dent and prevent him from providing that pro-
tection. I suppose the idea is that the Presi-
dent should follow our bad example. I dis-
agree with that. 

Instead of stopping the President from doing 
his job, we should start doing ours. 

The CHAIR. All time for general de-
bate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule and shall be considered as 
read. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 1459 

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 ‘‘Ensuring 

Public Involvement in the Creation of Na-
tional Monuments Act’’. 
SEC. 2. NEPA APPLICABILITY TO NATIONAL 

MONUMENT DECLARATIONS. 
Section 2 of the Act of June 8, 1906 (16 

U.S.C. 431; commonly known as the ‘‘Antiq-
uities Act of 1906’’) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘That the President’’ and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(a) That the President’’; 
(2) by striking ‘‘discretion, to declare’’ and 

inserting ‘‘discretion, subject to the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), to declare’’; 

(3) by inserting before the final period the 
following ‘‘. No more than one declaration 
shall be made in a State during any presi-
dential four-year term of office without an 
express Act of Congress’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(b) A declaration under this section 

shall— 
‘‘(1) not include private property without 

the informed written consent of the owner of 
the private property affected by the declara-
tion; 

‘‘(2) be considered a major Federal action 
under the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), if it affects 
more than 5,000 acres; 

‘‘(3) be categorically excluded under the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) and expire three years 
after the date of the declaration (unless spe-
cifically designated as a monument by Fed-
eral law), if it affects 5,000 acres or less; and 

‘‘(4) be followed by a feasibility study that 
includes an estimate of the costs associated 
with managing the monument in perpetuity, 
including any loss of Federal and State rev-
enue, which shall be submitted to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources of the Senate 
and made available on the website of the De-
partment of the Interior not later than one 
year after the date of the declaration.’’. 

The CHAIR. No amendment to the 
bill shall be in order except those 
printed in House Report 113–385. Each 
such amendment may be offered only 
in the order printed in the report, by a 
Member designated in the report, shall 
be considered read, shall be debatable 
for the time specified in the report, 
equally divided and controlled by the 
proponent and an opponent, shall not 
be subject to amendment, and shall not 
be subject to a demand for division of 
the question. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. BISHOP OF 
UTAH 

The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-
sider amendment No. 1 printed in 
House Report 113–385. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
I have an amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 4, beginning on line 6, strike ‘‘if it af-
fects more than 5,000 acres;’’ and insert ‘‘ex-
cept if it affects 5,000 acres or less, in which 
case— 

‘‘(A) the declaration shall be categorically 
excluded from the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969; 

‘‘(B) the declaration shall expire three 
years after the date of the declaration; and 

‘‘(C) the declaration may become perma-
nent if— 

‘‘(i) specifically designated as a monument 
by Federal statute; or 

‘‘(ii) the President follows the review proc-
ess under the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969; and 

Page 4, strike lines 8 through 13. 
Page 4, line 14, strike ‘‘(4)’’ and insert 

‘‘(3)’’. 
At the end of the bill, add the following 

new section: 
SEC. 3. USE OF EXISTING FUNDS. 

This Act shall not be construed to increase 
the amount of funds that are authorized to 
be appropriated for any fiscal year. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 524, the gentleman from Utah 
(Mr. BISHOP) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Utah. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
this amendment tries to clarify the 
process for monument designations of 
5,000 acres or less, providing that they 
can become permanent if the President 
follows the regular NEPA public in-
volvement process. 

There was a question on the clarity 
of the language in the underlying bill 
that is there. 

It also ensures that new taxpayer 
dollars are spent by requiring the use 
of existing funds to conduct any study 
or analysis that is in the bill or may be 
added by an amendment. 

With that, I yield to the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. HASTINGS). 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank the gentleman for 
yielding. 

I think his amendment adds to this 
legislation, and I support his amend-
ment. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the amendment. 

The CHAIR. The gentleman from Ari-
zona is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Chairman, we 
are not really sure what this amend-
ment is trying to achieve. If the under-
lying goal of the bill is to make sure 
that every national monument des-
ignation goes through a NEPA process 
or is approved by Congress, this amend-
ment makes things more confusing. 

The amendment states that all 
monuments established through the 
use of the Antiquities Act shall expire 
after 3 years. It goes on to say that 
they may become permanent if the 
President follows the review process 
under NEPA. 

Does this mean the President could 
declare the designation a categorical 
exclusion? If so, what is the point of 
the amendment? Does that mean the 
administration has to file an environ-
mental assessment or an environ-
mental impact statement? Can they 
just issue a finding of no significant 
impact? 

Again, the amendment does nothing 
to fix or clarify the underlying bill. I 
oppose the legislation and the adoption 
of the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 

just to respond one more time, the pur-
pose of this is to make sure that it was 
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very clear on those emergency situa-
tions that were 5,000 or less. If, indeed, 
the President uses the NEPA process, 
that 3-year clock does not tick on all 
those parcels of property. Anything 
that he does NEPA process, that is 
okay. 

It was not clear in the underlying 
bill. This attempts to make it clear. 

With that, I encourage adoption of 
the managers’ amendment, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Utah (Mr. BISHOP). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. BARBER 
The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-

sider amendment No. 2 printed in 
House Report 113–385. 

Mr. BARBER. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 4, line 17, after ‘‘revenue,’’ insert 
‘‘and the benefits associated with managing 
the monument in perpetuity, including jobs 
created and tourism dollars associated with 
managing the monument,’’. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 524, the gentleman from Arizona 
(Mr. BARBER) and a Member opposed 
each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. BARBER. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to offer an amendment to H.R. 
1459, the Ensuring Public Involvement 
in the Creation of National Monuments 
Act. 

Under this bill, national monument 
declarations must include a feasibility 
study that assesses the costs to the 
Federal Government to manage the 
monument in perpetuity. However, 
costs of managing the monument are 
only one side of the equation. 

As all Arizonans know well, national 
monuments, like Chiricahua and the 
Casa Grande Ruins, also bring signifi-
cant benefits, such as tourism dollars, 
that create jobs and stimulate local 
economies. These benefits are real. 

Travel and tourism is a major eco-
nomic driver in Arizona, bringing in 
millions of dollars to the part of the 
State that I represent—southern Ari-
zona—and billions of dollars in direct 
spending statewide. 

The same is true for national monu-
ments all across the country. Commu-
nities near national monuments would 
testify to the economic benefits of 
their national monuments. 

My amendment is simple and 
straightforward. This amendment says 
that, in addition to assessing the costs 
associated with managing a monu-
ment, we should also look at the many 
benefits that result from the establish-
ment of a national monument. 

Doing so will ensure that Congress 
and the American people have a thor-
ough and complete picture of how a 
monument will impact local commu-
nities. 

This is a commonsense amendment 
that will not add additional costs to 
the bill. 

I urge my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle to support it. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 
I wish to claim the time in opposition, 
even though I am not opposed to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIR. Without objection, the 
gentleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 

I think what the Barber amendment 
does is reemphasize the fundamental 
purpose of this bill, which is to ensure 
there is transparent public participa-
tion and input in making these types of 
designations. 

I appreciate the addition he has made 
as to what should be studied and what 
should be encompassed. I think it an 
addition to the bill. I think it is a good 
amendment. I would urge its adoption. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The CHAIR. The question is on the 

amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. BARBER). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MS. TSONGAS 
The CHAIR. It is now in order to con-

sider amendment No. 3 printed in 
House Report 113–385. 

Ms. TSONGAS. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The CHAIR. The Clerk will designate 
the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of the bill, add the following 
new section: 
SEC. 3. APPLICABILITY. 

The amendments made by this Act shall 
not apply to any use of section 2 of the Act 
of June 8, 1906 (16 U.S.C. 431; commonly 
known of as the ‘‘Antiquities Act of 1906’’) 
the purpose of which is the protection or 
conservation of historic or cultural resources 
related to American military history. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to House Reso-
lution 524, the gentlewoman from Mas-
sachusetts (Ms. TSONGAS) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts. 

Ms. TSONGAS. Mr. Chairman, the 
underlying bill presented before us 
today is problematic for many reasons, 
as my Democratic colleagues on the 
Natural Resources Committee have 
very clearly outlined on the floor this 
afternoon. 

The Antiquities Act has served our 
country for well over 100 years and has 
been used by 16 Presidents to designate 
over 140 national monuments, many of 
them protecting American military 
heritage. 

To date, Presidents and Congress 
have designated 22 military sites as na-
tional monuments. One of the many 
unintended consequences of this legis-
lation is that it would prevent the 
President from protecting important 
military cultural and historical sites 
under the Antiquities Act. 

As someone who grew up on military 
bases both across the country and over-
seas, I know firsthand the tremendous 
sacrifices that our servicemembers and 
their families make on behalf of our 
Nation. 

My father was a survivor of the at-
tack on Pearl Harbor, and the World 
War II Valor in the Pacific National 
Monument is just one example of a 
monument that was designated by 
Presidential authority under the An-
tiquities Act. 

My amendment preserves the ability 
of the President to declare as national 
monuments those that provide for the 
‘‘protection or conservation of historic 
or cultural resources related to Amer-
ican military history,’’ regardless of 
their size. 

I urge adoption of this amendment to 
maintain the President’s ability to 
honor our military and military fami-
lies and fix one small piece of this mis-
guided legislation. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 

I rise in opposition to the amendment. 
The CHAIR. The gentleman is recog-

nized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Chairman, 

I claim opposition to the misguided 
amendment to the well-proportioned 
bill that is under there. 

I appreciate what the gentlelady 
from Massachusetts is trying to do. I 
am an old history teacher, so these 
sites are important to me. 

But as well-intended as this amend-
ment may indeed be, it still under-
mines the intent of the legislation, 
which is to make sure that any des-
ignation that is at large has public 
transparency, and you allow the local 
people to do it, whether it is a military 
site or not. 

This would create a very large loop-
hole that is unnecessary because the 
provisions of the bill provide for that. 
If something is smaller than 5,000 and 
in immediate jeopardy, it can be han-
dled. 

If it is larger than that and goes 
through the NEPA process, it is han-
dled. There is no problem that could 
develop from this particular piece of 
legislation. 

I might also add that, in the Antiq-
uities Act, any harm to anything that 
is an antiquity of element on a public 
property already is subject to fine and 
imprisonment. 

This amendment was attempted in 
committee—I appreciate the senti-
ment—but it was also defeated in com-
mittee by a vote of 24–13. It is the same 
amendment here. 

I would urge my colleagues to also 
defeat it, simply because it undermines 
the very purpose of this bill, and it 
does not lead to the public process. 

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

Ms. TSONGAS. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank my colleague for his remarks, 
but I respectfully disagree. 

As we know, yet again to reiterate, 
the Antiquities Act has served our 
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country well for over 100 years, has 
been used by Presidents, both Demo-
cratic and Republican, to designate 
over 150 national monuments. 

It was created to allow swift action 
to conserve high priority public lands 
when Congress is unable to act. It was 
not the intention of the Antiquities 
Act to let Congress dictate which na-
tional monuments the President can 
and cannot create. 

We have heard from our colleagues 
from Delaware and New Mexico the ro-
bust public input around designating 
the Antiquities Act. Presidential ac-
tions taken under the Antiquities Act 
are, like all other Presidential actions, 
exempt from the NEPA process. 

It would be a radical departure from 
long practice to subject Presidential 
action to NEPA. A significant change 
like this should not be considered on 
the fly in a manager’s amendment 
without prior debate in the House. 

b 1600 

Again, the underlying intent of this 
amendment was to protect military 
monuments. I respectfully disagree 
with my colleague across the aisle. 

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The CHAIR. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts (Ms. TSON-
GAS). 

The question was taken; and the 
Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it. 

Ms. TSONGAS. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, further proceedings on the 
amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts will be 
postponed. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE CHAIR 

The CHAIR. Pursuant to clause 6 of 
rule XVIII, proceedings will now re-
sume on those amendments printed in 
House Report 113–385 on which further 
proceedings were postponed, in the fol-
lowing order: 

Amendment No. 3 by Ms. TSONGAS of 
Massachusetts. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MS. TSONGAS 

The CHAIR. The unfinished business 
is the demand for a recorded vote on 
the amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from Massachusetts (Ms. TSON-
GAS) on which further proceedings were 
postponed and on which the noes pre-
vailed by voice vote. 

The Clerk will redesignate the 
amendment. 

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment. 

RECORDED VOTE 

The CHAIR. A recorded vote has been 
demanded. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 197, noes 223, 
not voting 11, as follows: 

[Roll No. 145] 

AYES—197 

Barber 
Barrow (GA) 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera (CA) 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Foster 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gerlach 
Gibson 
Grayson 
Green, Al 

Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hanna 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 

Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOES—223 

Aderholt 
Amash 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 

Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Daines 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 

Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 

Hall 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matheson 
McAllister 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 

McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pearce 
Perry 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Reed 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Runyan 

Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—11 

Amodei 
Campbell 
Cárdenas 
Courtney 

DelBene 
Duckworth 
Frankel (FL) 
Hinojosa 

McCarthy (NY) 
Miller, Gary 
Schwartz 

b 1628 

Messrs. RYAN of Wisconsin and 
LAMALFA changed their vote from 
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. PETERSON, Mrs. NEGRETE 
MCLEOD, Messrs. DANNY K. DAVIS of 
Illinois, HANNA, and CLEAVER 
changed their vote from ‘‘no’’ to ‘‘aye.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The Acting CHAIR (Mr. DUNCAN of 

Tennessee). Under the rule, the Com-
mittee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
NUGENT) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
DUNCAN of Tennessee, Acting Chair of 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, reported that 
that Committee, having had under con-
sideration the bill (H.R. 1459) to ensure 
that the National Environmental Pol-
icy Act of 1969 applies to the declara-
tion of national monuments, and for 
other purposes, and, pursuant to House 
Resolution 524, he reported the bill 
back to the House with sundry amend-
ments adopted in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 
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Is a separate vote demanded on any 

amendment reported from the Com-
mittee of the Whole? If not, the Chair 
will put them en gros. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

b 1630 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 
Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I have a 

motion at the desk. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

DUNCAN). Is the gentleman opposed to 
the bill? 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I am op-
posed to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Rahall moves to recommit the bill 

H.R. 1459 to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources with instructions to report the same 
back to the House forthwith, with the fol-
lowing amendment: 

At the end of the bill, add the following 
new section: 
SEC. 3. PROVIDING A WAGE INCREASE FOR 

AMERICA’S WORKERS. 
This Act shall not take effect until the 

hourly wage for the lowest 10th percentile of 
workers for all occupational codes reported 
by the Bureau of Labor Statistics under the 
Occupational Employment Statistics survey 
is no less than $10.10 an hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from West Virginia is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, this is 
the final amendment to the bill. It will 
not kill the bill or send it back to com-
mittee. If the amendment is adopted, 
the bill will immediately proceed to 
final passage, as amended. 

My amendment is quite simple. It 
raises the minimum wage to $10.10. My 
amendment assures that, in America, if 
you work hard, you will not be forced 
to live in poverty. 

In this era of stagnant and falling 
wages, of a widening gap in inequality 
between the haves and the have-nots, 
we must ensure that the promise of the 
American Dream remains a reality for 
all Americans, not just the wealthiest 
among us. We can’t just say it. We 
have to act to make it possible. 

Today, the minimum wage is 22 per-
cent below its peak level in the 1960s. It 
has not increased since July 2009, when 
it reached $7.25 per hour. It has not 
been raised in five long years. 

It has not increased since the near 
bottom of the Great Recession, when 
working Americans were walloped by 
the greed and reckless behavior of the 
privileged and the elite on Wall Street. 

We like to think that, if you work 
hard, if you earn calloused hands, you 
can rise to the heights of success in 
America. The reality is that, by not 
raising the minimum wage, we are 
condoning—we are endorsing a pay cut 
for the very hardworking Americans 

that we speak about in such glowing 
terms whenever we talk about working 
our way—working your way up the lad-
der. Such doublespeak makes a mock-
ery of the American Dream. 

This is the House of the people, not 
the House of the 1 percent. Ours is a 
government of, for, and by the people 
and not a government of, for, and by 
the billionaires, at least not yet. Heav-
en help us. 

As Representatives of the people, we 
have a constitutional obligation to 
look after the interests of all of our 
citizens, but more fundamentally, we 
have a moral obligation to ensure that 
opportunity is available to all and not 
reserved only for the most well-to-do 
among us. 

Each and every year, minimum wage 
workers face a pay cut as inflation eats 
away at their earnings. Each and every 
year, this House, the people’s House, 
sits inactive. It sits silent. It sits 
shamefully moot. 

As the House of the people, we have 
a moral obligation to do what we can 
to help boost the paychecks of hard-
working Americans. There should be 
outrage. There should be contempt for 
our inactivity on this issue. 

I am talking about the 3.6 million 
American workers whose salaries are 
at or below the current minimum 
wage, more than three-quarters of 
whom are adults, nearly two-thirds of 
whom are female, more than one-third 
of whom are full-time workers, and 
nearly three-quarters of whom have 
graduated from high school. 

These are real people—real people, 
Mr. Speaker, husbands, wives, fathers, 
mothers. Every day, they must make 
hard choices to provide for their fami-
lies. Every day, they look to this body, 
this House of Representatives, the 
House of the people, they look to us for 
help; and every day, this body has 
nothing to say, nothing new to offer. 

Introduced in 1938, the minimum 
wage has been increased 22 times, by 
both Republican and Democratic Con-
gresses. It was even raised in the 
hyperpartisan Congress of the Gingrich 
impeachment era twice—twice; but it 
has not been raised in this Congress, 
nor the last. That is more than shame-
ful. It is immoral. 

In running against the do-nothing 
Republican-controlled House of Rep-
resentatives in 1948, Harry Truman 
spoke of the gluttons of privilege, of 
cold men, of cunning men who were cu-
riously deaf to the voice of the people, 
but who also were curiously able to 
hear even the slightest whisper from 
Big Business. 

Here is a case where the government 
must be an advocate for the people and 
for the working men and women of this 
Nation and for the forgotten man, as 
another great President once said, 
those at the bottom of the economic 
pyramid upon which everything else is 
built. 

Vague promises of hope are not suffi-
cient. Economic excuses are not 
enough. We must act, and we must act 

now, and we can. Vote for this amend-
ment to increase the minimum wage 
for the working men and women of this 
country. 

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

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in opposition to the motion to re-
commit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
am still having a difficult time trying 
to grasp the concept that my good 
friend, the gentleman from West Vir-
ginia, would be opposed to such a bril-
liant bill in its current form in the 
first place; but with that, I appreciate 
his efforts and his concept dealing with 
this MTR. 

I just want to remind of you of one 
element. If you pass this motion, you 
don’t raise the minimum wage, and you 
don’t bring about any of the con-
sequences CBO or other organizations 
talked about, that concept. 

All this amendment does is delay the 
bill. It doesn’t raise anything. It sim-
ply delays the bill. 

This bill, the underlying bill, tries to 
take an act that is 108 years old and 
modernize it, so that the American 
people are given the right to be heard 
before the President takes his pen and 
signs his name to a piece of paper and 
a proclamation. 

This bill simply says let Americans 
have the chance to talk about this be-
fore the President acts, like every 
other element of government has to do. 

With that, I urge your rejection of 
this MTR. I urge you to favorably vote 
for passage. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. RAHALL. Mr. Speaker, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX, 
this 5-minute vote on the motion to re-
commit will be followed by 5-minute 
votes on passage of H.R. 1459, if or-
dered, and agreeing to the Speaker’s 
approval of the Journal, if ordered. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 193, noes 227, 
not voting 11, as follows: 

[Roll No. 146] 

AYES—193 

Barber 
Barrow (GA) 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera (CA) 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 

Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 

Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
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Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 

Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
Payne 

Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOES—227 

Aderholt 
Amash 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 

Cook 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Daines 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 

Granger 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Grimm 
Guthrie 
Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 

Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McAllister 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Palazzo 
Paulsen 

Pearce 
Perry 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 

Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NOT VOTING—11 

Becerra 
Campbell 
DelBene 
Graves (GA) 

Hinojosa 
McCarthy (NY) 
McIntyre 
Miller, Gary 

Olson 
Roe (TN) 
Schwartz 

b 1647 

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 

will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 222, noes 201, 
not voting 8, as follows: 

[Roll No. 147] 

AYES—222 

Aderholt 
Amash 
Amodei 
Bachmann 
Bachus 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bentivolio 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Broun (GA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Camp 

Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Cassidy 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Coble 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Daines 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duffy 

Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gardner 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gingrey (GA) 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffin (AR) 
Griffith (VA) 
Guthrie 

Hall 
Hanna 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings (WA) 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurt 
Issa 
Jenkins 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
Kingston 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Labrador 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Lankford 
Latham 
Latta 
Long 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matheson 
McAllister 
McCarthy (CA) 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 

McIntyre 
McKeon 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
Meadows 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Nunnelee 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pearce 
Perry 
Petri 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Reed 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Royce 
Runyan 
Ryan (WI) 

Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schock 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Southerland 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stockman 
Stutzman 
Terry 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walorski 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wolf 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IN) 

NOES—201 

Barber 
Barrow (GA) 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera (CA) 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Braley (IA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
Deutch 
Dingell 

Doggett 
Doyle 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Enyart 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fitzpatrick 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcia 
Gerlach 
Gibson 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Grimm 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hanabusa 
Hastings (FL) 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Holt 
Honda 
Horsford 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 

Kind 
King (NY) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee (CA) 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maffei 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Michaud 
Miller, George 
Moore 
Moran 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Negrete McLeod 
Nolan 
O’Rourke 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor (AZ) 
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Paulsen 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters (CA) 
Peters (MI) 
Peterson 
Pingree (ME) 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reichert 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shea-Porter 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 

Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Titus 
Tonko 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Waxman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—8 

Campbell 
DelBene 
Duncan (SC) 

Hinojosa 
Johnson (GA) 
McCarthy (NY) 

Miller, Gary 
Schwartz 

b 1656 

Mr. CONYERS changed his vote from 
‘‘aye’’ to ‘‘no.’’ 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
Stated for: 
Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. Mr. Speak-

er, on rollcall No. 147, I missed the vote on 
final passage of H.R. 1459, the Public Involve-
ment in the Creation of National Monuments 
Act. I supported this bill in the Natural Re-
sources Committee and would have voted in 
favor of it on final passage. Unfortunately busi-
ness on the Senate side of the Capitol pre-
vented me from voting before the rollcall 
ended. Had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘aye.’’ 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PERRY). The unfinished business is the 
question on agreeing to the Speaker’s 
approval of the Journal, which the 
Chair will put de novo. 

The question is on the Speaker’s ap-
proval of the Journal. 

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

f 

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW 

Mr. ROE of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 9 a.m. tomorrow. 

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

There was no objection. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
was unavoidably detained during a vote 
on H.R. 2824, the Preventing Govern-
ment Waste and Protecting Coal Min-
ing Jobs in America Act, on Lowenthal 
amendment No. 1. If I had been present, 
I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

In addition, Mr. Speaker, on H.R. 
3370, the Homeowner Flood Insurance 
Affordability Act, I was unavoidably 

detained with my constituents in my 
district. Had I been present, I would 
have voted a resounding ‘‘yes,’’ for this 
legislation will bring much-needed re-
lief to our constituents on the gulf 
coast. 

f 

b 1700 

CONGRATULATING THE PENNSYL-
VANIA UNIVERSITY NITANNY 
LION FENCING TEAM FOR WIN-
NING 13TH NATIONAL TITLE 

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to congratu-
late the Pennsylvania State University 
Nitanny Lion Fencing Team. On Sun-
day, the team won their 13th NCAA 
championship which took place in Co-
lumbus, Ohio. Beating out the second- 
place Princeton University team, 
which totaled 159 bout victories, the 
Nitanny Lions completed the competi-
tion with 180 bout victories. 

On the individual level, Kaito 
Streets, a sophomore, claimed the 
men’s sabre NCAA championship, be-
coming the 13th individual champion 
for the team. As a result of this title 
win, Penn State fencing is now the 
winningest fencing program in the 
NCAA. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to offer my 
praise to these student athletes, along 
with head coach Wes Glon, for their 
hard work and determination. The Uni-
versity and the Happy Valley commu-
nity are extremely proud of your ef-
forts, and we congratulate you on an-
other amazing season. 

f 

NATIONAL DEVELOPMENTAL 
DISABILITIES AWARENESS MONTH 

(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to commemorate the 27th 
observance of the National Develop-
mental Disabilities Awareness Month 
and to add my respect and under-
standing that developmental disabil-
ities may be visible or invisible and 
range from physical impairment that 
involves vision or mobility to those 
conditions that affect cognitive func-
tions related to how the brain proc-
esses information and how someone 
learns. I am also actively involved in 
the Dyslexia Caucus in efforts to shine 
the light on dyslexia. 

Developmental disabilities, which in-
clude autism, deficit hyperactivity dis-
order, and other developmental delays, 
have increased, requiring more health 
and education services. 

I want to reemphasize the need for 
access to education services but also to 
work. It is not a respect of age. Some-
times it comes because of accident or 
of illness that people can become dis-
abled, but they are still deserving of 

the opportunity to work, and they also 
deserve the opportunity to access the 
various assets that this country has. 

It is important that we focus on lan-
guage, focus on mobility, and we pro-
vide the resources necessary. My salute 
to those who are supporting the im-
provement of access for those suffering 
from developmental disabilities or ex-
periencing it. We look forward to work-
ing together. 

f 

HONORING VEDNITA CARTER, CNN 
HERO 

(Mr. PAULSEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor a truly remarkable 
woman and my guest at this year’s 
State of the Union address, Vednita 
Carter. 

Vednita was recently recognized as a 
2014 CNN Hero for her work combating 
sex trafficking and is truly deserving of 
this recognition. Her organization, 
Breaking Free, provides food, clothing, 
and support for women who are victims 
of sex trafficking to help them escape 
from their tragic situations. Breaking 
Free has helped over 6,000 women leave 
sex slavery. 

Studies have shown, Mr. Speaker, 
that women who are trafficked often 
come from difficult home situations 
and are vulnerable to exploitation. For 
many of these victims, Vednita is the 
first person to reach out and try to 
help them. 

With over 100,000 children estimated 
to be involved in the sex trade in the 
United States, Vednita’s efforts should 
serve as a guide to how we can combat 
this trafficking problem on a wider 
scale. 

Congratulations, Vednita Carter, and 
thank you for positively impacting so 
many exploited women’s lives and for 
inspiring so many others. 

f 

WOMEN’S HISTORY MONTH AND 
WORKDAY INITIATIVE 

(Mr. VEASEY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. VEASEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to celebrate the women who have 
shaped our Nation’s history and those 
women who continue to make a dif-
ference in our communities. Women 
entrepreneurs are the fastest growing 
sector in the small business commu-
nity. 

This month, I launched a new initia-
tive to help better understand the chal-
lenges that constituents face in their 
jobs and daily lives by spending the 
day working as a baking assistant at 
Del Norte Bakery, a successful women- 
owned-and-operated Hispanic business 
in Dallas. 

As I rolled up my sleeves and I made 
pan dulce and other baked goods along-
side owners and sisters Carolina Lopez 
and Gloria De Lira, I gained invaluable 
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insight on some of the challenges small 
minority-owned and women-owned 
businesses face and what I can do as a 
Member of Congress to help. 

I also hope that by sharing their 
story, I can inspire other women to re-
alize their dreams of running their own 
businesses. Let us all continue to work 
together to ensure that all women 
enjoy equal opportunity, because when 
women succeed, America succeeds. 

f 

COMMEMORATING THE OCCASION 
OF MR. HOUSTON WAGGONER’S 
93RD BIRTHDAY 
(Mr. MCALLISTER asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCALLISTER. Mr. Speaker, it is 
with great pride and pleasure that I 
rise today to commemorate Mr. Hous-
ton Waggoner on the occasion of his 
93rd birthday, which he and his loved 
ones celebrated, fishing, on March the 
17th. 

Mr. Waggoner is a proud World War 
II Navy veteran who has lived the 
American Dream. As a father of eight 
children, he worked for 30 years before 
retiring as a bag plant manager and 
starting his own small business, Chat-
ham Automotive Parts and Supply, in 
1972. 

After owning his own business for 18 
years, he retired for a second time in 
1990. He now resides in Jackson Parish 
and enjoys hunting, fishing, and in-
volvement with The National World 
War II Museum in New Orleans, where 
he is a member. 

Mr. Waggoner exemplifies a strong 
character of leadership and dedication. 
As his family and friends continue to 
celebrate and honor him, I ask my col-
leagues to join me in wishing Mr. 
Waggoner a very happy 93rd birthday. 

f 

SOUTHERN ILLINOIS UNIVER-
SITY’S ANNIVERSARY MARCH 26, 
2014 
(Mr. ENYART asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. ENYART. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor an outstanding institu-
tion of higher education in Illinois. 
Southern Illinois University School of 
Law celebrates its 40th anniversary 
this month. 

We spend our time here on the House 
floor discussing, debating, and voting 
on laws which impact American citi-
zens while the faculty and staff of SIU 
Law develop the next generation of 
great legal minds. 

With humble beginnings in 1973, that 
first year began with 90 students and 
eight faculty members. SIU Law today 
is a nationally recognized institution 
with alumni practicing in 49 States and 
11 countries. 

The school’s 3,800 graduates include 
military general officers, over 90 State 
and Federal judges, and at least one 
United States Congressman. 

Please join me in congratulating my 
alma mater, Southern Illinois Univer-
sity School of Law, for 40 years of serv-
ing students. 

Go Dawgs. 

f 

SUPREME COURT COMMENTS 

(Mr. GOHMERT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day, I went over and heard the audio as 
the argument before the Supreme 
Court was taking place. It was shock-
ing to hear a Supreme Court Justice 
ask Paul Clement why his client didn’t 
just pay the tax and then they could 
have their religious ideas and religious 
beliefs. Of course, he called it a pen-
alty, as the statute called it. 

She said: Well, the legislation called 
it a tax. She didn’t even know that the 
majority opinion said on page 15 that it 
is a penalty because Congress called it 
a penalty. Forty pages later, the ma-
jority called it a tax so they could up-
hold it. 

Outrageous. Pay your religion tax, 
and then you can have your religious 
beliefs in America. Where is it going to 
stop if we don’t stop it now? 

f 

COMPREHENSIVE IMMIGRATION 
REFORM 

(Ms. LEE of California asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. LEE of California. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to join my colleagues in 
calling for a vote on comprehensive im-
migration reform. We have bipartisan 
legislation that has the support of the 
American people and the votes needed 
to pass the House. 

Our system has been broken for far 
too long. In my own district, there are 
heart-wrenching stories of families who 
came here for a chance at the Amer-
ican Dream only to have been torn 
apart and separated. 

Not only is comprehensive immigra-
tion reform morally right, it is the 
right thing to do for our economy. 
Also, the Congressional Budget Office 
this week found that passing H.R. 15 
would reduce the deficit by $900 billion 
over the next two decades. The eco-
nomic benefits are clear. 

Now is the time to pass a fair immi-
gration plan which provides a pathway 
to citizenship, reunites families, and 
helps grow our economy. The Senate 
passed immigration reform last year. 
Now the House must act. We have the 
votes. Let’s do it now. 

f 

OBAMACARE HAS BEEN A 
FAILURE 

(Mr. KINGSTON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, so here 
we go again. Yet another change, an-

other modification in ObamaCare, an-
other deadline extended. I don’t under-
stand it. If there was such a clamor for 
socialized medicine, why aren’t people 
standing in droves to sign up for 
ObamaCare? 

I can tell you why. Because it has not 
decreased their premium, it has not in-
creased their quality, and it has not in-
creased access to health care. 
ObamaCare has been a failure. 

We need to replace it with market- 
driven, patient-centered health care 
where the doctor and the patient are in 
charge of health care. We need to have 
health care that gives consumers op-
tions and health savings accounts so 
that they have more choices and they 
can pocket whatever savings they cre-
ate. We need to allow consumers to buy 
health care across State lines so that 
there will be more competition. We 
need to allow small businesses to band 
together so that they can get the 
economies of scale that large busi-
nesses get. And we need to push back 
on frivolous lawsuits so that doctors 
aren’t practicing defensive medicine. 

Mr. Speaker, these are things we can 
do that will make health care increase 
in quality and go down in price. 

f 

NATIONAL JAZZ PRESERVATION, 
EDUCATION AND PROMULGATION 
ACT OF 2014 

(Mr. CONYERS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, Mem-
bers of the House, I am introducing a 
Jazz Appreciation Month piece of legis-
lation entitled the ‘‘National Jazz 
Preservation, Education and Promul-
gation Act of 2014.’’ 

In 1986, I introduced a bill in which simply 
sought to make a compelling statement about 
the importance of Jazz within American cul-
ture. Its final clause read: 

Now, therefore be it Resolved by the House 
of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
that it is the sense of the Congress that jazz 
is hereby designated as a rare and valuable 
national American treasure to which we 
should devote our attention, support and re-
sources to make certain it is preserved, un-
derstood and promulgated. 

The jazz community came together in strong 
support of that legislation, and through many 
phone calls and letters generated enough co-
sponsorships to get House Concurrent Reso-
lution 57 passed by the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives on September 23, 1987. The fact 
that the 23rd was John Coltrane’s birthday 
made the accomplishment even more special 
for me and was able to secure approval of the 
bill by the U.S. Senate a little more than two 
months later, on December 4, 1987. 

During my work on that bill, which has come 
to be known as the ‘‘Jazz Resolution,’’ I saw 
it inspire successful jazz-related political activ-
ity at the local governmental level in New York 
City, in Philadelphia and in Washington, DC. 
While each of these legislative victories were 
a milestone for the music, with each making 
profound statements about the importance of 
jazz in those communities, none of them di-
rected financial resources toward its support. 
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So, a couple of years later, I began working 
through the Congressional appropriations 
process to do just that. 

In the Fall of 1990, I secured funding for the 
creation of the Smithsonian Jazz Masterworks 
Orchestra. I was able to obtain additional 
funds for the Smithsonian’s Jazz program on 
three subsequent occasions. The result has 
been the solidification of a comprehensive 
Jazz program that involves preservation, edu-
cation and performance. I chose to focus my 
efforts on the Smithsonian Institution because 
it serves as the nation’s treasure chest. It is 
where all things American that are historic and 
valued are kept. I wanted Jazz to have an ap-
propriate and permanent place at the Smithso-
nian. It has that now. 

I want to express my special thanks to Dr. 
John Hasse, the Smithsonian’s Curator of 
American Music, for his leadership and strong 
support for Jazz. I also want to congratulate 
him on establishing Jazz Appreciation Month 
(JAM). Today, is the kick-off of the 13th JAM, 
which has grown to become a global celebra-
tion of Jazz as America’s classical music. I am 
pleased that John Coltrane, one of our na-
tion’s greatest musibians and composers, was 
selected to be the focus of the 2014 JAM 
poster and today’s JAM activities. The ‘‘Ac-
knowledgement’’ of his recording ‘‘A Love Su-
preme’’ 50 years ago in December 1964 is a 
great way to honor John Coltrane. The fact 
that his original score of that iconic composi-
tion is a part of the Smithsonian’s collections 
and is on display there today is much appre-
ciated. 

Jazz is now well over 100 years old. Scores 
of many remarkable compositions, artifacts, 
documents, and photographs are in private 
hands, at risk of getting damaged, lost, or 
being sold abroad. In addition, jazz education 
at the elementary and secondary school level 
is virtually impossible to find. As such, in order 
to ensure the continued prominence of Jazz 
as a part America’s cultural heritage, I have 
just introduced H.R. 4280, the National Jazz 
Preservation, Education, and Promulgation Act 
of 2014. This legislation would enable the fur-
ther implementation the mandate established 
in H. Con. Res. 57. It will help our nation pre-
serve its jazz heritage, educate our youth 
about this national treasure, and encourage 
the promulgation of jazz by fostering opportu-
nities for jazz artists to create and share their 
music with the public here and abroad. 

H.R. 4280 would authorize funding to estab-
lish a National Jazz Preservation Program at 
the Smithsonian Institution’s National Museum 
of American History. The Program would cre-
ate oral and video histories of leading jazz art-
ists, acquire, preserve and interpret artifacts, 
and conduct exhibitions and other educational 
activities that would enable generations of 
Americans to learn about and enjoy jazz. The 
Program would also work with local museums, 
educational institutions and community organi-
zations to establish jazz collections and share 
artifacts between them. 

In addition, the legislation promotes jazz 
education in several ways. It encourages the 
introduction of jazz to our youth by authorizing 
funding to establish a Jazz Artists in the 
Schools Program. This program should be 
modeled on the successful one previously op-
erated by the National Endowment for the 
Arts. It also authorizes funding for the devel-
opment of jazz education curriculum and ma-
terials and their dissemination to educators at 

all levels. The bill authorizes funding for a 
Jazz Ambassadors Program. This program 
should be modeled on the historic one that the 
U.S. State Department launched back in 1956. 
That program sent noted American jazz musi-
cians abroad to perform. My bill would enable 
young jazz musicians and jazz ensembles 
from secondary schools to be sent abroad on 
missions of goodwill, education, and cultural 
exchange. 

Finally, HR 4280 promotes the promulgation 
of jazz by authorizing funding to support a na-
tionwide series of performances by jazz art-
ists. This would be done through the establish-
ment of a Jazz Appreciation Program at the 
Smithsonian Institution. This program would 
work through the network of Smithsonian Affili-
ates to host jazz concerts. The Affiliates net-
work includes more than 180 museums, edu-
cational and cultural organizations in more 
than 40 states, Puerto Rico and Panama. 

I encourage all of you to take a look at and 
consider supporting H.R. 4280. I also encour-
age you to share a copy of it with others that 
have an interest in America’s jazz music. 

f 

b 1715 

HOMEOWNER FLOOD INSURANCE 
AFFORDABILITY ACT 

(Mr. ROONEY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, I was 
happy to see the President sign H.R. 
3370, the Homeowner Flood Insurance 
Affordability Act. This bill is an impor-
tant first step in addressing afford-
ability in the national flood insurance 
program, but we have a long way to go 
to put solvency back into the system. 

We are working hard not only 
through the appropriations process, 
but also with leadership and other 
Members in coastal districts whose 
constituents have been victims of the 
rate increases brought about by 
Biggert-Waters. H.R. 3370 has some 
great provisions, including: removal of 
the dreaded ‘‘sales trigger’’ that would 
have devastated the housing and real 
estate markets in Florida and other 
states. Perhaps most importantly, we 
were able to reassure FEMA of the im-
portance of the affordability study. 

Mr. Speaker, the next step is to find 
new ways to stabilize NFIP and make 
flood insurance more affordable for 
homeowners and small businesses. I 
will continue working with my col-
leagues in Florida and across the coun-
try to put some stability back in this 
important system. 

f 

CONGRESSIONAL PROGRESSIVE 
CAUCUS DISCUSSES FRACKING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. POCAN) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader. 

Mr. POCAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today on behalf of the Congressional 
Progressive Caucus, and we are here 
today to talk about the issue of frac-

turing, also known as fracking, and the 
need to have more regulation on 
fracking to protect our environment, 
our groundwater, our air, and the fami-
lies who live around the over half-mil-
lion wells that are across the country, 
and also talk a little bit about global 
warming. 

The Progressive Caucus has been at 
the forefront of talking about issues 
that are important to our environ-
ment. We have so much to do to stop 
the effects of global warming that are 
happening. Climate change is real. It is 
one of the greatest threats that we 
have to our country and to our planet. 
There are increasing CO2 levels in our 
atmosphere, and if we continue to 
leave that unchecked, they carry very 
dire consequences for the future of the 
planet. 

Rising sea levels, unpredictable and 
dangerous weather patterns, and 
drought are all examples of the con-
sequences of failing to take action to 
address this threat. For generations, 
those who have come before us have 
held the ideal that they should leave 
their descendants with a better life. 
This is an integral part of our Amer-
ican story. 

I joined the Safe Climate Caucus be-
cause I believe in leaving a safer envi-
ronment for future generations of 
Americans. Stewardship of our envi-
ronment, of the air we breathe and the 
water we drink, is essential to this 
commitment. 

That is why I am here today to voice 
my support for commonsense legisla-
tion that will end unnecessary exemp-
tions that protect the oil and gas in-
dustry from basic regulations and in-
stead extend protections for our fami-
lies and communities in all areas that 
effect global warming. But specifically 
tonight, we want to talk a little bit 
about fracturing. 

I would like to first yield to a col-
league, the gentlewoman from Wis-
consin (Ms. MOORE), a great poet. I 
think we are going to be entertained 
and informed through that entertain-
ment. 

Ms. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me the 
time. This is just a little short ditty 
because I am very concerned as a per-
son who lives in an inner city environ-
ment, I have become intensely aware of 
how environmental injustice affects 
the health and safety of our commu-
nities. 

So I just wanted to talk a little bit 
about fracking this evening. 

As we frack, under intense pressure, we 
force a fissure through the delicate veins of 
our unbound Earth and a black hole forms, 
poisoning the valley and streams of our spir-
it. 

Man, don’t you fear it? Wrecking the eco-
system and trekking recklessly over pristine 
black loam. 

Man, don’t you hear it? The harsh acid rain 
as it drains into the vital marsh of our exist-
ence. 

Oh, but, of course, the coarse priority of 
wealth strips our Earth’s fertility and res-
ervoir of life. Fracked and cracked, lost, per-
haps for all eternity. 
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Alas, it is true, there is none so blind as he 

who will not see. 

Mr. POCAN. I thank Representative 
MOORE for that. Your poetry is always 
much appreciated not only on this 
floor, but also in our State of Wis-
consin. Thank you for sharing today. 

Before I get to fracking, I want to 
talk about one part of global warming 
that recently got a little attention 
back home but serves as a debate when 
we talk on the floor of Congress. When 
I spoke before on the floor of Congress 
about the need to address global warm-
ing, one of the things I said, and this is 
about 6 weeks ago, was that in Wis-
consin, ice fishermen are already notic-
ing fewer days they can be out on our 
ice-covered lakes. 

Now, the conservative right in Wis-
consin, they decided to have a field 
day. There was a shock jock in Mil-
waukee who decided to play up on this. 
He said, can you imagine in Wisconsin, 
where this winter we had days that 
were minus 22 degrees, real tempera-
ture, minus 40 and 50 degrees with wind 
chill, how can we possibly be talking 
about fewer days of ice coverage. Based 
on that cold experience, clearly there 
is no global warming. Now I know that 
is not a scientist’s statement, that is a 
shock jock, but they went with it and 
let it roll. 

Here is the reality. We are a planet 
that is warming. And that statement, 
despite the polar vortex that we experi-
enced in Wisconsin and other parts of 
the country that gave us some really 
cold weather, that is exactly what we 
are talking about, these intense swings 
in the weather that can produce that. 

What was so interesting was when 
the conservative movement went so 
hard to say clearly there is no global 
warming—they are all climate change 
deniers that were out doing this at-
tack—they decided to approach a group 
called PolitiFact. Now PolitiFact often 
takes things that politicians say and 
decides where the truth is. Sometimes 
it is in a TV commercial, sometimes it 
is in a speech. Specifically, they were 
asked to address that statement that I 
made, which was, ice fishermen are al-
ready noticing fewer days they can be 
out on our ice-covered lakes. 

Here is what they said. First of all, 
they rated that statement as true, and 
here is why. They said it is not just 
about this winter; it is about what has 
happened over all in winters in Wis-
consin. There is a site called 
climatewisconsin.org that is done by a 
number of professors and other profes-
sionals in the field in Wisconsin. They 
have been tracking ice coverage on the 
lakes in Madison, Lake Mendota, and 
Lake Monona, going back 150 years. 
And you know what they found? 

Overall, the average number of days of ice 
cover on the Madison lakes has decreased by 
around 29 to 35 days over the past 150 years. 

Not my words; these are scientists 
with knowledge, people who work spe-
cifically in the field who are measuring 
our lakes. So when people talk about 
climate change and they want to deny 

the facts, the science, that over 95 per-
cent of scientists who work in this field 
clearly have said we have a climate 
that is changing because we have glob-
al warming because of human activity, 
well, this is just one example where a 
simple 1-minute speech on the floor 
talking about climate change became a 
shock jock’s material for weeks to talk 
about why doesn’t Congressman POCAN 
come home and see the weather. 

Well, I get home every chance I can. 
Every single weekend, I am home in 
Wisconsin. When we are not here, I am 
in Wisconsin. Trust me, I would prefer 
to spend my time in the district talk-
ing to the people of the district that I 
represent. I get back there. 

Yes, we had cold days. But to deter-
mine everything based on a few cold 
days, that is not science, that is just 
rhetoric. And that is exactly what 
PolitiFact found. That their charges 
were rhetoric, and we are seeing a seri-
ous climate change. And when you ac-
tually test 150 years of ice coverage in 
the State of Wisconsin, we now have 29 
to 35 fewer days because of global 
warming. 

So before we start talking about frac-
turing, I wanted to put that out there 
because it is all a part of why we are 
talking about this subject today. 

At this point, I would yield to the 
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. ELLI-
SON), the cochair of the Progressive 
Caucus. 

Mr. ELLISON. I appreciate the gen-
tleman for yielding. Congressman 
POCAN has been just a beacon, a voice 
for working Americans all over the 
country. Our States are next to each 
other, and we share a lot. I am honored 
to be here with you today. 

We are going to talk about fracking, 
but I just want to set the stage for the 
conversation. You know, we are in the 
United States House of Representatives 
and we have had stagnant wages for 40 
years, yet we can’t see a way, a bill to 
raise the minimum wage on the House 
floor. 

We see that unemployment insurance 
has been stalled since December 28, 
2013. Mr. POCAN has made this point 
abundantly clear, and over 2 million 
people are now without that unemploy-
ment insurance support, and yet we 
still see no action on the House floor 
here. 

We see our infrastructure crumbling 
across the United States. In Minnesota, 
we saw our I–35 bridge fall into the 
Mississippi River. We have seen water 
mains break and problems with grids, 
and yet we see no action here on the 
House floor. 

We all thought we were going to get 
some action on immigration reform. In 
fact, even the Speaker, to his credit, 
said I have some principles out there, 
let’s talk about how we move forward. 
The Senate already has moved forward. 
Yet no sooner than the Speaker said he 
had some principles he wanted to start 
working on did he come back and say 
he can’t trust Obama so we can’t have 
an immigration bill. 

It is outrageous how little sub-
stantive work we have done on this 
floor of the House of Representatives: 
no to immigration reform; no to unem-
ployment insurance; no to raising the 
minimum wage; and no to all these key 
things that Americans really, really 
need. What is the idea here? What is 
the idea when we won’t do anything 
other than politically charged bills to 
sort of make a point? I mean, what is 
that all about? 

Well, today we are going to talk a lit-
tle bit about fracking, but I ask the 
question, Mr. Speaker: When are we 
going to get to some real work around 
here? We cannot be in this House of 
Representatives with a responsibility 
to discharge the duties of the American 
people, and we are completely unre-
sponsive under this Republican leader-
ship to what the American people 
want. People are unemployed. People 
need a raise. People need a better life, 
and we are not doing anything to help. 

In fact, the only time we ever care 
about NEPA, which is environmental 
review, is if it is going to block monu-
ments that the President may want to 
decide to establish. Every other time, 
it is a ‘‘job-killing regulation.’’ It is 
total lingo, total rhetoric, and it is just 
really a shame. I am getting to the 
point, Mr. Speaker, and I want to yield 
back to the gentleman so we can begin 
talking about fracking, but it is really 
getting frustrating. 

We know we are here with different 
political points of view. I am a proud, 
progressive liberal, absolutely. Just 
like Hubert H. Humphrey, LBJ, Martin 
Luther King, I admired them all, and I 
am not apologizing to anybody for 
being as progressive liberal as I am. 
But that doesn’t stop me from talking 
to a conservative Republican as long as 
we are both trying to solve the prob-
lem. But they are not trying to solve 
anything. 

I am happy to talk to Republicans 
with their conservative views. We will 
haggle it out, and we will meet some-
where in the middle. It will not be ev-
erything I want, and it will not do ev-
erything they want, but we will do 
something. 

Where are we at? No immigration, 
nothing. Where are we at with UI, peo-
ple are suffering, 2 million strong? No-
where. Where are we at on raising the 
minimum wage, which has been sliding 
as inflation goes up, and we have lower 
minimum wage than we did since the 
1950s when you adjust it for inflation? 
Nothing. We are just not meeting the 
needs of the American people. 

We have tried to repeal ObamaCare— 
I even hate that phrasing—the Afford-
able Care Act, 53 times. This is an out-
rage. 

We shut down the government for 16 
days for the one purpose of stopping 
people getting access to health care, 
and yet it feels like we are in ‘‘Star 
Wars,’’ Mr. Speaker. 

I just had to share those views and 
just share my thoughts that it is time, 
high time, for us to get to work, to 
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stop this party of no business, to stop 
this obstructionism and bring our val-
ues, different though they are, to this 
debate and come up with something to 
meet the needs of the American people. 

I thank the gentleman for letting me 
share my views on those matters. 

b 1730 
Mr. POCAN. Thank you very much, 

Mr. ELLISON. I share your concern. I 
came to Congress as a new Member, 
thinking that we are going to get some 
important work done for the country. 

I remember, in history class, I be-
lieve it was the Congress of 1948 that 
got so little done that they were 
dubbed the do-nothing Congress—well, 
because they did nothing, right? So 
they get the label. That do-nothing 
Congress passed 350 bills. That is it. 

Our Congress last year passed 62 
bills. 

Mr. ELLISON. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. POCAN. Absolutely. 
Mr. ELLISON. If we were the do- 

nothing Congress of the 1940s, that 
would be more activity than we have 
right now. We are the do-nothing Con-
gress. We are the do-nothing Congress. 
Our goal is to improve the lives of 
Americans. I would be surprised if it 
was even half of the 60 that we actually 
did pass. 

It is hard to get a label, gentlemen, 
to what you would call worse than the 
do-nothing Congress. I don’t know 
what the label would be to establish to 
us. It has been a highly unproductive 
Congress. 

What was interesting, at the end of 
January, I got on the elevator with a 
Republican who I won’t name, and I 
said: We have been here for two weeks 
again, and we haven’t done anything. 

The response I got is: Don’t worry. It 
will get better in 3 or 4 years. 

I don’t know about you, gentleman, 
but I didn’t come to Congress to wait 3 
or 4 years. We have real work to do. 

Mr. ELLISON. That’s right. 
Mr. POCAN. Whether it be the fact 

that we have discharge petitions now 
on rasing the minimum wage, so that 
people can be lifted out of poverty who 
are working hard every single day, 
playing by the rules, and just trying to 
get by; by extending unemployment 
benefits to the millions of people in the 
country who have lost those extended 
benefits—including a gentleman from 
Mount Horeb, Wisconsin, who was my 
guest right here in this Chamber for 
the State of the Union. 

He was my guest. He had lost his ben-
efits at the end of December. He was a 
steamfitter, worked hard all of his life, 
played by the rules, and because of not 
extending the emergency benefits, they 
are in dire financial straits. 

His wife wrote me an email. This is 
how we found out about them. Their 
daughter wanted to bring a friend over 
for dinner, and they said: I don’t know 
if we can afford another plate at the 
table. 

They have their home up for sale be-
cause they don’t want to be foreclosed 

on. This is the reality of Congress not 
acting. 

Today, we now have a discharge peti-
tion on immigration reform, something 
that will effect millions and millions of 
people across this country. This Con-
gress is not acting. 

What we are going to talk about in 
just a little bit are 5 bills that effect 
fracking—fracturing—to make sure 
that everyone can have cleaner air, 
cleaner water and that people can actu-
ally know what toxins are going in the 
ground when so many people live so 
close to these wells across the country. 

There is more of an agenda that the 
Progressive Caucus is working on and 
that we are trying to put out there. 
Again, I think, gentlemen, we would be 
remiss if we didn’t talk about, just 
very briefly, the Progressive Caucus’ 
budget, the better-off budget, to make 
sure people are better actually invest-
ing in infrastructure, to actually in-
vest in research and development, to 
actually invest in education, and to get 
people back to work now. 

Mr. ELLISON. If the gentleman 
would yield about the better-off budg-
et? 

All I want to say about the better-off 
budget is that it is going make Ameri-
cans better off. That is what the bet-
ter-off budget does. 

The better-off budget toplines 8.8 
million jobs—8.8 million jobs—in 3 
years. That is what we do by making 
infrastructures in education and infra-
structure, putting people back to work, 
making sure that public employees, 
teachers, police officers, people like 
that, stay on the job. This is what the 
better-off budget does. 

Now, the Republicans are going to 
come in here with a budget, and they 
are going to brag about how much def-
icit reduction it does. We have already 
been reducing the deficit significantly, 
by the way; but they are going to talk 
about what they have cut. 

They are going say: oh, we cut food 
stamps, we cut Head Start, we cut 
medical research, we cut research on 
Alzheimer’s and Parkinson’s, and 
things like that. They are going to 
brag about how many people they have 
left behind. 

I think that the real thing is that, as 
we invested 8.8 million jobs, our better- 
off budget actually has deficit reduc-
tions to a tune of about $4 trillion in 10 
years because, as people are working, 
they are paying taxes, and we are 
growing ourselves out of the debt and 
deficit picture. 

That is why even some conservative 
groups have said that this is a good 
budget because we are being respon-
sible about the debt, not because we 
are pointing straight at it, but because 
we are pointing straight at putting 
people back to work, people are work-
ing, people are paying taxes, and we 
are dealing with our fiscal picture. So 
the better-off budget is definitely 
worth people reading about. It is an 
awesome budget. 

A few things I just want to mention 
about the better-off budget, and then 

we can talk about it another time. We 
also require in our budget that the 
amount of money going to our spy 
agencies, our intelligence agencies, the 
topline be revealed, not the nuts and 
bolts and the guts of it, but just in 
these days of NSA spying and things 
like that, I think it is important to 
have budget accountability, so that 
people really know. 

This is something that we hope peo-
ple will really look at and feel that 
Congress is actually exercising its 
proper role in doing oversight with 
this. 

The other thing is there was a huge 
fight over chained CPI. This is that 
form of CPI, this measure of inflation, 
which literally cut benefits for people 
who are older Americans, people who 
are on disability benefits, and people 
who are on survivor benefits. It cuts 
their benefit over time. 

CPI-E, another measure of inflation 
that actually enhances retirement ben-
efit because it really reflects the real 
cost associated with making a living in 
the United States, so we put CPI-E in 
our budget, which we believe is a far 
better measure of what is really going 
on in days of retirement insecurity 
brought about because of decisions of 
the Republican Caucus. 

It is important that we really invest 
in making sure that we have some re-
tirement security. 

So those are just a few lines on the 
better-off budget, but I do want to 
thank you for raising it. 

Mr. POCAN. Thank you, Mr. ELLISON, 
for all your leadership and your 
cochairing the Progressive Caucus. 

One other thing that is in that budg-
et, in addition to growing us out of the 
economic problems we have had in this 
country that we have slowly been re-
bounding out of, we also take away the 
subsidies to oil and gas companies, 
which save this country money that we 
can invest in creating jobs, but also 
deals directly with the issue at hand, 
which is the issue of fracking. 

What is fracking? It is hydraulic 
fracturing, or it is called fracking. Is a 
process of drilling by injecting a fluid, 
which is a chemical water-sand mix, 
into the ground, at a very high pres-
sure, in order to fracture shale rocks to 
release natural gas inside. That is the 
basic concept behind fracking. There 
are about a half a million active nat-
ural gas wells in the United States 
right now. 

Here is what is involved in the proc-
ess that I think people don’t really re-
alize: Every single gas well requires an 
average of 400 tanker trucks to carry 
water and supplies to the site. It takes 
1 to 8 million gallons of water to com-
plete each fracturing job. 

To run all the active wells in the 
U.S., that would be 72 trillion—trillion 
with a t-r—trillion gallons of water and 
360 billion gallons of chemicals that are 
used in this process. The water is 
brought in, it is mixed with sand in a 
chemical mix to create a fracturing 
fluid. 
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Now, one of the things I think that 

people don’t realize is we don’t know 
what is in that fracturing fluid because 
the companies say that it is propri-
etary. If they gave up that informa-
tion, it is a secret sauce that they put 
together that allows them to do this; 
and if they disclose that, somehow, a 
competitor could find out what it is. 

The problem is that also means you 
and I don’t know what those toxic 
chemicals are. We have an idea, in 
some cases, what is used, but the exact 
mix, you don’t know in any specific 
well. 

So you have 40,000 gallons of chemi-
cals used per fracturing, with up to 600 
chemicals in any fracking fluid, which 
has known carcinogens and toxins. 
This fracking fluid has been pressure 
injected into the ground through a 
drilled pipeline about 10,000 feet deep. 

The mixture reaches the end of the 
well, where the high pressure causes 
the nearby shale rock to crack, cre-
ating fissures where the natural gas 
can flow into the wells. Only about 30 
or 50 percent of the fracturing fluid is 
ever recovered. The rest of the toxic 
mix is left in the ground, and it is not 
biodegradable. 

Also, during this process, methane 
gas and toxic chemicals leach out of 
the system and contaminate our near-
by groundwater. Methane concentra-
tions are 17 times higher in drinking 
water wells near fracturing sites than 
normal wells. 

You may remember—I believe Time 
magazine had it, and I have seen it on 
TV—where people in Pennsylvania, in 
some cases, near wells, have turned on 
their drinking water and a match and 
lit the drinking water on fire from 
what has been released into the 
groundwater from fracking wells. 

This contaminated well water is then 
used for drinking water, like I ex-
plained, in these nearby communities, 
and there have been over a thousand 
documented cases of water contamina-
tion next to areas of gas drilling, as 
well as cases of sensory, respiratory, 
and neurological damage due to in-
gested contaminated water. 

In the end, the hydraulic fracking 
produces about 300,000 barrels of nat-
ural gas a day, but the price is numer-
ous environmental, safety, and health 
hazards that we have to deal with. 

I yield time to Mr. ELLISON. 
Mr. ELLISON. Certainly. I think it is 

really important for the gentleman to 
bring us to this conversation about 
fracking today. It is a lot of courage 
that you bring to this debate as well. 

The interests that are really pro-
moting fracking are powerful, wealthy, 
energy companies; and opposing them, 
you know, is something that, I believe, 
is something that not everybody would 
do. I think raising real questions about 
how this is affecting the health and the 
environment are critical. 

I had the occasion of talking with a 
number of people in my office who 
came and told me really amazing sto-
ries about what their experiences with 

fracking were. One gentleman actually 
told me a story about the lighting of 
the fire coming out of the faucet in the 
sink. 

Another told me a story about how 
his cows drank the water that was con-
taminated with the fracking fluid, and 
those cows died. Another individual 
told me how, when they made com-
plaints about it, there was just a lack 
of responsiveness. 

These are folks who—before they 
came to my office, I didn’t know 
them—but they wanted to talk to me 
about a problem of common concern, so 
I said: Sure. Share with me what you 
know. 

What they shared with me caused me 
to do my own research. I was particu-
larly disturbed by the fact that the 
process, particularly the fluid that is 
used, is not something that we can 
know. I think you are talking about in-
jecting a fluid into the ground that is 
causing the natural gas to come up, 
and yet, it has proprietary protections. 

Now, how can we safeguard the pub-
lic interest if we don’t even know what 
is in that stuff? If nothing in there is 
harmful, why don’t they want to share 
what is in that stuff? 

At the end of day, there are stories of 
regular citizens, cropping up all over 
this country, about dead farm animals, 
toxic drinking water, fire coming out 
of the water faucet, and all sorts of 
things. It has happened to people who 
thought that they could lead a good 
life, trying to farm, trying to live in 
rural America, and yet, the answers 
just are not coming for them. 

I remain very concerned. I believe 
that we do have a public interest in 
knowing much more about this proc-
ess. A few years ago, Mr. Speaker, we 
were sort of sold that natural gas 
would be the answer to get off petro-
leum, but what we didn’t know is all 
the health hazards that were involved 
with trying to make that conversion. 

It is absolutely essential that we, as 
the American people, get to the bottom 
of the health risks associated with all 
of the ingredients of fracking. These 
same folks who came to my office, Mr. 
Speaker, made complaints about skin 
irritation, nasal irritation, eye prob-
lems, chronic issues; they talk about 
farm animals and other sorts of issues 
that they have lost. It is just some-
thing that I think is crying out for real 
answers. 

If Congress does not stand up and 
say, look, we have got to figure out 
what the environmental health im-
pacts on fracking are on our citizens, 
then who is now going to? 

Europe has already asked some tough 
questions about how fracking works. 
Europe has already said: Well, wait a 
minute. We need to know a little bit 
more about this. 

In some places, the practice has been 
banned. I really believe that this is an 
appalling situation, calling out for an-
swers, and it is our public duty to get 
those answers. 

I appreciate the time to talk about 
my exposure, my discussions with peo-

ple who have experienced fracking 
firsthand. 

I also need to mention one other 
thing that I forgot. One gentleman 
talked about the frequency of earth-
quakes near the fracking area. When he 
tried to figure out and when he asked 
questions about, well, is the fracking 
causing the earthquakes because, be-
fore you were fracking, there were no 
earthquakes, he really was stonewalled 
and didn’t get any answers. 

It makes sense—you are doing some-
thing to disrupt the ground, you are 
shooting a substance into the ground 
causing these sort of issues, like trem-
ors in the Earth; and then this farmer 
who talked to me could not get any an-
swers and could not get much respon-
siveness. 

Again, this is something I remain 
concerned about and look forward to 
people Facebooking, Tweeting, and 
writing regular old emails and snail 
mails telling their stories about what 
they are going through, so that we can 
make a case. The true, real investiga-
tion needs to take place, and we can 
actually look out for the public inter-
est. 

b 1745 

Mr. POCAN. Thank you, Mr. ELLISON. 
It is not just members of the Progres-

sive Caucus, Democrats, or concerned 
citizens who live near these wells who 
are talking about this. There actually 
was a recent investigation that was 
done by The Weather Channel, the Cen-
ter for Public Integrity, and 
InsideClimate News that found numer-
ous violations on current sites. 

At one, they found, for example, that 
the State of Texas, that they know ‘‘al-
most nothing’’ about the pollution that 
one of these shale drilling wells causes. 
They said that thousands of Texas oil 
and gas facilities are allowed to self- 
audit their emissions, meaning they 
don’t have to report them to the State. 
They go on to talk about pollution 
complaints. They also said in another 
study in the U.K. and Pennsylvania 
that they looked at multiple data sets 
of wells in Pennsylvania to determine 
the rate of well failures, and they 
found that one-third of a data set of 
3,500 wells were reported for environ-
mental violations between 2008 and 
2011. 

So, while we have special exemptions 
in clean water and in clean air laws for 
this process, we are finding severe vio-
lations by groups like The Weather 
Channel—hardly someone who is bi-
ased—who actually look at these facili-
ties. Then when you actually look at 
the list of chemicals, at some of the 
known 600 chemicals that go into these 
mixes, and when you look at the actual 
effects—the colors—that are on here, 
you have got chemicals that lead to 
skin, eye, and sensory organ problems, 
problems with respiratory, in gastro-
intestinal, in the brain and nervous 
systems, the immune systems, with the 
kidney, cardiovascular and blood, with 
carcinogens, mutagens, developmental, 
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reproductive, and endocrine disrupters. 
These are the types of effects that can 
happen from the chemicals that we are 
not even allowed to know that are hap-
pening. 

I think one of the most telling parts 
of this is that 15.3 million people in 
this country live within a mile of one 
of these wells that have been drilled 
since the year 2000. That is more than 
the entire State of Michigan. These are 
people who live near a well who don’t 
have the public information that they 
need to know for their families’ safety. 

Members of this caucus, the Progres-
sive Caucus, have worked on five bills 
that have been kind of called the ‘‘frac 
pack,’’ which address specific concerns 
that we have on the regulation of this. 
We are not saying that you are going 
to stop this completely, but we should 
know what we are doing, not proceed 
until you know what you are doing and 
make sure we provide the clean air, the 
clean water and the notification re-
quirements so that we actually know 
what we are doing before we proceed. I 
would like to go over those bills if I 
could. I would like to just give you a 
little idea of some of the bills that are 
out there. 

One bill by Representative DIANA 
DEGETTE, from the State of Colorado, 
is called the FRAC Act. That bill would 
close the so-called ‘‘Halliburton loop-
hole.’’ That loophole protects the spe-
cial sauce recipe of chemicals that 
they use for this fracturing process. It 
also protects the companies that drill 
for natural gas from disclosing those 
chemicals involved in the fracking op-
erations, which would normally be re-
quired by our clean water laws that we 
have at the Federal level. It has three 
major provisions: 

One, it repeals the exemptions grant-
ed to oil, gas, and geothermal fracking 
operations under the Safe Drinking 
Water Act. Let’s make sure our water 
is safe as the Safe Drinking Water Act 
says; 

Second, it would make sure that all 
fracking operations would be required 
to disclose to the State as well as the 
public the fracking chemical cocktail 
intended for use prior to the com-
mencement of any operations—not 
after your water is set on fire, not after 
your cows are sick, not after your fam-
ily has problems, but prior to the use 
of those chemicals; 

Finally, if a medical emergency 
should arise, any fracking operation 
would be required to disclose the exact 
chemical formula of any compounds 
utilized. 

It is a pretty basic set of ideas that 
would make sure that you have at least 
information to know. 

There are four other bills. 
Another bill that is part of the frac 

pack is the BREATHE Act, introduced 
by Representative CARTWRIGHT from 
Pennsylvania and Representative POLIS 
from Colorado. It would close the loop-
holes of the Clean Air Act that cur-
rently exempt the oil and gas industry 
from essential protections from toxic 

air pollution, as those studies have 
been proven from the wells they tested 
in Pennsylvania. The bill would also 
require that toxic emissions of mul-
tiple related smelt sources be aggre-
gated to determine total emissions, 
just like other industries have to, so 
they are not exempted in other ways, 
and it makes sure, with all fracking op-
erations that release pollutants, in-
cluding benzene, that we have protec-
tions in these areas. 

Another bill is the CLEANER Act, 
which has been introduced, again, by 
Representative CARTWRIGHT from 
Pennsylvania and Representative 
JARED HUFFMAN from California. This 
bill would specifically protect the envi-
ronment and the public health by clos-
ing a loophole in the Resource Con-
servation and Recovery Act, which cur-
rently prevents adequate, consistent 
regulation of harmful waste associated 
with oil and natural gas production 
and, particularly, with fracking, and it 
has a few other compounds specifically 
related to that. 

The next bill is the FRESHER Act, 
introduced, again, by Representative 
CARTWRIGHT from Pennsylvania. This 
would close the loophole in the Clean 
Water Act, and it would require oil and 
gas producers to obtain the standard 
permits necessary for activities that 
increase storm water runoff and risk 
water pollution. Treat them like every-
body else so that we know what is 
going on in the process. It also makes 
oil and gas companies play by the 
exact same rules that apply to other 
industries, and it conducts a basic 
study to further make sure that we un-
derstand what they are using. 

The final bill that is part of the frac 
pack is a bill called the SHARED Act, 
introduced by JAN SCHAKOWSKY from 
the State of Illinois. This bill would 
provide further protection for public 
health by requiring water testing be-
fore fracking begins, and it would help 
document any drinking water contami-
nation within a mile’s radius of a site 
operation. 

Now, none of these are crazy ideas, 
saying we are absolutely closing down 
every operation because we don’t like 
it. It is saying let’s make sure they fol-
low the law like any other industry 
would follow the law when it comes to 
our clean water and our clean air and 
that we know what toxic compounds 
are being put into the groundwater 
since we know so much of it is left 
there, especially when you live nearby, 
like 15.3 million Americans do. Those 
are simple bills that we have put out 
there that we are hoping this body will 
take up, because it is important that 
we provide those safeguards for the 
people across the country. 

Mr. ELLISON. I do appreciate the 
gentleman for going over all of those 
bills, which, I think, will bring about 
transparency, accountability, disclo-
sure—all things that are just basic fair-
ness issues. 

In the United States, we pride our-
selves on having due process and fair-

ness and accountability, and I think 
every one of those bills has a lot of 
merit and should be carefully consid-
ered because they will allow Americans 
to make decisions about whether this 
practice of hydraulic fracking is some-
thing that we need to just continue to 
let happen as it happens now. 

There is an idea in economics, which 
is, if you make the money, you need to 
pay the cost, right? If you are going to 
internalize the profits, you should in-
ternalize the costs of what you are 
doing. If you are going to make a lem-
onade stand, then you should buy the 
lemons; you should get the water; you 
should put in whatever sweetener you 
have; you should clean up after your-
self after you make the lemonade; and 
you should deal with problems that 
you cause in the sale of your lemonade. 
Yet, when it comes to fracking, the 
profits are absolutely internalized, but 
the cost is forced on everyone else. 

How is that good, free market eco-
nomics to say that we are going to 
keep the money we make by getting 
this natural gas but that we are not 
going to clean up after ourselves and 
that we are not going to tell everybody 
what we are doing even though it af-
fects them? 

I mean, there is just something very 
unfair about the way fracking is being 
done right now. So I think that this set 
of bills, the frac pack, and this Special 
Order are really important. 

Again, I really urge people, Mr. 
Speaker, to let their voices be heard 
because we were told that this is the 
clean energy future—fracking, natural 
gas—that it is much cleaner than pe-
troleum. It is. Natural gas is cleaner. It 
is still a fossil fuel, though, and there 
are still social and economic and envi-
ronmental and health costs as a result 
of the way we get this natural gas. 

Unfortunately, I do have to go to an-
other meeting, but I want to say, Mr. 
Speaker, that there are other ways to 
power our world. Let us have a real 
conversation about investing in renew-
able energy, in zero waste, in living in 
societies that have more transit op-
tions, that are more walkable so we use 
less, that we make our buildings much 
more fuel efficient. 

One of the sad days in Washington 
was when President Ronald Reagan 
took down the solar panels that Jimmy 
Carter had put up on the White House. 
That was too bad. That was unfortu-
nate that that decision was made. 
Think about if, in the seventies, we had 
been moving aggressively into renew-
ables. Think about the world we would 
live in if we truly had recycling, 
composting, reuse. Right now, accord-
ing to the scientists, we have put so 
much CO2 up into the atmosphere that 
we are changing the climate. So who 
knows if the action that we take now 
will be enough. We had better take 
that action. We dare not avoid taking 
that action. I just think to myself that 
these things like fracking are not the 
only answer. Oil and gas exploration is 
not the only answer. There are other 
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things we can do to power our world, 
and I absolutely urge us to do it. 

I just want to wrap up by saying, too, 
that, when we think about what we are 
going to use our tax dollars to sub-
sidize, we are subsidizing the fossil fuel 
industry. BERNIE SANDERS and I 
worked on a bill called the End Pol-
luter Welfare Act. We have documented 
up to about $110 billion worth of sub-
sidies to the oil and gas industry, 
which is six times the subsidy that 
goes to renewable energy sources— 
solar, wind. It is high time we started 
investing in the wind and in the Sun 
and in the wave technology and in 
other forms of technology that can 
help us power our world that don’t 
have these ugly, costly, expensive 
externalities. 

I would ask the gentleman to excuse 
me now, but thank you for hosting this 
very important Special Order on rais-
ing questions around fracking. 

Mr. POCAN. Again, thank you, Rep-
resentative ELLISON, for all of the work 
you do with the Progressive Caucus. 

This was a Special Order hour to-
night to talk about why we need to 
have safer practices around hydraulic 
fracturing, or fracking, in this country. 
For the 15.3 million people who live 
within a mile of the wells, for everyone 
who has to eventually suffer the effects 
of the environment and the health pol-
lutants that are put out by this, there 
are bills that are introduced in this 
body that can make sure that we regu-
late this better, that can make sure 
they are not exempt from clean air and 
clean water protections, and that dis-
close the toxins that are used so that 
we can make sure that this process is 
safer, healthier, and better for every-
one. 

Mr. Speaker, I would just like to add 
as a reminder to everyone, which is 
also important, that March 31 is the 
deadline for signing up for the Afford-
able Care Act. There are extensions. If 
you have tried to do it and if you can’t 
get it done, there is a little bit of an 
extension at this time, but you need to 
do it by March 31. I think we have got 
some of my colleagues who are going to 
be talking about that in just a little 
bit, but I would like to encourage ev-
eryone to take advantage of that while 
they have time in the remaining week. 

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

f 

AFFORDABLE CARE ACT 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

MASSIE). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2013, the 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. CASTRO) for 30 minutes. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material on the subject of 
my Special Order. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 

today, we are here to talk about the 
Affordable Care Act, about some of its 
milestones and the benefits to the peo-
ple of the United States, also about 
some of the critiques that have come 
up over the last few years and in the 
last few months. 

The Affordable Care Act has suc-
ceeded in doing a few things. The 
United States, for a long time, has 
been the wealthiest nation on Earth; 
however, millions and millions of 
Americans, despite our country’s 
wealth, have been unable to get health 
care insurance. Many folks have suf-
fered a very long time, either them-
selves or their family members, in not 
being able to see a doctor when they 
have needed to and in being kicked off 
of insurance because they have hit life-
time caps. College students have gone 
without insurance for years because 
they could no longer stay on their par-
ents’ plans. 

There was, I know, a discussion ear-
lier on the floor—I think during the 
lunch hour—and there was a question 
raised by one of the Republican Mem-
bers. Essentially, his question was: 
What has the Affordable Care Act 
done? 

b 1800 
Well, there are several concrete 

things that it has done for the United 
States. The first is that 3 million stu-
dents have been able to stay on their 
parents’ insurance plans, where they 
otherwise would have been kicked off 
before. The average age where students 
were kicked off before was about 19. 
Under the Affordable Care Act, mil-
lions of college students can now stay 
on until the age of 26. 

We know this number—5 million peo-
ple, so far, and growing—have signed 
up for health care through the ex-
changes. Five million people. That is 
very significant. That number con-
tinues to grow, as some of the busiest 
days for the health care Web site and 
for the call-in number have been over 
the last few weeks. 

Also, 4.4 million Americans have 
signed up for health care through Med-
icaid. They have been covered through 
Medicaid expansion. 

We can talk about the fact that some 
States have decided not to expand Med-
icaid. So millions of these people, in-
cluding in my home State of Texas, 
low-income Americans, most of these 
people going to work every day, work-
ing hard to support themselves and 
their family members who are still 
low-income Americans, but because the 
State governments have not expanded 
Medicaid in many States, they have 
not been able to get covered. So we are 
going to talk about that. 

Another issue I want to talk a little 
bit about is something that is very sig-
nificant for millions and millions of 
Americans, and that is mental health 
parity with physical health. 

For years, we tried in State legisla-
tures—I know I tried in Texas, as well 

as people across the United States—to 
make sure that mental health issues 
are covered by insurance in the same 
way that you would cover a broken 
arm or broken leg or even cancer. Mil-
lions of Americans suffer from anxiety, 
depression, and a slew of mental health 
issues. Previously, they were unable to 
get covered. 

So those are some of the issues that 
we are going to talk about this 
evening. 

I now yield to my good friend Con-
gressman, GENE GREEN from Texas. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. First of 
all, I thank my colleague from San An-
tonio. We are both Texans, and we 
know the problems. You served a lot of 
years in the State legislature. I did, 
too. Frankly, I think a lot of our prob-
lems could have been dealt with if 
Texas would have expanded Medicaid. 
We are actually giving back money to 
the Federal Government and not cov-
ering children and families in our com-
munity because of that. 

Frankly, even with the problems 
with the rollout of the Affordable Care 
Act, I know some States have done a 
great job, like Kentucky and Cali-
fornia. Some States haven’t. But I 
would think that if Texas did their own 
exchange, we could be the ones making 
those decisions, I think particularly 
with the Medicaid expansion. 

I appreciate you asking for the Spe-
cial Order tonight because we are com-
ing down up to the deadline of March 
31. In fact, I have to do a commercial 
first. 

A lot of us have done these events on 
how people can sign up for the Afford-
able Care Act. I have one that we are 
sponsoring this Saturday at the Harris 
County Department of Education 
building. It is at 6300 Irvington Boule-
vard in our district. I am partnering 
with some of your former colleagues: 
State Representative Armando Walle; 
State Representative Jessica Farrar; 
our relatively new State senator, Syl-
via Garcia; and our city council mem-
ber, Ed Gonzalez. We are doing that 
this Saturday from 9 to 1 so people can 
come in and sign up. 

The success, though, is that the Web 
site was down for 2 months, but we 
have seen a huge number of people 
signing up—5 million as of last week. I 
hear on Monday of this week they had 
1 million contacts, both by phone and 
to the Web site. 

So there is a need out there for the 
Affordable Care Act. It is landmark 
health care reform. 

I was on the subcommittee and the 
Committee of Energy and Commerce to 
help draft part of it. We did days and 
nights of drafting amendments. We had 
both bipartisan amendments adopted, 
including one on mental health that 
Congressman MURPHY from Pennsyl-
vania and I had worked out to expand 
mental health coverage. 

Of course, we live in a bicameral Con-
gress and sometimes the Senate 
doesn’t always do what we would like 
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to do on the House side. That is the na-
ture of it. But the Affordable Care Act 
is expanding health care access. 

You mentioned some of the successes 
that we have. I know as a State legis-
lator I would have loved to have a 
State law that required insurance com-
panies to pay 80 percent of their pre-
miums they received back as benefits. I 
don’t know of any State that does that. 
I would have loved to have that in 
Texas. 

Somebody who pays an insurance 
premium, whether it is employer 
health care or an individual health pol-
icy, they can be guaranteed that 80 per-
cent of their premium will come back 
in benefits. That is what the Federal 
law is. 

We hear our Republican colleagues 
say they still haven’t come up to an al-
ternative to the Affordable Care Act— 
because they can’t. 

That is one of the successes in there, 
and there are a lot of successes. In fact, 
some of that law is actually Repub-
lican ideas that have been built up over 
the last 20 or 30 years, saying, How can 
we cover the uninsured in our country? 

Mr. CASTRO of Texas. That is right. 
Congressman, once upon a time, 

these were the ideas of the Heritage 
Foundation. This was a conservative 
movement, conservative ideas, about 
how folks would take individual re-
sponsibility. Because, as you know, 
being in Harris County, our large hos-
pitals systems end up with millions of 
dollars in uncompensated care every 
year. 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Our Har-
ris County Hospital district is our 
catchment. But not all counties in the 
State of Texas have that option to 
have a hospital district. 

Even in our area, I have a district 
that is one of the highest in the coun-
try of people who work who don’t get 
insurance through their employer. 
That is why the Affordable Care Act is 
important. In our district, we have an 
estimated 261,000 people who would 
have the opportunity to get health care 
through the Affordable Care Act. And 
we are hoping to sign them up. We 
started in November, and we have had 
these workshops literally all over our 
district, in partnership with lots of dif-
ferent groups. 

The Affordable Care Act is particu-
larly important in our districts be-
cause we have one of the highest rates 
in the country of people who are unin-
sured. It is essential people know that 
the financial assistance is available 
under the Affordable Care Act that can 
lower their health care costs. In fact, 
nearly 6 of the 10 uninsured people will 
find that they can find health coverage 
for $100 or less a month. 

Like I said, this Saturday we are 
having a forum. This forum is a great 
opportunity for people to come and ac-
tually learn about health care options, 
because health care insurance is impor-
tant. 

After World War II, our country 
made a decision. The countries we re-

built in Western Europe had govern-
ment-run insurance. Canada has gov-
ernment-run insurance. Our country 
decided to go with employer-based in-
surance. And that worked well up until 
about 10 or 12 years ago, where we 
started seeing employers drop that cov-
erage. 

At one time in our country, 80 per-
cent of the people who worked had in-
surance through their employer. Now 
it is below 60 percent, and it is getting 
worse. Although with the Affordable 
Care Act, we are actually seeing in-
creases. Because even a small business 
can be eligible for subsidies to cover 
their employees under the Affordable 
Care Act. 

Like I said, as a member the Energy 
and Commerce Committee, I am proud 
of us passing something. It is not per-
fect, but it is a step in the right direc-
tion. I would hope that this Congress 
and maybe a future Congress can say, 
Okay, let’s see what is wrong with the 
Affordable Care Act. It is just like we 
had to go back and fix Medicare on a 
number of occasions. 

Nobody wants to abolish Medicare. It 
is one of the greatest pieces of legisla-
tion that we have ever passed. I would 
hope that over the years we would not 
only build on the Affordable Care Act 
to make people—just like with Medi-
care—know that they don’t have to 
worry about putting their families in 
bankruptcy because they have an ill-
ness. The Affordable Care Act will help 
us on the road to protect that. 

I appreciate your leadership tonight 
on this. I know I have a colleague from 
California from my class who is up 
next. I thank you for your time. 

Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Thank you, 
Congressman. 

A few things that you pointed out 
that I think are especially noteworthy. 
The first is that there is no perfect bill 
that we pass here. And especially, the 
larger the bill is, the more you are 
going to have to come back and change 
it and tweak it. That is what you have 
seen with the Affordable Care Act. So 
there is no surprise that we are going 
to have to have some changes to it. 
Quite frankly, there have been some 
changes in deadlines. There have been 
some other changes. Americans rightly 
ask, Well, why is the President or the 
administration doing that? 

Well, it is very simple. Last year, for 
example, Congress passed the least 
amount of legislation of any year on 
record. The President is taking action 
to improve the law because the Con-
gress will not or cannot. Somebody has 
got to be doing something here in 
Washington. Unfortunately, in the 
House of Representatives, we have hit 
a standstill. So the administration is 
making sure and listening to Ameri-
cans and making the changes that are 
necessary. 

No bill is ever going to be perfect. So-
cial Security was deeply criticized 
when it was enacted. For several years, 
Medicare was deeply criticized when it 
was enacted. 

So this is no surprise. Americans in 
previous generations have seen this be-
fore, have lived through this before, 
and this program has been a successful 
one. It will be even more successful as 
we go forward, and we will continue to 
talk a bit about some of the benefits to 
millions of Americans. 

Before I yield to my colleague from 
California, LUCILLE ROYBAL-ALLARD, I 
want to point out that there are a few 
ways people can get information and 
sign up. We have been talking a lot 
about the Web site and asking people 
to go online, but there is also the tradi-
tional method. 

We have the online Web site at 
healthcare.gov, of course. Also, by 
mail. You can download an application 
and send it in by mail. You can go in 
person here. You can also call by phone 
at 1–800–318–2596. I know there has been 
a lot of emphasis on the Web site, but 
you can also enroll by these traditional 
methods. That means a lot to a lot of 
folks in different communities. 

I was at an enrollment fair on Satur-
day, and there was a woman who 
looked to be somewhere between 55 and 
60. Quite honestly, she was a bit baffled 
by having to get on the computer, even 
thought she was being assisted, and she 
asked, Is there another way I can do it 
where I don’t have to use a computer? 
The answer to that is yes, there are 
traditional methods. 

With that, I want to yield to Con-
gresswoman ROYBAL-ALLARD from the 
wonderful city of Los Angeles. 

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. I thank the 
gentleman for yielding and for orga-
nizing tonight’s Special Order on the 
Affordable Care Act, which is helping 
to make health care a reality for mil-
lions of Americans across our Nation. 

Luckily, California is one of the 
States that has a plan. It has bought 
into the Affordable Care Act. As a re-
sult, thousands of California are now 
benefiting from what we in California 
call Covered California, which is the 
ACA plan there. 

By enrolling in the Affordable Care 
Act, parents and their children no 
longer have to endure illnesses or pain-
ful injuries because they can’t afford a 
doctor. Parent don’t have to worry 
about their children getting a prevent-
able illness because they can’t afford to 
have them vaccinated or treated for a 
chronic preventable disease. 

Why? Because under the ACA, many 
immunizations and preventative serv-
ices are free. 

Seniors and adults are also eligible 
for free preventive services, including 
annual checkups, annual mammo-
grams, prostate cancer screenings, and 
immunizations. Young adults, includ-
ing 435,000 young Californians, don’t 
have to worry about being a burden on 
their family if they get sick or are in 
an accident because they can remain 
on their parents’ insurance until age 
26, and get affordable insurance after 
that. 

Also critical is the fact that under 
the Affordable Care Act, no one can be 
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denied health care coverage because of 
a preexisting condition. 

The ACA is a wonderful opportunity, 
as you have pointed out, for uninsured 
Americans to get the health care that 
they need to improve the quality of life 
for themselves and for that of their 
family. And I would like to just give 
one example of that. 

A constituent of mine from the city 
of Bell by the name of Roberto Rivas is 
in his mid-twenties. On December 21, 
2013, he arrived at 6 a.m. to enroll in a 
health insurance plan before going to 
work at KFC, where he is not offered 
any health insurance. He is also a full- 
time student at Trade Tech studying 
chemistry. He would like to use his 
education to study proteins and to re-
search viruses such as hepatitis and 
other infectious diseases. 

Until the age of 21, along with his 10- 
year-old sister, he was covered by his 
mother under Medi-Cal. When he 
turned 21, he was no longer eligible for 
Medi-Cal. He lost that insurance and 
was left completely without any health 
insurance whatsoever. 

Shortly after, he began suffering 
from breathing problems. He went to a 
doctor and found out that he had pneu-
monia. Later, after being treated for 
that pneumonia, he received a medical 
bill for $4,663. He had no insurance to 
cover that. He even asked for charity 
care services to help cover his ex-
penses, but was denied that request. 

Robert said: 
As a minimum wage worker and a full-time 

student, it is hard to get health insurance. 

Thanks to ObamaCare: 
Now I can go to school and not stress about 

getting sick and ending up in the hospital. 
I’m calling everybody in my family to tell 

them I’m enrolled in health care and that 
they need to come out and get covered, too. 

b 1815 
Robert Rivas was also astounded by 

the service, the friendly faces, and the 
applause he received when he enrolled; 
and he says: 

To know so many people actually care 
about me getting health insurance is great. 

This is just one example of the mil-
lions of Americans who are benefitting 
from what we call ObamaCare, or the 
Affordable Care Act. 

I am hoping that more Californians 
who have not applied, and Americans 
across the country who are uninsured 
and can benefit greatly by enrolling in 
health care, that they don’t miss out. 

There are only 5 days left until the 
enrollment deadline of March 31. I hope 
that, today, they will visit 
healthcare.gov or use any services 
which you have already outlined to en-
roll in the Affordable Care Act for 
themselves and for their families. 

Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Thank you, 
Congresswoman. And what a powerful 
story that you have told. I am glad to 
hear that California has done such an 
incredible job in making health care 
available to its constituents and to its 
residents. Thank you. 

I would also point out, Congress-
woman ROYBAL-ALLARD mentioned 

something that is very significant be-
cause Republicans have tried to repeal 
the Affordable Care Act now—I think it 
is about 51 times—50, 51 times. 

We make no bones about it. There 
are a lot of Americans—a decent num-
ber of Americans who agree with that 
argument, who say repeal it; but let’s 
understand, if your argument is repeal 
it, then understand exactly what you 
are repealing. 

First, there is no plan that has been 
offered by the other side—no alter-
native. Also, if you repeal it, what you 
are saying now is you are going to, 
again, allow insurance companies to 
kick off cancer patients because they 
hit a lifetime limit, send them out of 
the hospital, send them home. 

You are not going to allow recent 
college graduates to stay on their par-
ents’ insurance until they are 26 years 
old. 

Remember, health care problems and 
big hospital bills, for years now, have 
been the number one reason for per-
sonal bankruptcies. People would run 
out of insurance money. 

They would have to take out all of 
their savings from their bank accounts 
to pay their hospital bills; and then, 
they could no longer make their mort-
gage payment, their car payment. They 
couldn’t help their kids go to college. 
They essentially became broke. 

If you are talking about repealing 
the Affordable Care Act, then you have 
to accept and be upfront about the 
kind of future that you are inviting, 
which is a travel back to the past. 

I have been surprised in my time here 
that Republicans have tried to repeal 
this law 51 times, and what is more sur-
prising is that there is no alternative 
plan to the Affordable Care Act. 

That is why, in the surveys, you see 
over 60 percent of Americans that say: 
Yeah, I may have an issue with it. I 
didn’t like the way the Web site was 
done. I disagree with some parts of it, 
but I don’t want it repealed. I want it 
improved. 

Unfortunately, on the other side of 
the aisle, the strategy has not been to 
improve this thing and work with us to 
make it better. Like I said, any big 
law—any big law—whether it is about 
health care or mortgages or financial 
services or anything, any big law is 
going to require some tweaks and some 
changes. 

So I hope that they will listen to the 
voice of Americans and take a different 
tack. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to my friend, the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
CÁRDENAS). 

Mr. CÁRDENAS. I thank my good 
friend from San Antonio, Texas. 

Congressman CASTRO, you are abso-
lutely right. To go back away from the 
Affordable Care Act means to go back 
to the old system, and the old system 
is not the good old days. 

When we are looking at families who 
are fortunate to even have insurance, 
their insurance is going up seven to 17 
percent, year over year over year. That 
is unsustainable. 

People’s income does not go up that 
high, that fast. People’s opportunity to 
find other ways to find that money 
somewhere else in their budget doesn’t 
go up that fast, so those were not the 
good old days. Actually, the best days 
are yet to come. 

What we have seen 52 times here is 
an opportunity—or a tried opportunity 
to sabotage the Affordable Care Act, 
and by calling it by another name 
doesn’t make it bad. 

Yes, the rollout could have happened 
better, but the bottom line is the good 
days are yet to come. They are here 
now. The past are not the good old 
days. 

I would like to thank you for this op-
portunity to speak. I think it is impor-
tant for us to understand that what we 
are talking about here is high quality 
affordable health care, which is some-
thing that was denied and out of reach 
for so many seniors and families in my 
district in the San Fernando Valley 
and across the country. 

One in three people in my district 
were uninsured, but Covered California 
is giving those people the opportunity 
to purchase affordable plans that will 
give them the care they need when 
they get sick and the preventative 
services they will need to stay healthy. 

While the rollout of the Affordable 
Care Act hasn’t been perfect, Covered 
California has been very successful in 
providing a simple, straightforward 
way to enroll. 

I feel really bad for those States 
where their State legislatures and 
their Republican Representatives have 
denied them the opportunity to experi-
ence good affordable health care. I 
hope that they can catch up. 

Last week, Covered California an-
nounced that they had enrolled over 1 
million people through the State-run 
exchange. That is in California alone. 
Their critical work has helped hun-
dreds of thousands of California fami-
lies, seniors, small businesses to gain 
access to high quality affordable health 
care that was once denied to them for 
too long. 

My staff and I have been working 
alongside Covered California to help 
enroll residents in the San Fernando 
Valley. Over the last few months, I 
have been hosting a series of successful 
enrollment workshops for the Afford-
able Care Act; and as a matter of fact, 
we will reach 30 events by this week-
end. 

This is where families learn about 
the options available to them under 
the new health care law, including 
learning about insurance policies that 
can be purchased through the Covered 
California health insurance exchange, 
which has been successful in getting 
folks enrolled. 

More than 500 families have taken 
advantage of these workshops just in 
my district alone. 

Wow. Can you imagine, Congressman 
CASTRO, if every single one of the 435 
Congressional Members rolled up their 
sleeves and helped people get enrolled? 
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That would be millions upon millions 
of more American families that would 
be enrolled in affordable health care. 

In the last week before the deadline, 
every Representative should take this 
opportunity to do the same job that we 
have been able to do in my district. We 
must help families sign up for the Af-
fordable Health Care Act. 

The day will come very soon when 
the truth will overcome the lies that 
have scared so many people. Billions of 
dollars have been spent scaring people 
away from trying to even enroll in the 
Affordable Care Act. 

Let me give you an example. I have 
met with parents who have come to 
workshops to sign up, and they have 
anxiety and fear in their eyes; but 
thank God, just moments later, their 
fears go away when they find out that 
they now have affordable, reliable 
health care. 

People with mild asthma that were 
once denied health care can no longer 
be discriminated against. They are no 
longer denied health care, and they can 
breathe easy knowing that they can 
now see a doctor, and they can actually 
get the medicines that they need just 
to breathe. 

I met with a gentleman who was sit-
ting there with his wife and his daugh-
ter, the sole income earner for that 
family. I don’t know how he does it, 
but with $9 an hour, he manages to feed 
a family of three; and he was worried 
that he couldn’t afford maybe $30, $40, 
$50 a month. 

When the person turned the com-
puter around and showed him what his 
eligibility was, he almost came to 
tears, realizing that, once and for all, 
himself, his wife, and his teenage 
daughter can now have health care. 

I will tell you what. This is serious 
business. America, it is time that you 
sign up for affordable health care. Just 
try it. Don’t worry; be happy. 

Sign up for the insurance that you 
deserve. 

Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Thank you, 
Congressman CÁRDENAS. Thank you for 
all of your work. 

You also raise a great point, which is 
folks will often see the sticker price of 
the insurance on the exchanges. 

By the way, I, as well as many other 
Members of Congress, bought our in-
surance off of the exchanges. We were 
getting asked that question a lot. You 
know, are you going to buy 
ObamaCare? 

The answer is yes. I bought my insur-
ance off the exchanges, and I saved 
money. 

Folks should make sure that they 
also check, besides the sticker price, 
what kind of subsidy they get because 
it is meant to make insurance afford-
able for middle class Americans and 
others. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
woman from New Mexico (Ms. 
MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM). 

Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of 
New Mexico. Thank you very much, 
Congressman JOAQUIN CASTRO. 

Muchas gracias, al congresista JOA-
QUIN CASTRO. 

Thank you so much for calling us to-
gether to talk about this critically im-
portant issue for our families. 

Twenty years ago, when I was run-
ning the New Mexico Department on 
Aging, I remember an incredibly tragic 
call from a family of a 60-year-old 
woman who had fallen and broken her 
hip. She was in a hospital in Albu-
querque. 

Now, of course, hospitals are required 
to provide stabilizing emergency treat-
ment and even surgery if that is re-
quired in that instance; but unfortu-
nately, this 60-year-old woman didn’t 
have insurance, and she was rolled out 
of the hospital in a wheelchair without 
the required surgery for her hip frac-
ture. 

If the Affordable Care Act was in 
place when this happened, this 60-year- 
old woman could have simply provided 
her health insurance card to someone 
at the hospital, and the hospital would 
have stabilized her hip, performed the 
surgery, and then provided follow-up 
rehabilitation care. This would allow 
this woman to walk again. 

The required stabilization is critical 
for successful recovery of that par-
ticular hip injury, and the long-term 
consequences of not receiving the care, 
in addition to the pain and suffering of 
this woman, are significant. Quite 
frankly, she would never have walked 
again without that surgery. 

Now, thankfully, in her case, the 
whole community came together to 
gather enough money to pay for her 
treatment; but if this were to happen 
today, she could have already pur-
chased subsidized insurance in the 
health insurance marketplace or quali-
fied for Medicaid, and she would have 
been able to receive treatment without 
the scare and the subsequent fund-
raising by her family in that instance. 

People across the country face situa-
tions like this every single day. That is 
why it is critical that we tell our 
friends and neighbors that they only 
have 5 days left to enroll in health in-
surance through the marketplace—5 
days. There is absolutely no time to 
waste. 

Like many of my colleagues, I have 
been working with groups in my dis-
trict and have been participating in en-
rollment events to help provide infor-
mation and to assist New Mexicans to 
enroll. 

Two of my constituents, Mark and 
Elizabeth Horst from Albuquerque, 
signed up for bronze plans through the 
exchange last fall. They make $24,000 a 
year between them and have qualified 
for $612 in subsidies, which covers the 
cost of the bronze plan. 

Thousands more New Mexicans are 
still eligible. New Mexico had the third 
highest uninsured of any State before 
the Affordable Care Act went into ef-
fect this year. In the Hispanic commu-
nity, more than 25 percent are unin-
sured, and more than that are under-
insured. 

Today, more than 360,000 in New Mex-
ico are still eligible for enrollment. By 
enrolling in a plan, you don’t have to 
risk injury or a lifetime of debt. You 
can get your family covered; and, by 
having access to primary care, your 
family can stay healthier longer. 

I appreciate my colleague’s effort 
today. I thank you very much. 

Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Thank you, 
Congresswoman. 

We only have a few minutes left, and 
I would like to yield to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. DOGGETT). 

Mr. DOGGETT. I would just like to 
thank you for the work that you are 
doing on this, and I believe our real 
message is to the many people out 
there—some of whom may even think 
that this law has been repealed. They 
have tried so many times. 

As you pointed out a little earlier, 
this is an opportunity that is there for 
the next 5 days. Get beyond all the po-
litical chatter. Turn to a group like the 
American Cancer Society or the Amer-
ican Diabetes Association. Look at the 
information that is there. 

Then go to one of the many enroll-
ment fairs we are having across San 
Antonio this weekend. There is one up 
in Austin that is going to go almost 24 
hours straight. These are opportunities 
to get out and do this. 

I know you had a very successful en-
rollment fair in San Antonio. I had one 
over at Progreso Hall. Our colleague, 
PETE GALLEGO, had one out at Palo 
Alto. These have been opportunities for 
a wide range of our neighbors to come 
out and participate. We just want to 
encourage them to do more. 

Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Thank you, 
Congressman DOGGETT, and thank you 
for your work when this bill was being 
worked on and drafted. Thank you for 
helping to pass it and, since then, pas-
sionately making sure that people get 
on to the ACA. 

Mr. DOGGETT. I think, if we keep 
working together, we can find ways to 
strengthen and improve this, but the 
main thing is for our families to get 
out there now. 

I think, increasingly, most folks are 
realizing, as you pointed out, with so 
many efforts to repeal, that the only 
alternative that they offer is ‘‘Nothing 
Care.’’ 

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

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

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

Ms. DELBENE (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of official busi-
ness in the district. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the House of the following title, 
which was thereupon signed by the 
Speaker: 
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H.R. 4275. An act to amend the Employee 

Retirement Income Security Act of 1974 and 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to provide 
for cooperative and small employer charity 
pension plans. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. CASTRO of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 6 o’clock and 29 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, March 27, 2014, at 9 a.m. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

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

5079. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 14-014, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

5080. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 13-167, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

5081. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 14-001, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

5082. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 14-010, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

5083. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 14-004, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

5084. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 13-171, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

5085. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 13-178, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

5086. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting Transmittal No. DDTC 13-136, 
pursuant to the reporting requirements of 
Section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control 
Act; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

5087. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a letter of determination and 
certification; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

5088. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting the Department’s report on the 
status of Data Mining Activities, pursuant 
to Implementing Recommendations of the 9/ 
11 Commission Act, Section 804; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

5089. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting the Department’s report on 

progress toward a negotiated solution of the 
Cyprus question covering the period October 
1, 2013 through November 30, 2013; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

5090. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission, transmitting the Com-
mission’s final rule — Draft Fiscal Years 2014 
— 2018 Strategic Plan [NRC-2013-0230] re-
ceived March 12, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

5091. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Estab-
lishment of Class E Airspace; Mansfield, OH 
[Docket No.: FAA-2013-0842; Airspace Docket 
No.: 13-AGL-27] received March 14, 2014, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

5092. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — 
Amendment of Class E Airspace; Macon, GA 
[Docket No.: FAA-2013-0552; Airspace Docket 
No.: 13-ASO-14] received March 14, 2014, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

5093. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — 
Amendment of Class E Airspace; Philip, SD 
[Docket No.: FAA-2013-0916; Airspace Docket 
No.: 13-AGL-30] received March 14, 2014, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

5094. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — 
Amendment of Class E Airspace; Hamilton, 
OH [Docket No.: FAA-2013-0593; Airspace 
Docket No.: 13-AGL-22] received March 14, 
2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

5095. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — 
Amendment of Class E Airspace; [Docket 
No.: FAA-2013-0174; Airspace Docket No.: 13- 
AGL-10] received March 14, 2014, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

5096. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — 
Amendment of Class E Airspace; 
Lawrenceville, IL [Docket No.: FAA-2013- 
0590; Airspace Docket No.: 13-AGL-20] re-
ceived March 14, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

5097. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — 
Amendment of Class E Airspace; Hampton, 
IA [Docket No.: FAA-2013-0585; Airspace 
Docket No.: 13-ACE-7] received March 14, 
2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

5098. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — 
Amendment of Class D Airspace; St. Joseph, 
MO [Docket No.: FAA-2013-0917; Airspace 
Docket No.: 13-ACE-16] received March 14, 
2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

5099. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — 
Amendment of Class D Airspace; St. Paul, 
MN [Docket No.: FAA-2013-0954; Airspace 

Docket No.: 13-AGL-35] received March 14, 
2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. CAMP: Committee on Ways and 
Means. H.R. 2575. A bill to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to repeal the 30- 
hour threshold for classification as a full- 
time employee for purposes of the employer 
mandate in the Patient Protection and Af-
fordable Care Act and replace it with 40 
hours; with an amendment (Rept. 113–386). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHUSTER: Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. House Concurrent 
Resolution 88. Resolution authorizing the 
use of the Capitol Grounds for the Greater 
Washington Soap Box Derby (Rept. 113—387). 
Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SHUSTER: Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. House Concurrent 
Resolution 92. Resolution authorizing the 
use of the Capitol Grounds for the National 
Peace Officers Memorial Service and the Na-
tional Honor Gurard and Pipe Band Exhi-
bition (Rept. 113–388). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 

bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. WAXMAN: 
H.R. 4298. A bill to amend the Federal 

Power Act to protect the bulk-power system 
and electric infrastructure critical to the de-
fense of the United States against cybersecu-
rity, physical, and other threats and 
vulnerabilities; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. PITTS (for himself and Mr. 
PALLONE): 

H.R. 4299. A bill to amend the Controlled 
Substances Act with respect to drug sched-
uling recommendations by the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services, and with re-
spect to registration of manufacturers and 
distributors seeking to conduct clinical test-
ing; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. LAMALFA (for himself and Mr. 
GARAMENDI): 

H.R. 4300. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
the Interior to take actions to support non- 
Federal investments in water infrastructure 
improvements in the Sacramento Valley, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

By Mr. CHAFFETZ (for himself, Ms. 
GABBARD, Mr. MATHESON, Mr. SMITH 
of Texas, Mr. JORDAN, Mr. FRANKS of 
Arizona, Mr. HOLDING, Mr. WOLF, Mr. 
LANKFORD, and Mr. CLEAVER): 

H.R. 4301. A bill to restore long-standing 
United States policy that the Wire Act pro-
hibits all forms of Internet gambling, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Mr. PITTS: 
H.R. 4302. A bill to amend the Social Secu-

rity Act to extend Medicare payments to 
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physicians and other provisions of the Medi-
care and Medicaid programs, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, and in addition to the Commit-
tees on Ways and Means, and the Budget, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. O’ROURKE (for himself, Mr. 
PEARCE, and Mr. VELA): 

H.R. 4303. A bill to increase transparency, 
accountability, and community engagement 
within U.S. Customs and Border Protection, 
provide independent oversight of border se-
curity activities, improve training for U.S. 
Customs and Border Protection agents and 
officers, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security, and in addi-
tion to the Committees on the Judiciary, 
and Ways and Means, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. SCALISE (for himself, Mrs. 
BLACK, Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. MULVANEY, 
Mr. BRADY of Texas, Mr. FLORES, Mr. 
LUETKEMEYER, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, 
Mr. PITTS, Mr. BYRNE, Mr. LANKFORD, 
Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of 
Georgia, Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, 
Mr. LAMBORN, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. 
HUDSON, Mr. BARTON, Mr. DUNCAN of 
South Carolina, Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. RICE of 
South Carolina, Mr. BENTIVOLIO, Mr. 
SALMON, Mr. ROONEY, Mr. YOHO, Mr. 
WEBER of Texas, Mr. HARRIS, and Mr. 
DESJARLAIS): 

H.R. 4304. A bill to make certain repeals 
and revisions to Federal labor laws, to de-
crease the regulatory burdens on small busi-
nesses, to provide for comprehensive energy 
reform, and to amend the securities laws to 
streamline access to capital; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources, and in addition 
to the Committees on the Budget, Small 
Business, Education and the Workforce, 
Oversight and Government Reform, the Judi-
ciary, Energy and Commerce, Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, Science, Space, 
and Technology, Rules, Financial Services, 
Agriculture, and Ways and Means, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
(for himself, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. 
ROE of Tennessee, Mrs. CHRISTENSEN, 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. KELLY of Penn-
sylvania, Mr. MARINO, Mr. JONES, Mr. 
BISHOP of Utah, Mr. BARLETTA, and 
Mr. MEADOWS): 

H.R. 4305. A bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to provide an individual with a 
mental health assessment before the indi-
vidual enlists in the Armed Forces or is com-
missioned as an officer in the Armed Forces; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY (for himself, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. TIERNEY, 
Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Ms. MICHELLE 
LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mexico, Mr. 
LYNCH, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, Ms. 
NORTON, and Mr. VAN HOLLEN): 

H.R. 4306. A bill to increase the rates of 
pay under the General Schedule and for pre-
vailing rate employees by 3.3 percent, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform. 

By Mr. MASSIE (for himself, Mr. 
AMASH, Mr. BROUN of Georgia, Mr. 
JONES, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Ms. PINGREE 
of Maine, Mr. POLIS, Mr. RIGELL, Mr. 
STOCKMAN, Mr. ROHRABACHER, and 
Mr. GOHMERT): 

H.R. 4307. A bill to authorize the interstate 
traffic of unpasteurized milk and milk prod-
ucts that are packaged for direct human con-
sumption; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MASSIE (for himself, Mr. 
BROUN of Georgia, Mr. JONES, Mr. 
GRIFFITH of Virginia, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. 
LABRADOR, Ms. LOFGREN, Mrs. LUM-
MIS, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. MULVANEY, 
Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Mr. POE of 
Texas, Mr. POLIS, Mr. RIGELL, Mr. 
STOCKMAN, Mr. STUTZMAN, Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER, Mr. GOHMERT, and Mr. 
PERRY): 

H.R. 4308. A bill to prohibit Federal inter-
ference with the interstate traffic of 
unpasteurized milk and milk products that 
are packaged for direct human consumption; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. BORDALLO: 
H.R. 4309. A bill to amend the Sikes Act to 

make certain improvements to the adminis-
tration of cooperative agreements for land 
management related to Department of De-
fense readiness activities, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources, and in addition to the Committee on 
Armed Services, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. BRADY of Texas: 
H.R. 4310. A bill to direct the Secretary of 

Labor to issue implementing regulations for 
drug testing under State unemployment 
compensation programs, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA: 
H.R. 4311. A bill to amend the Wagner- 

Peyser Act to include American Samoa in 
the employment services provided under that 
Act, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. ISRAEL: 
H.R. 4312. A bill to establish an advisory 

committee to issue nonbinding government-
wide guidelines on making public informa-
tion available on the Internet, to require 
publicly available Government information 
held by the executive branch to be made 
available on the Internet, to express the 
sense of Congress that publicly available in-
formation held by the legislative and judi-
cial branches should be available on the 
Internet, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

By Mr. JOLLY (for himself, Mr. BILI-
RAKIS, and Ms. CASTOR of Florida): 

H.R. 4313. A bill to ensure fairness in pre-
mium rates for coverage for business prop-
erties and second homes under the National 
Flood Insurance Program, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices. 

By Mr. RIBBLE (for himself and Mr. 
KIND): 

H.R. 4314. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to establish a student loan re-
payment program for totally disabled vet-
erans; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of California (for 
himself, Ms. CLARKE of New York, 
Ms. JACKSON LEE, Ms. LEE of Cali-
fornia, Mr. LEWIS, Mr. SMITH of 
Washington, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. SCHIFF, 
Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts, Mr. 
HINOJOSA, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. POE of 
Texas, Ms. ESHOO, Ms. LORETTA SAN-
CHEZ of California, Ms. MOORE, Ms. 
GRANGER, Ms. EDWARDS, Mrs. 
MCMORRIS RODGERS, Ms. BASS, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. GARAMENDI, Ms. 
MATSUI, Mr. SWALWELL of California, 
Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. 

NUNES, Mr. RANGEL, and Ms. 
DELAURO): 

H. Res. 525. A resolution supporting the 
goals and ideals of National Women’s His-
tory Month; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 

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

By Mr. WAXMAN: 
H.R. 4298. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. PITTS: 
H.R. 4299. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3, which states 

that Congress shall have the power ‘‘to regu-
late commerce with foreign nations, and 
among the several states. . .’’ 

By Mr. LAMALFA: 
H.R. 4300. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article One, Section Eight of the Constitu-

tion of the United States. 
By Mr. CHAFFETZ: 

H.R. 4301. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. PITTS: 
H.R. 4302. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United 

States Constitution. 
By Mr. O’ROURKE: 

H.R. 4303. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 18 of Section 8 of Article I of the 

Constitution 
To make all Laws which shall be necessary 

and proper for carrying into Execution the 
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest-
ed by the Constitution in the Government of 
the United States, or in any Department or 
Office thereof. 

By Mr. SCALISE: 
H.R. 4304. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Con-

stitution grants Congress the power to regu-
late commerce with foreign nations, and 
among the several states, and with the In-
dian tribes. 

Additionally, Article I, Section 7, Clause 2 
of the Constitution allows for every bill 
passed by the House of Representatives and 
the Senate and signed by the President to be 
made law; and therefore it implicitly allows 
Congress to repeal any bill that has been 
passed by both chambers and signed into law 
by the President. 

Furthermore, Article IV, section 3, clause 2 
of the Constitution grants Congress the 
power to dispose of and make all needful 
rules and regulations respecting the terri-
tory or other property belonging to the 
United States. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania: 
H.R. 4305. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
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This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 14 of the United States Constitu-
tion which gives Congress the power ‘‘to 
make Rules for the Government and Regula-
tion of the land and naval Forces.’’ 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: 
H.R. 4306. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Constitution of the United States of 

America, Article I, Section 8, Clauses 1 and 
18 

By Mr. MASSIE: 
H.R. 4307. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Commerce Clause of the United States 

Constitution gives Congress the power to 
regulate commerce among the States, and 
therefore grants Congress the power to pre-
vent federal agencies from interfering with 
citizens’ ability to purchase, sell, or dis-
tribute unpasteurized milk across state 
lines. 

By Mr. MASSIE: 
H.R. 4308. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Commerce Clause of the United States 

Constitution gives Congress the power to 
regulate commerce among the States, and 
therefore grants Congress the power to pre-
vent federal agencies from interfering with 
citizens’ ability to purchase, sell, or dis-
tribute unpasteurized milk across state 
lines. 

By Ms. BORDALLO: 
H.R. 4309. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 14 of section 8 of Article I of the 

United States Constitution 
By Mr. BRADY of Texas: 

H.R. 4310. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 
The Congress shall have Power * * * To 

make all Laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into Execution the fore-
going Powers, and all other Powers vested by 
the Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or Offi-
cer thereof. 

By Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA: 
H.R. 4311. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Labor Regulation 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 
The Congress shall have Power to regulate 

Commerce with foreign Nation, and among 
the several States, and with the Indian 
Tribes. 

By Mr. ISRAEL: 
H.R. 4312. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The legislature power vested in Congress 

by Article I of the Constitution to conduct 
oversight of executive agencies, and the 
‘‘Necessary and Proper’’ clause found in Ar-
ticle I, section 8, c1.18. 

By Mr. JOLLY: 
H.R. 4313. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8, clause 1; and Article I, 

section 8, clause 3 
By Mr. RIBBLE: 

H.R. 4314. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

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

H.R. 6: Mr. CULBERSON and Mr. MEADOWS. 
H.R. 75: Mr. HUELSKAMP. 
H.R. 104: Mrs. BACHMANN. 
H.R. 139: Mr. CÁRDENAS. 
H.R. 141: Mr. TIERNEY. 
H.R. 142: Mr. TIERNEY. 
H.R. 155: Mr. YARMUTH and Mr. CUMMINGS. 
H.R. 171: Mr. TIERNEY. 
H.R. 279: Mr. CÁRDENAS, Mr. SESSIONS, and 

Mr. BYRNE. 
H.R. 285: Ms. HAHN. 
H.R. 385: Mr. KEATING. 
H.R. 440: Ms. ESHOO. 
H.R. 460: Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 

HECK of Nevada, and Mr. SEAN PATRICK 
MALONEY of New York. 

H.R. 494: Mr. CLEAVER. 
H.R. 532: Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. KEATING, and 

Mr. LANGEVIN. 
H.R. 543: Mrs. CAPITO. 
H.R. 597: Mr. HIGGINS. 
H.R. 630: Ms. TSONGAS. 
H.R. 647: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. 

QUIGLEY, Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, and 
Mr. REICHERT. 

H.R. 702: Mr. MURPHY of Florida, Mr. 
BISHOP of New York, Mr. LOWENTHAL, and 
Mr. TIERNEY. 

H.R. 713: Mr. KEATING, Mr. DAVID SCOTT of 
Georgia, and Mrs. LOWEY. 

H.R. 721: Mr. MCNERNEY. 
H.R. 784: Mr. LOWENTHAL. 
H.R. 792: Mr. MILLER of Florida. 
H.R. 822: Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr. 

RAHALL, and Ms. LOFGREN. 
H.R. 831: Mr. BLUMENAUER and Mr. 

REICHERT. 
H.R. 851: Mr. TIERNEY. 
H.R. 863: Mr. VARGAS, Mr. DENT, and Mr. 

NOLAN. 
H.R. 924: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 958: Mr. CICILLINE. 
H.R. 1008: Mr. MCDERMOTT and Mr. 

MICHAUD. 
H.R. 1020: Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia and 

Mr. BRADY of Texas. 
H.R. 1074: Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. DELANEY, and 

Ms. LOFGREN. 
H.R. 1094: Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. 
H.R. 1129: Mr. GARCIA. 
H.R. 1141: Mr. RAHALL and Mr. HORSFORD. 
H.R. 1148: Mr. GUTHRIE and Mr. JOYCE. 
H.R. 1201: Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. 

SCHWEIKERT, and Mr. MCCAUL. 
H.R. 1263: Mr. DOYLE. 
H.R. 1318: Mr. SCHRADER and Ms. PINGREE 

of Maine. 
H.R. 1339: Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 1386: Mr. POMPEO and Mr. PITTS. 
H.R. 1429: Mr. TIERNEY. 
H.R. 1518: Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. 
H.R. 1566: Mr. CÁRDENAS. 
H.R. 1593: Mr. GARCIA, Mr. NOLAN, Mr. KIL-

DEE, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. MATHESON, Mr. SCHIFF, 
and Mr. CASTRO of Texas. 

H.R. 1616: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 
New York. 

H.R. 1620: Mr. SIRES. 
H.R. 1635: Mr. LOWENTHAL. 
H.R. 1692: Mr. CLEAVER. 
H.R. 1750: Mr. FORTENBERRY, Mr. MEADOWS, 

and Mr. SIMPSON. 
H.R. 1751: Mr. TIERNEY. 
H.R. 1761: Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Mr. 

QUIGLEY, and Mr. SOUTHERLAND. 
H.R. 1771: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 1795: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 1806: Mr. STIVERS. 
H.R. 1812: Mr. REICHERT, Mr. WESTMORE-

LAND and Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 1830: Mr. HALL. 
H.R. 1832: Ms. ESHOO and Mr. GARAMENDI. 

H.R. 1852: Mr. TAKANO, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. 
CUELLAR, Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, 
Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mexico, Ms. 
JACKSON LEE, and Mr. NOLAN. 

H.R. 1877: Mr. HIGGINS. 
H.R. 1878: Ms. CASTOR of Florida. 
H.R. 1923: Mr. BACHUS. 
H.R. 2084: Mr. COFFMAN and Mr. ISRAEL. 
H.R. 2093: Mr. FARENTHOLD. 
H.R. 2098: Mr. ROKITA. 
H.R. 2203: Mrs. BLACK, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. 

LANCE, Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. DIAZ-BALART, 
Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. HALL, Mr. MURPHY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. PEARCE, 
Mr. SCHOCK, Mr. PETRI, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. 
JOLLY, Mr. HUNTER, and Mrs. BLACKBURN. 

H.R. 2278: Mr. STEWART. 
H.R. 2291: Reed, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. 

JEFFRIES, Mr. NADLER, Ms. DEGETTE, and 
Mr. ISRAEL. 

H.R. 2366: Mr. NUNES, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. 
WALBERG, Mr. MARCHANT, and Mr. SMITH of 
New Jersey. 

H.R. 2387: Mr. KING of New York. 
H.R. 2424: Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 2499: Mr. MURPHY of Florida. 
H.R. 2502: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 2536: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois and 

Mr. HUDSON. 
H.R. 2548: Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. BISHOP of New 

York, Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York, Mr. KING 
of New York, and Mr. RIBBLE. 

H.R. 2560: Mr. MCDERMOTT. 
H.R. 2607: Ms. LOFGREN. 
H.R. 2672: Ms. JENKINS. 
H.R. 2707: Mr. WENSTRUP. 
H.R. 2791: Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. 
H.R. 2807: Mr. QUIGLEY and Mr. SESSIONS. 
H.R. 2825: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 2841: Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. KEATING, Mr. 

PETERSON, and Mr. TIERNEY. 
H.R. 2847: Mr. LIPINSKI. 
H.R. 2939: Mr. SARBANES, Mrs. BLACK, Mr. 

LARSON of Connecticut, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, 
Mr. MCDERMOTT, and Ms. CASTOR of Florida. 

H.R. 2957: Mr. DOYLE, Mr. POCAN, and Mr. 
MORAN. 

H.R. 3116: Mr. BILIRAKIS. 
H.R. 3138: Mr. LATTA. 
H.R. 3179: Mr. PALAZZO and Mr. MILLER of 

Florida. 
H.R. 3306: Mrs. WALORSKI and Mr. MCCAUL. 
H.R. 3331: Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 
H.R. 3335: Mr. MARCHANT. 
H.R. 3344: Mr. HOLDING. 
H.R. 3377: Mr. BISHOP of Utah and Mr. HAR-

PER. 
H.R. 3395: Mr. LOBIONDO. 
H.R. 3461: Mr. MCDERMOTT. 
H.R. 3470: Mr. WITTMAN. 
H.R. 3490: Mr. MCDERMOTT and Mr. LOBI-

ONDO 
H.R. 3505: Mr. COBLE. 
H.R. 3516: Mr. MAFFEI and Ms. FUDGE. 
H.R. 3529: Mrs. HARTZLER. 
H.R. 3530: Mr. YOHO. 
H.R. 3544: Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
H.R. 3583: Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. 

MENG, and Mr. DIAZ-BALART. 
H.R. 3601: Mr. JONES and Mr. BROUN of 

Georgia. 
H.R. 3602: Mr. SWALWELL of California, Ms. 

HANABUSA, and Mr. LOWENTHAL. 
H.R. 3673: Ms. SEWELL of Alabama and Mr. 

KING of New York. 
H.R. 3676: Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 3708: Mr. CHABOT, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, 

Mr. DENHAM, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. RIBBLE, 
Mr. FORTENBERRY, and Mr. NOLAN. 

H.R. 3710: Ms. LOFGREN. 
H.R. 3717: Mr. MCKINLEY. 
H.R. 3724: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. 
H.R. 3726: Mr. SIRES. 
H.R. 3852: Mr. LEWIS. 
H.R. 3876: Mr. O’ROURKE. 
H.R. 3877: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. 
H.R. 3930: Mr. POCAN, Mr. UPTON, Mr. 

SMITH of Texas, and Mr. PASTOR of Arizona. 
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H.R. 3978: Mr. PETERSON. 
H.R. 3983: Mr. KIND. 
H.R. 3992: Mr. PETERS of California and Mr. 

BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mexico. 
H.R. 3996: Mr. FINCHER. 
H.R. 4008: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. 
H.R. 4031: Mr. BILIRAKIS and Mr. HARPER. 
H.R. 4049: Ms. MOORE. 
H.R. 4060: Mr. HASTINGS of Florida. 
H.R. 4079: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona and Ms. 

CHU. 
H.R. 4098: Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. 
H.R. 4103: Mr. MORAN. 
H.R. 4122: Mr. VARGAS. 
H.R. 4128: Ms. PINGREE of Maine. 
H.R. 4135: Mr. SESSIONS and Mr. MCINTYRE. 
H.R. 4139: Mr. MEADOWS. 
H.R. 4143: Mr. GRAYSON and Mr. MCCAUL. 
H.R. 4149: Mr. MICHAUD. 
H.R. 4155: Mr. COOK. 
H.R. 4156: Mr. ENYART, Mr. RENACCI, Mr. 

JONES, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Ms. 
TITUS, and Mr. PETERSON. 

H.R. 4158: Mr. LATTA. 
H.R. 4190: Mr. THOMPSON of California. 
H.R. 4217: Mr. HONDA, Mr. WITTMAN, and 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. 
H.R. 4221: Mr. POCAN. 
H.R. 4225: Mr. LONG, Mr. COFFMAN, Mr. 

SENSENBRENNER, Mr. SOUTHERLAND, and Mr. 
LANKFORD. 

H.R. 4232: Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. RANGEL, 
and Mr. LOEBSACK. 

H.R. 4254: Mr. POE of Texas and Mr. 
MCCAUL. 

H.R. 4255: Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Mr. ENYART, Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. 
HINOJOSA, Mr. LOWENTHAL, and Mr. MORAN. 

H.R. 4265: Mrs. DAVIS of California. 
H.R. 4278: Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 4285: Mr. POLIS. 
H.R. 4286: Mr. RICE of South Carolina. 
H.J. Res. 26: Mr. SANFORD. 

H. Con. Res. 16: Mr. STUTZMAN, Mr. MICA, 
Mr. BLUMENAUER, and Mr. PRICE of North 
Carolina. 

H. Con. Res. 28: Mr. BARBER. 
H. Con. Res. 69: Ms. VELÁZQUEZ and Mr. 

BLUMENAUER. 
H. Res. 19: Mr. TIERNEY. 
H. Res. 30: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 

and Mr. LANCE. 
H. Res. 116: Mr. LIPINSKI. 
H. Res. 356: Mr. SOUTHERLAND. 
H. Res. 365: Ms. ESTY, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, 

and Mr. RUSH. 
H. Res. 476: Mr. HUDSON, Mr. SMITH of Ne-

braska, and Mrs. BACHMANN. 
H. Res. 477: Mr. TIERNEY and Mr. SHERMAN. 
H. Res. 480: Mr. PASCRELL. 
H. Res. 494: Mr. SCHRADER, Mr. CRAWFORD, 

Mr. CRAMER, Mr. MCCAUL, Mr. FLORES, Mr. 
HUDSON, Mr. COOK, Mr. WEBER of Texas, and 
Mr. PETRI. 
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Senate 
The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Honorable ED-
WARD J. MARKEY, a Senator from the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 

PRAYER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Today’s 
prayer will be offered by Dr. Daniel 
McClure, American Legion national 
chaplain. 

The guest Chaplain offered the fol-
lowing prayer: 

Let us pray together. 
Our Heavenly Father, Creator and 

Sustainer of all that we are or will be, 
thank You for Your care in our daily 
national concerns. History has revealed 
Your hand in our national affairs and 
how much our lawmakers need Your 
wisdom, courage, and grace. We ask a 
special endowment of mental strength 
and physical endurance in these dan-
gerous but exciting times. Grant them 
the insight to know the path to follow 
the road of righteousness and the eth-
ics others can admire. 

We pray in Your holy Name. Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Presiding Officer 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. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mr. LEAHY). 

The legislative clerk read the fol-
lowing letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, DC, March 26, 2014. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 

appoint the Honorable EDWARD J. MARKEY, a 
Senator from the Commonwealth of Massa-
chusetts, to perform the duties of the Chair. 

PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
President pro tempore. 

Mr. MARKEY thereupon assumed the 
Chair as Acting President pro tempore. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

f 

PROTECTING VOLUNTEER FIRE-
FIGHTERS AND EMERGENCY RE-
SPONDERS ACT OF 2014—MOTION 
TO PROCEED 

Mr. REID. I now move to proceed to 
Calendar No. 333. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will report the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 333, 

H.R. 3979, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to ensure that emergency 
services volunteers are not taken into ac-
count as employees under the shared respon-
sibility requirements contained in the Pa-
tient Protection and Affordable Care Act. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I will be 
happy to yield to my friend, the senior 
Senator from Iowa. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Iowa. 

THE GUEST CHAPLAIN 
Mr. GRASSLEY. I appreciate the ma-

jority leader yielding. 
It has been a tradition in the U.S. 

Senate—usually this time of the year, 
when various veterans organizations 
come to Washington, DC, to testify for 
their membership before Congress 
about issues dealing with the veterans 
of all of our wars—for a person who is 
chaplain to be guest Chaplain. This 
year it is my privilege that person for 
the American Legion be from the State 
of Iowa. 

We have just heard Dr. Daniel A. 
McClure give his prayer this morning. 

Dr. McClure is a veteran of over 40 
years’ military service with the U.S. 
Army, Army Reserve, Air Force and 
National Guard. He retired from the 
military in 2005. With Vietnam veteran 
status, he joined the American Legion 
in 2001 and has since served as post 
chaplain, district chaplain, department 
chaplain, oratorical contest judge, and 
district chairman of the Americanism 
Commission and Boys State counselor. 
He is a member of The American Le-
gion Leon Beatty Post 29 in Wash-
ington, IA. 

Dr. McClure was ordained by the Her-
itage Baptist Church, Lakeland, FL, in 
1979 and has pastored churches in 
Washington State, Montana, Florida 
and Iowa. He earned his doctorate at 
Luther Rice Seminary, Lithonia, GA in 
1993. Though he retired from formal du-
ties in 1999, McClure continues to vol-
unteer in all aspects of the ministry. 

Dr. McClure currently serves his 
country and community in a number of 
capacities. He is president and treas-
urer of the All Veterans Association, 
treasurer of the House of Heroes, board 
chairman of the Tree of Life Free Clin-
ic, a patron of NRA, past president of 
the local Community Chest, past presi-
dent of Kiwanis, works with the Lake 
Darling Youth Center and is chairman 
of 1st Baptist Church’s deacon board in 
Yarmouth, IA. 

Dr. McClure and his wife Marge have 
been married 48 years, raising a son 
and a daughter. The McClures are now 
the grandparents of three boys and one 
girl. 

I am glad to have the privilege of an 
Iowan serving as the national chaplain 
of a great veterans organization—the 
American Legion. 

I thank the majority leader. 
SCHEDULE 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, following 
my remarks and those of the Repub-
lican leader, the Senate will be in a pe-
riod of morning business until 11 a.m., 
with the Republicans controlling the 
first half and the majority the final 
half. 
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Following morning business, the Sen-

ate will proceed to executive session. 
At 11 a.m. there will be a series of 
votes on U.S. District Court judges. We 
will have four votes before lunch, and 
we will have four more votes, or there-
about, starting at 2:30 on confirmation 
of these nominations. 

We will debate the Ukraine bill dur-
ing today’s session and vote on that 
legislation tomorrow. 

MEASURE PLACED ON THE CALENDAR—S. 2157 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, S. 2157 is at 

the desk and due for a second reading. 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

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

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 2157) to amend titles XVIII and 

XIX of the Social Security Act to repeal the 
Medicare sustainable growth rate and to im-
prove Medicare and Medicaid payments, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. REID. I object to any further 
proceedings at this time on this legis-
lation. 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Objection having been heard, the 
bill will be placed upon the calendar. 

UKRAINE 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, the Senate 

took a step in the right direction yes-
terday. In response to Russia’s desta-
bilizing actions in Ukraine, my col-
leagues and I came to an agreement to 
vote on the bipartisan Senate foreign 
relations bill tomorrow. This impor-
tant measure not only aids Ukraine 
but it also punishes President Putin 
and his cronies for their unlawful ag-
gression. It also sends this message to 
the world: We, the American people, 
stand with Ukraine. 

I was happy to hear yesterday the as-
sistant Republican leader—the whip— 
the senior Senator from Texas, talk 
about the need to do more. And I agree; 
we need to do more. I, of course, was a 
fan—as was Senator MENENDEZ, the 
chair of the committee; the ranking 
member, Senator CORKER; and our sen-
ior policy mentor around here, Senator 
MCCAIN—of having IMF funding. So I 
hope we can move beyond what we are 
going to do tomorrow for the Ukrain-
ian people. Based on what I heard on 
the Sunday shows, I believe we have bi-
partisan support to do more for 
Ukraine, so I invite my friend, the sen-
ior Senator from Texas, to work with 
Democrats to come up with a package 
of things we can do in the next few 
weeks to give the people of Ukraine the 
understanding and the basis for the 
fact that America will stand with 
them. 

What President Putin did is wrong. It 
is a violation of international law. I 
think it is too bad he is homesick over 
the Soviet Union. He is one of the few 
who looks back with joy at what took 
place to build the Soviet Union. Tens 
of millions of Russians were killed— 
purposely—by the viciousness of the 
leaders prior to Putin. So let us hope 
he does not look back on all that as 
being good. We all know he was part of 
the KGB and we would hope he would 

return to having Russia become a civ-
ilized nation rather than what the So-
viet Union used to be. 

UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE 
Mr. President, as the Senate finishes 

its work on the Ukrainian issue, we 
will soon have the opportunity to show 
millions of American families that we 
also stand by them. It is my sincere 
hope the bipartisan progress we have 
just made on the Ukraine legislation 
will also carry us over to work on un-
employment insurance. Certainly we 
have a bipartisan bill that we have 
been working on for a long time. 

President Lyndon Johnson once said: 
The duty of government is to help people 

who are caught in the tentacles of cir-
cumstance. 

That is certainly what we have in Ne-
vada with 26,000 people. Around the 
country more than 2 million people are 
caught in the circumstance of having 
lost their job—usually these people are 
a little bit above 50—and because of the 
recession they can’t find a job. So they 
need help, and that is what this legisla-
tion is all about. 

In our country today you will find no 
greater example of people at the mercy 
of unfortunate circumstances than the 
long-term unemployed. In the 3 months 
since the Republicans first filibustered 
a bill to restore emergency benefits, 
more than 1 million Americans have 
lost their benefits. Considering that in 
the time that was wasted by our Re-
publican filibuster, almost 1 million 
people in America, in dire need of help, 
have been told that no help is coming, 
we are here to deliver a message on a 
bipartisan basis that help is coming. 
For people who have worked hard all 
their lives, worrying about how to pay 
their rent, put gas in the car, and buy 
groceries while they search for a new 
job can be demoralizing, especially 
when they see nothing good over the 
horizon. For the long-term unem-
ployed, losing a $300-per-week employ-
ment benefit can be the difference be-
tween keeping a roof over their chil-
dren’s heads and, as we have heard—be-
cause I have read into the record on a 
number of occasions letters from Ne-
vadans saying they are going to be-
come homeless—going out of business 
as a family, literally. 

Here is what one Nevada man wrote 
to me this month as he begged us to 
act. His wife had been out of work for 
months. With resources scarce, the 
family will be forced to choose between 
paying their rent or paying for cancer 
treatments for their 2-year-old son. 
But here is what he wrote: 

We keep praying you will do everything in 
your power to bring back emergency benefits 
to help us in our most difficult time. 

This man, and millions of Americans 
just like him, have waited too long for 
action. But the Senate has another op-
portunity to do our job and help those 
struggling Americans. In the upcoming 
days the Senate will consider an agree-
ment, negotiated in good faith by a bi-
partisan group of Senators, including 
my colleague from Nevada Senator 

HELLER. This agreement will restore 
benefits to millions of long-term unem-
ployed Americans looking for work. 

I urge all my colleagues to put philo-
sophical differences aside and help 
struggling families get the support 
they need and deserve. All we have to 
do is work together, Democrats and 
Republicans, to do what is right for our 
constituents in their hour of need. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized. 

TRIBUTE TO ROCHELLE EUBANKS 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, 

here on the Senate floor we often speak 
about numbers of great magnitude. 
Whether we are speaking of the na-
tional debt, jobs, or tax dollars, the 
numbers can be in the thousands, mil-
lions, or even billions. Sometimes 
these numbers are enough to numb 
even the most policy minded to the 
sheer volume and amount of people and 
resources that go into running the Na-
tion’s Capital City. 

Today, as I bid farewell to Rochelle 
Eubanks, a diligent, beloved, and loyal 
staffer for 25 years, there is one num-
ber in particular I want to bring to my 
colleagues’ attention. That number is 
1,807,181. 

For a quarter of a century, Rochelle 
has been the backbone of my office, in 
charge of the one critical task that all 
of us honored enough to be elected to 
Congress are charged with: to listen, to 
respond to, and to act on behalf of our 
constituents. 

First as my correspondence mail sys-
tem, or CMS, operator; and since 1994, 
as my CMS production manager, Ro-
chelle has been at the front lines of 
communicating with Kentuckians. 
CMS is the computerized system Sen-
ate offices use to keep track of their 
letters to constituents. And that num-
ber—1,807,181—is the number of letters 
to the Bluegrass State Rochelle has 
sent out in her 25 years of service. 

It is truly remarkable. If every letter 
were to go to a different person, then 
Rochelle has mailed a letter to nearly 
half the State. No one else on my staff 
has had more contact with the voters 
back home than she has. After her re-
tirement on April 4, she will be very 
much missed by myself and by all of 
her colleagues in my office. 

Rochelle started back in March of 
1989. But her Senate service extends 
back to April of 1982, when she began 
work as a mail manager for the Repub-
lican Conference. She also worked with 
Senators John East and Jim Broyhill, 
both of North Carolina, before moving 
to the House side in 1987. I am very 
glad we were able to lure her back over 
to the Senate side to work in my office 
beginning in 1989. 

Most staff offices have two or three 
staffers working on CMS. But for the 
majority of her tenure with my office, 
Rochelle has handled CMS duties on 
her own. How in the world does she do 
it? Well, ‘‘I just do what I do,’’ Ro-
chelle says, in her usual modest fash-
ion. Perhaps the key to how she does it 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 02:13 Mar 27, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00002 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G26MR6.003 S26MRPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

3T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S1743 March 26, 2014 
is that Rochelle is always the first to 
arrive in the office, often by 5:30 in the 
morning. I know for a fact Rochelle 
can be counted on as the first to arrive 
at work, because I can recall a time or 
two when she had to let me in my own 
office. 

I knew I could always count on, as I 
have called her, the early bird. In fact, 
that is how I introduced Rochelle to 
my wife Elaine: This is my early bird. 
Rochelle could always be counted on to 
be there. 

Because of her long tenure, Rochelle 
has become almost a den mother of 
sorts to many of the younger staff 
members and interns in my office. Ro-
chelle has been with us in three dif-
ferent office locations, all in the Rus-
sell Building, and every time her desk 
has been located near the mailroom 
and the office interns. 

When new interns or mailroom staff-
ers start their first day, they already 
know who is looking out for them. 
‘‘You must be Rochelle,’’ many have 
been heard to say. ‘‘I’ve heard so much 
about you.’’ 

One of my longtime staffers who 
worked with Rochelle for nearly 20 
years remembers her fondly. 

She interacted with me the same day I 
came as a staff assistant, to the day I left as 
chief of staff. It was the same way she treat-
ed everybody. It didn’t matter if you were a 
senator or an intern. She was always sweet 
and pleasant and positive. 

Another longtime staffer recalls: 
Rochelle has long been the master of mass 

mail. Regardless of how many bins I brought 
her, she always had a bright smile, a kind 
word, a listening ear, and a delightful laugh. 
All the things that make a colleague a dear 
friend—that’s what Rochelle is truly the 
master of. 

Yet another former longtime time 
staffer says in tribute to her: 

Rochelle . . . you were always the sound-
ing board, the moral compass and the reality 
check for the people you worked with, some 
of whom you may have forgotten, but who 
will always count you as a friend. And while 
your work over the years was excellent, 
please know that those you have worked 
with will remember you for much more. 

The fidelity and loyalty Rochelle has 
shown to my office is exceeded only by 
her fidelity and loyalty to her family. 
Rochelle has two daughters: Rochelle 
and Endyia, and six granddaughters: 
Nyla, Jermany, Albany, Liberti, Milini, 
and little Marlei, who was born just 
this March 9. 

Everyone in the office knows how 
cute Rochelle’s granddaughters are be-
cause she proudly displays several pic-
tures of them at her desk. Some former 
staffers recall years ago when Rochelle 
would occasionally bring her then- 
school-aged daughters into the office 
and they would show off their cart-
wheels. The tradition continues today 
with Rochelle’s granddaughters. 
‘‘Granny, can we come work with 
you?’’ they ask. 

Family is also the reason that after 
25 years, Rochelle is taking her well- 
earned retirement and moving into the 
next phase of her life. I was thrilled to 

learn Rochelle will be marrying her fi-
ance Kevin Perry. They will soon be 
moving to New York. Of course, she 
will be missed by her family here in the 
District as well as by everyone in the 
McConnell office, but our loss is Mr. 
Perry’s gain, and I wish the two of 
them great happiness in their mar-
riage. 

Kevin is a professional musician who 
plays the guitar, and his genre of 
choice is R&B and funk music. He and 
Rochelle have known each other since 
high school and after 30 years recently 
reconnected. Now they are back in 
each other’s lives and looking forward 
to starting a new life in Queens—‘‘not 
Manhattan,’’ as Rochelle is quick to 
point out. 

Rochelle is a native Washingtonian, 
and of course Rochelle’s daughters, 
granddaughters, and other family here 
will miss her terribly, but Rochelle is 
reassuring. ‘‘I’m only 4 hours away. 
And we’ll do a lot of Skype,’’ she says. 
‘‘They don’t want me to stop [working] 
and they don’t want me to leave DC. 
But I’m ready for a change.’’ 

Quite a change it will be. It is hard to 
imagine the McConnell office without 
Rochelle. She is the fourth longest 
serving staffer in the history of my of-
fice. When she retires next Friday, she 
will have 9,140 days of continuous serv-
ice. In fact, the three longest serving 
staffers still in my office are all women 
who have more than 25 years of service 
each; field assistant Sue Tharp, archi-
vist Nan Mosher, and Rochelle. 

For Rochelle it all comes down to 
family—her own family and the 
McConnell family which she has 
formed and grown close to in her time 
with us. So it is fitting that she is re-
tiring to start a new chapter with her 
family. 

‘‘It’s a very close-knit office,’’ Ro-
chelle says of her tenure. ‘‘Everybody 
cares. Everybody helps each other 
out.’’ I am glad Rochelle feels that 
way, and I couldn’t agree more. 

Another longtime staffer and long-
time friend of Rochelle’s sums up the 
special place she holds in our hearts 
this way: 

For Rochelle, it comes down to family. To 
her, that’s the unifier. My nephew is 20 years 
old; she still asks what he’s up to. She’s that 
way with everybody. She’s the glue. 

Now the McConnell office is going to 
have to soldier on without the vital 
glue Rochelle Eubanks has provided for 
25 years. It is a great loss not only for 
us but for the people of Kentucky—for 
all of my constituents she reached out 
to, for the recipients of 1,807,181 letters, 
each letter representing a vital link be-
tween them and their elected rep-
resentative. 

So farewell, Rochelle, my friend, and 
thank you ever so much for two and 
one-half decades of tireless service. It 
is going to be a very different office 
without your welcoming smile and 
easy laugh. 

Congratulations and best wishes on 
your marriage and the wonderful new 
life you will begin with your husband. 
You certainly deserve every happiness. 

It would be such a remarkable turn 
of events and a genuine pleasure to re-
ceive a letter from you for a change. I 
would even settle for a postcard. I hope 
you will send us one from New York. 

UKRAINE 
Mr. President, I wish to start by ac-

knowledging the majority leader’s de-
cision to remove extraneous IMF provi-
sions from the Ukraine bill. As I noted 
yesterday, no legislation could have 
passed with those provisions included. 
So I think it is a positive step forward. 
We are glad he took our advice, and 
now Congress will be able to pass an ef-
fective bill on Ukraine very soon. 

THE ECONOMY 
Mr. President, President Obama and 

his Washington Democratic allies are 
well into their sixth year of presiding 
over our economy. Yet the jobs recov-
ery they keep promising us just never 
seems to materialize. 

We have to give Washington Demo-
crats at least some credit though. They 
have tried regulating, taxing, spending, 
stimulating, just about everything 
their ideology will allow. The problem 
is their ideology just simply doesn’t 
work. Many of their policies just end 
up making things worse. Of course, the 
best example is ObamaCare. 

They promised the Sun and the Moon 
to sell this thing. They said it would 
create jobs. They also said it would im-
prove the economy, lower premiums, 
insure the uninsured, without causing 
Americans to lose their insurance, 
their doctors or their hospitals—the 
kind of claims which would have made 
Billy Mays blush. 

But now Americans know better. Evi-
dence shows that not only will 
ObamaCare encourage less job cre-
ation, but it is also making the econ-
omy worse, that it is driving premiums 
higher, and it will not come anywhere 
near insuring all the uninsured, while 
causing millions of Americans to lose 
the insurance and the doctors they 
were promised they could keep. 

It is also a law which is unraveling 
before our very eyes. As we read this 
week, the administration has now 
handed out so many waivers, special fa-
vors, and exemptions to help out 
Democrats politically that the heart of 
the law—the individual mandate—may 
actually no longer even be viable. It 
has basically become the legal equiva-
lent of Swiss cheese. 

There is a broader point. If Wash-
ington Democrats think ObamaCare is 
so bad they need to exempt that many 
people from its mandates, then why 
shouldn’t we remove the hardship for 
everyone? Doesn’t the middle class de-
serve a break too? 

Why shouldn’t we repeal the 30-hour 
workweek created by ObamaCare, the 
provision which reduces take-home pay 
for the middle class. 

Why shouldn’t we do away with 
ObamaCare’s job-killing medical device 
tax, something even many Democrats 
would vote to abolish if the majority 
leader would allow the vote. 

What I am saying is if Washington 
Democrats are actually serious about 
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job creation, then it is time to actually 
show it. Work with us to eliminate the 
things that hurt jobs, that hold Ameri-
cans back from a real recovery—such 
as these job-killing ObamaCare man-
dates—and work with us to enact 
things which can actually create jobs. 

Approving the Keystone Pipeline 
would create thousands of jobs right 
away. Passing trade legislation—legis-
lation President Obama has already en-
dorsed—would help create even more, 
but Washington Democrats need to 
work collaboratively with us to make 
those things happen. Yet this morn-
ing’s New York Times highlights their 
strategy for the rest of the year. Here 
it is summed up in three words, ‘‘polit-
ical show votes.’’ 

Get this. Their plan is not to pass 
legislation but to time show votes to 
‘‘coincide with campaign-style trips by 
President Obama.’’ Rather than take 
up House-passed jobs bills which would 
actually help middle-class Americans, 
they plan for yet another year of turn-
ing the Senate floor into a campaign 
studio. 

I am asking Washington Democrats 
to put the ideology and political show 
votes aside for once and finally join us, 
join us to give the American people 
what they have been asking for all 
along—more jobs, more opportunity, 
and an economy which works for the 
middle class once again. 

I yield the floor. 
RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
HEITKAMP). Under the previous order, 
the leadership time is reserved. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will be 
in a period of morning business until 11 
a.m., with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each, with 
the time equally divided and controlled 
between the two leaders or their des-
ignees, with the Republicans control-
ling the first half. 

The Senator from Wyoming. 

f 

HEALTH CARE 

Mr. BARRASSO. Madam President, 
this past Sunday was the fourth anni-
versary of President Obama’s health 
care law. 

Four years ago Democrats in Wash-
ington were confident the law they 
forced through Congress would be ex-
tremely popular today. Instead, the 
law has broken almost every signifi-
cant promise President Obama made 
about the law itself, and Americans re-
grettably have been left to deal with 
the consequences. 

The actual law doesn’t even look the 
same as it did 4 years ago because 
President Obama has lawlessly rewrit-
ten so much of it. Last night word 
leaked about the latest change. Now 
the administration is getting rid of the 
March 31 deadline for some people to 

sign up for insurance in the govern-
ment exchange. 

According to this morning’s Wash-
ington Post, if people just check a box 
on the Web site saying they are having 
trouble signing up, they will get an ex-
tension until at least mid-April—and I 
wouldn’t be surprised if another exten-
sion after that and then again beyond. 

Remember, the Obama administra-
tion said 7 million people would have 
to sign up by March 31 in order for this 
open enrollment period to be a success. 
Those are the administration’s words. 
But with less than 1 week to go, they 
are 2 million short of their goal. That 
is why they are allowing this extension 
because they are in a panic, a panic not 
enough people are signing up. 

The White House may come out and 
say they have come close to their 7 
million target. They may even claim 
they were somehow able to find all of 
the 2 million people they needed to buy 
insurance on the exchanges, but look-
ing at some of the dubious numbers the 
administration has released so far, we 
can predict there will be many unan-
swered questions about the numbers— 
whatever numbers the White House 
claims to now be the new numbers. 

The first question we should ask 
about the numbers is, how many of the 
people signing up actually have insur-
ance? 

Apparently, it doesn’t seem to mat-
ter much to the administration how 
many people who go to the Web site ac-
tually have insurance. The Obama ad-
ministration released a report showing 
how many people went through the 
signup process on the Web site through 
the exchanges. Those people don’t ac-
tually have insurance until they write 
a check, pay their premiums, and make 
sure they do have insurance. 

Secretary of Health and Human Serv-
ices Kathleen Sebelius said recently 
she had no idea in the world—no idea 
at all—about how many people had 
paid and how many had not paid, and 
she is the President’s Secretary of 
Health and Human Services—no idea. 

Insurance companies say they have 
given Washington plenty of informa-
tion to know the answer to that ques-
tion, but the person in charge has no 
idea. 

One industry official told Politico: 
If they have not processed those yet and 

compiled the data, that is a choice they are 
making. But they have that data now. 

The White House can say whatever 
they want—and they tend to do that— 
but they have the data. They are not 
admitting the truth. 

Why isn’t the administration playing 
it straight with these numbers? The 
point of ObamaCare was to get people 
insurance, not just register them on a 
Web site. A recent survey by McKinsey 
& Company found that only 53 percent 
of the previously uninsured people who 
had selected a plan actually then went 
and paid the first month’s premium. So 
only about half of the people that 
didn’t have insurance before, who 
signed up on the Web site, actually 

went to pay for and buy the insurance. 
That is question number one. 

Question No. 2 is: How many people 
are newly insured? That was the major 
goal of the Obama health care legisla-
tion. Washington Democrats said time 
and time again that we needed a mas-
sive overall of the entire health care 
system of this country in order to 
cover the uninsured. Many of the peo-
ple who are signing up today and peo-
ple who have signed up are doing so be-
cause the insurance they had, that 
they liked, that worked for them, that 
they could afford, under the health 
care law was canceled. The President’s 
health care law forced them to switch. 

How many people? We don’t know 
that either. One Health and Human 
Services official admitted as much. He 
said: ‘‘That is not a data point that we 
are really collecting in any sort of sys-
temic way.’’ 

The government officials overseeing 
this part of the Web site are not even 
collecting the data. The goal of the 
whole policy plan was to get people 
that didn’t have insurance on insur-
ance. They are not collecting that data 
point at all. It turns out that the paper 
application for ObamaCare included a 
question—reasonably so—as to whether 
that person already had insurance be-
cause it is information we want to 
know. But the bureaucrats and the 
contractors who were apparently over-
seen by the President of the United 
States, who created the healthcare.gov 
Web site—the Web site that the Presi-
dent said was going to be easier to use 
than Amazon for insurance and cheaper 
than your cell phone bill—apparently 
they just dropped the question. Why 
did they do that? Why did they drop 
the question that was on the paper 
form and leave it off of the Web site to 
ask if somebody had actually had in-
surance before? That is what they did. 

Isn’t it something the Obama admin-
istration would want to know if they 
wanted to be honest with the American 
people. The best estimate has been 
from this McKinsey survey. They fig-
ure that by early February only about 
a quarter of the people who signed up 
for ObamaCare insurance were actually 
newly insured. Three-fourths of them 
were just changing out insurance, 
many of whom had their insurance can-
celed. If that number holds, the ex-
changes might end up covering fewer 
than 2 million previously uninsured 
Americans this year—fewer than 2 mil-
lion people who didn’t have insurance 
before covered on the exchange. Think 
about how much simpler, how much 
more cost effective health care could 
have been while still covering that 
same number of people. 

Here is the third important question. 
Who exactly is signing up? The admin-
istration is pushing young adults be-
tween the ages of 18 and 34 to buy in-
surance. It is not happening the way 
the administration wants it to happen. 
Through February, less than 10 per-
cent—less than 1 in 10—of the young 
adults who potentially could enroll 
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have actually done so. Insurance com-
panies need lots of young, healthy peo-
ple to pay premiums—to pay for pre-
miums and then not use much care in 
return. That is the only way this 
works. Unless more of those young peo-
ple sign up by the beginning of next 
week, theoretically—now extended by 
checking a box—premiums are going to 
jump. 

Here is the final question. When peo-
ple buy insurance through the 
ObamaCare exchanges, what kind of 
care will it provide? Just remember 
what the President said: If you like 
what you have, you could keep it; you 
could keep your doctor—easier than 
Amazon and cheaper than your cell 
phone. People are losing access to doc-
tors they have known and trusted for 
years. We have heard from people 
around the country that this has hap-
pened. But for some people having a 
doctor won’t mean they can actually 
see the doctor. According to the Asso-
ciation of American Medical Colleges, 
we are facing a shortage of about 90,000 
physicians by the end of this decade. 

Some patients may be able to get to 
see a doctor but maybe not the one 
they need. According to an Associated 
Press survey that was reported last 
week, only 4 of 19 leading cancer hos-
pitals—only 4 of 19 leading cancer hos-
pitals—said that they accept the plans 
from all the insurance companies in 
their State’s exchanges. For many 
other patients, the doctor is going to 
be spending more time looking at the 
computer instead of looking at them, 
even though they are in the same office 
together because of the burdensome 
new rules and recordkeeping require-
ments in the law. Maybe you can keep 
your doctor, maybe you cannot. Do you 
need special cancer care? Are you wor-
ried about whether you are going to be 
able to get that, and is the doctor 
going to be able to look at you and 
interact or is the doctor going to be 
staring at his computer screen instead 
of you in the limited time they have 
because of the burdensome require-
ments? It is going to be bad for pa-
tients. 

So patients are going to be getting 
less care and many will be paying a lot 
more than they were paying before. 
Secretary Sebelius finally conceded 
that the rates will continue to rise in 
2015. Now The Hill newspaper that is 
around—this is what they said on 
Wednesday, March 19: ‘‘ObamaCare pre-
miums are about to skyrocket.’’ 

The President said: cheaper than 
your cell phone. Reuters ran a headline 
that said: ‘‘Insurers see double-digit 
Obamacare price rises in many states 
next year.’’ Bloomberg’s headline yes-
terday was almost the same: 
‘‘Obamacare insurer WellPoint Sees 
Double-Digit Rate Rise.’’ 

The President said recently the law 
‘‘is working the way it should.’’ The 
President of the United States looked 
into the camera and said it is working 
the way it should. What does he think 
of the people who are on the other side 

watching him on TV? Does he realize 
how he is losing credibility with the 
American people when he makes bla-
tant statements like that, when they 
see how poorly it is working? 

I believe the President has no idea 
how the law is working, how poorly it 
is working or what is going to happen 
next. Does he really think the law is 
working or is it just a line that some-
body wrote for him and that he read? It 
is hard to know. Does he think that 
double-digit premium increases are a 
sign that the law is working? I heard 
from one of my constituents the other 
day, as we were away for the week 
talking to people around Wyoming, and 
he put it in writing. He is from western 
Wyoming. He said: 

Senator Barrasso, I am sorry for the snide 
subject of our e-mail but the truth hurts. I 
know I am preaching to the choir but I just 
wanted to share our story and frustration. 

Now I know the majority leader has 
been to the floor and said all of these 
stories that we tell are all lies. This is 
a person who lives in Wyoming. This is 
what is happening in that person’s life. 
He said: 

We have finally just finished applying for 
health care through the exchange and found 
out that our health insurance will double if 
we sign up. Fortunately for us, we are cov-
ered under our own insurance until this De-
cember. Our current plan is $505 a month, 
and it has a $15 thousand deductible after 
which it is an 80/20 split. The rub for us is the 
following: 

Under the construct of the subsidy plan we 
would theoretically qualify, based on our 
family size (5 girls) and our income. But 
since my employer offers health insurance 
for me and my family, we don’t qualify. So 
we are stuck in limbo. Nonetheless, if we go 
on my employer’s health insurance, we will 
be paying over $1000 more each month. If we 
go on the health care market place plan, the 
least expensive is $1,054/month. This is a sig-
nificant increase for our middle class family. 

I thought the affordable health care act 
was supposed to help us not hurt us. 

The affordable health care act was 
supposed to help us, he said, not hurt 
us. 

We are panicked on how we are going to 
pay for this in December? We will be taking 
all of the money that was going into savings 
to pay for a terrible insurance plan. Please 
help us and share our story with people who 
say this act is helping the middle class. 

I wish the majority leader were here 
to hear this. Please share this story— 
our story—a true story about a family 
in Wyoming, with those who say the 
act is helping the middle class. 

Madam President, it clearly is not. 
Does it sound like the law is working 
for this man and his family? President 
Obama says it is working just the way 
it is supposed to work. It is not work-
ing for this man and his family. 

Our health care system needed re-
form. It needs it now more than ever. 
We all know that. What Americans got 
with the Obama health care law was a 
monstrous new bureaucracy. It is rais-
ing costs for millions of people. It is 
leading to worse care and other unin-
tended consequences. Now these ques-
tions are just a small part of what the 
American people want to know. 

In fact, as of last night, I can think 
of another question. How does the 
Obama administration define the word 
deadline? Kathleen Sebelius in the 
House the other day said the deadline 
is March 31. We are not going to extend 
it. We are not under any circumstances 
going to extend it. The White House 
press secretary said the same. Are 
there any deadlines at all for anything 
in this administration? Is it all on the 
honor system? 

As we start to get answers to these 
questions, we are going to see even 
more clearly that this health care law 
has failed patients, it has failed health 
care providers, and it has failed tax-
payers. The President needs to admit 
that his law is not working. He needs 
to accept Republican ideas to replace 
it. Americans need better access to 
quality, affordable health care, not just 
broken promises, tired excuses, and un-
answered questions. 

Thank you, Madam President. I yield 
the floor, and I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mrs. MURRAY. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the order for the quorum call 
be rescinded. 

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

(The remarks of Mrs. MURRAY per-
taining to the introduction of S. 2162 
are printed in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

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

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session. 

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

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

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the nomination 
of Christopher Reid Cooper, of the District of 
Columbia, to be United States District Judge 
for the District of Columbia. 

Harry Reid, Patrick J. Leahy, Debbie 
Stabenow, Robert Menendez, Barbara 
Boxer, Patty Murray, Richard 
Blumenthal, Jeff Merkley, Carl Levin, 
Bernard Sanders, Joe Donnelly, Maria 
Cantwell, Barbara A. Mikulski, Tom 
Harkin, Tim Kaine, Jeanne Shaheen, 
Jon Tester. 
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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 Christopher Reid Cooper, of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, to be United States 
District Judge for the District of Co-
lumbia, shall be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 

any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Virginia (Mr. WARNER) is 
necessarily absent. 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 56, 
nays 43, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 80 Ex.] 

YEAS—56 

Baldwin 
Begich 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Boxer 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Franken 
Gillibrand 
Hagan 

Harkin 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Hirono 
Johnson (SD) 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Landrieu 
Leahy 
Levin 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murphy 

Murray 
Nelson 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Walsh 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—43 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coats 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Enzi 

Fischer 
Flake 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johanns 
Johnson (WI) 
Kirk 
Lee 
McCain 
McConnell 

Moran 
Paul 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rubio 
Scott 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Thune 
Toomey 
Vitter 
Wicker 

NOT VOTING—1 

Warner 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote the yeas are 56, the nays are 43. 

The motion to invoke cloture is 
agreed to. 

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the clerk will report 
the motion. 

The 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, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the nomination 
of M. Douglas Harpool, of Missouri, to be 
United States District Judge for the Western 
District of Missouri. 

Harry Reid, Patrick J. Leahy, Debbie 
Stabenow, Robert Menendez, Barbara 
Boxer, Patty Murray, Richard 

Blumenthal, Jeff Merkley, Carl Levin, 
Bernard Sanders, Joe Donnelly, Maria 
Cantwell, Barbara A. Mikulski, Tom 
Harkin, Tim Kaine, Jeanne Shaheen, 
Jon Tester. 

Mr. REID. Madam President, I yield 
back all time on the next three nomi-
nations. 

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

By unanimous consent, the manda-
tory quorum call is waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Douglas Harpool, of Missouri, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
Western District of Missouri, shall be 
brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

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

the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Virginia (Mr. WARNER) is 
necessarily absent. 

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

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 56, 
nays 43, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 81 Ex.] 
YEAS—56 

Baldwin 
Begich 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Boxer 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Franken 
Gillibrand 
Hagan 

Harkin 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Hirono 
Johnson (SD) 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Landrieu 
Leahy 
Levin 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murphy 

Murray 
Nelson 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Walsh 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—43 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coats 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Enzi 

Fischer 
Flake 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johanns 
Johnson (WI) 
Kirk 
Lee 
McCain 
McConnell 

Moran 
Paul 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rubio 
Scott 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Thune 
Toomey 
Vitter 
Wicker 

NOT VOTING—1 

Warner 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote the yeas are 56 and the nays are 
43. 

The motion is agreed to. 
f 

CLOTURE MOTION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 

to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion. 

The assistant bill clerk read as fol-
lows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 
We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 

Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the nomination 
of Gerald Austin McHugh, Jr., of Pennsyl-
vania, to be United States District Judge for 
the Eastern District of Pennsylvania. 

Harry Reid, Patrick J. Leahy, Debbie 
Stabenow, Robert Menendez, Barbara 
Boxer, Patty Murray, Richard 
Blumenthal, Jeff Merkley, Carl Levin, 
Bernard Sanders, Joe Donnelly, Maria 
Cantwell, Barbara A. Mikulski, Tom 
Harkin, Tim Kaine, Jeanne Shaheen, 
Jon Tester. 

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 Gerald Austin McHugh, Jr., of Penn-
sylvania, to be United States District 
Judge for the Eastern District of Penn-
sylvania, shall be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant bill clerk called the 

roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Virginia (Mr. WARNER) is 
necessarily absent. 

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

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 56, 
nays 43, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 82 Ex.] 

YEAS—56 

Ayotte 
Baldwin 
Begich 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Boxer 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Franken 
Gillibrand 

Hagan 
Harkin 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Hirono 
Johnson (SD) 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Levin 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murphy 

Murray 
Nelson 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Toomey 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Walsh 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—43 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coats 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Enzi 
Fischer 

Flake 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johanns 
Johnson (WI) 
Kirk 
Landrieu 
Lee 
McCain 
McConnell 

Moran 
Paul 
Portman 
Pryor 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rubio 
Scott 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Thune 
Vitter 
Wicker 

NOT VOTING—1 

Warner 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote the yeas are 56, the nays are 43. 

The motion to invoke cloture is 
agreed to. 

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

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

The 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, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the nomination 
of M. Edward G. Smith, of Pennsylvania, to 
be United States District Judge for the East-
ern District of Pennsylvania. 

Harry Reid, Patrick J. Leahy, Debbie 
Stabenow, Robert Menendez, Barbara 
Boxer, Patty Murray, Richard 
Blumenthal, Jeff Merkley, Carl Levin, 
Bernard Sanders, Joe Donnelly, Maria 
Cantwell, Barbara A. Mikulski, Tom 
Harkin, Tim Kaine, Jeanne Shaheen, 
Jon Tester. 

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 Edward G. Smith, of Pennsylvania, 
to be United States District Judge for 
the Eastern District of Pennsylvania, 
shall be brought to a close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

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

the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Louisiana (Ms. LAN-
DRIEU) 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 75, 
nays 23, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 83 Ex.] 

YEAS—75 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Baldwin 
Barrasso 
Begich 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Boozman 
Boxer 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Feinstein 
Flake 

Franken 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Hagan 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Isakson 
Johnson (SD) 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Levin 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCain 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 

Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Nelson 
Portman 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Rubio 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Toomey 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Walsh 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 

NAYS—23 

Blunt 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coats 
Corker 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Fischer 

Grassley 
Heller 
Inhofe 
Johanns 
Johnson (WI) 
Kirk 
Lee 
Moran 

Paul 
Risch 
Sessions 
Shaheen 
Shelby 
Thune 
Vitter 

NOT VOTING—2 

Landrieu Warner 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote the yeas are 75, the nays are 23. 

The motion is agreed to. 

NOMINATION OF CHRISTOPHER 
REID COOPER TO BE U.S. DIS-
TRICT JUDGE FOR THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA 

NOMINATION OF M. DOUGLAS 
HARPOOL TO BE U.S. DISTRICT 
JUDGE FOR THE WESTERN DIS-
TRICT OF MISSOURI 

NOMINATION OF GERALD AUSTIN 
MCHUGH, JR., TO BE U.S. DIS-
TRICT JUDGE FOR THE EASTERN 
DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA 

NOMINATION OF EDWARD G. 
SMITH, TO BE U.S. DISTRICT 
JUDGE FOR THE EASTERN DIS-
TRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Cloture 
having been invoked, the clerk will re-
port the nominations. 

The assistant bill clerk read the 
nominations of Christopher Reid Coo-
per, of the District of Columbia, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
District of Columbia; M. Douglas 
Harpool, of Missouri, to be United 
States District Judge for the Western 
District of Missouri; Gerald Austin 
McHugh, Jr., of Pennsylvania, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
Eastern District of Pennsylvania; and 
Edward G. Smith, of Pennsylvania, to 
be United States District Judge for the 
Eastern District of Pennsylvania. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the time until 2:30 
p.m. will be equally divided and con-
trolled between the two leaders or 
their designees. 

The Republican whip. 
BETTER FOCUS 

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, I 
wish to say a few words about the busi-
ness pending before the Senate; that is, 
providing aid and assistance to the 
citizens of Ukraine who find them-
selves invaded by the Russian federa-
tion. But before I get to Ukraine, I 
wish to say a quick word about a story 
that appeared today in the New York 
Times. 

This was a remarkable story, re-
markable in its transparency but also 
in its cynicism in terms of what some 
of our friends across the aisle have in 
mind between now and November. To 
put it in a word, they have given up. 
They have given up legislating and are 
going to spend the next several months 
holding a series of show votes which 
are in essence those designed to high-
light poll-tested messages. 

The New York Times writes this: 
The proposals have little chance of pass-

ing. 

Little chance of passing. 
But Democrats concede that making new 

laws is not really the point. Rather, they are 
trying to force Republicans to vote against 
them. 

I would think the American people 
would expect and certainly they would 

deserve better than that from the Sen-
ate—scheduling a series of show votes, 
not for the purpose of actually improv-
ing the lives of the American people or 
solving the problems that confront our 
country at this time of low economic 
growth and high joblessness but, rath-
er, for show votes, for purely partisan 
political reasons. 

At a time when millions of people 
have lost their health insurance, when 
millions have been forced to pay higher 
premiums or deductibles, when 3.8 mil-
lion people have been unemployed for 
more than 6 months, when the labor 
force participation rate—the number of 
people actually looking for work—has 
fallen to 30-year lows, and when nearly 
46.8 million people are receiving food 
stamps, it is more than a little dis-
appointing that the leaders of the 
Democratic Party in the Senate are 
into scoring cheap political points. 

As I said, the American people cer-
tainly deserve better. Again, I am a lit-
tle bit surprised that some of the lead-
ership on the Democratic side of the 
aisle would be so transparent and so 
obvious as to state their intentions to 
the New York Times, but that is what 
it appears. 

What we need is a Senate and a Con-
gress that is more focused on creating 
an economic condition where the 
American people can find jobs rather 
than politicians who are focused solely 
on saving their jobs, particularly lead-
ing up to the next election. Of course, 
this is the kind of stuff that makes 
people extraordinarily cynical about 
Washington, DC, but with an election 
coming up, I guess some people have 
lost all sense of proportion. 

UKRAINE 
As we continue to discuss the proper 

response by the United States of Amer-
ica to Vladmir Putin’s invasion of 
Ukraine, it is important that we stay 
focused on two overarching realities; 
No. 1, the Government of Russia is 
much more vulnerable to Western pres-
sure than it might appear from the 
outside; No. 2, we have far more lever-
age today against Moscow than we did 
10 years ago or even 5 years ago be-
cause of the renaissance in American 
energy, the oil and gas boom we are ex-
periencing in America, thanks to the 
discovery of a man named George 
Mitchell from Houston, TX, who pio-
neered horizontal drilling, which to-
gether with fracking has allowed ac-
cess to natural gas and oil reserves un-
dreamed of just 5 or 10 years ago. 

Let’s start with the first reality. As 
Ruchir Sharma of Morgan Stanley In-
vestment Management wrote on Mon-
day in the Wall Street Journal: 

Russia has become a classic weak-invest-
ment, high-inflation economy. 

An economy plagued by massive lev-
els of corruption. 

According to Mr. Sharma: 
. . . wealthy Russians have been moving 

money out of the country at one of the fast-
est rates in two decades—$60 billion a year 
since 2012—and now foreign investors are 
pulling out too. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 02:13 Mar 27, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00007 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G26MR6.015 S26MRPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

3T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES1748 March 26, 2014 
So it is worth noting that Russia’s 

economy is currently suffering through 
a period of stagnation, despite the fact 
that oil prices remain high. As a mat-
ter of fact, its government’s main 
source of income is oil and gas revenue, 
which has led our friend the senior 
Senator from Arizona to say that Rus-
sia these days is ‘‘a gas station 
masquerading as a sovereign state.’’ 

They depend on the ability to sell 
that oil and gas to Ukraine and Eu-
rope. Indeed, they use this as a polit-
ical tool to work their will in Europe 
and obviously in Ukraine. 

Sometimes we talk about crony cap-
italism here in America in which pri-
vate individuals and private companies 
collude with government in order to 
gain special benefits. That is what 
crony capitalism is. The Russian econ-
omy represents crony capitalism on 
steroids. If we could squeeze the 
oligarchs and the Kremlin advisers who 
have gotten fabulously rich thanks to 
their collaboration with Vladmir Putin 
and the Russian Government, many of 
Vladmir Putin’s closest allies will 
begin to rethink their support. That is 
an area of vulnerability we ought to be 
focused on like a laser. 

As I said yesterday, I am encouraged 
by the sanctions the Obama adminis-
tration announced on Thursday. It is a 
good start, but I would urge the admin-
istration to continue imposing serious 
penalties on high-level Kremlin offi-
cials and the super-rich oligarchs who 
comprise Putin’s inner circle. In other 
words, sanctions are not enough. We 
need to do more to dissuade and dis-
courage Putin and his allies from en-
gaging in the current course of con-
duct, as well as further adventures in 
other parts of Europe and areas of the 
former Soviet Union. 

It is time for more robust sanctions 
that target the financial energy sectors 
of the Russian economy. The cost for 
Moscow’s aggression must be real, and 
that is not just me saying that, that is 
what President Obama said too. With 
that in mind, I urge the administration 
to sanction the Russian arms exporter 
known as Rosoboronexport, which has 
been tied up in all sorts of corruption 
scandals and which is also the primary 
arms supplier for Bashar al-Assad in 
Syria, who has murdered about 150,000 
of his own people in the ongoing Syrian 
civil war. 

I cosponsored an amendment intro-
duced by the Senator from Indiana 
that would end all U.S. Government 
contracts with Rosoboronexport and 
punish the companies with whom it 
does military-related business. Once 
again, I hope that the majority leader, 
Senator REID, would reconsider and 
allow the amendment to receive a vote, 
something he refused to do yesterday. I 
am hoping after a good night’s sleep 
and reconsideration, maybe he would 
be open to that. 

I would also call on the majority 
leader, Senator REID, to allow us to 
offer another amendment introduced 
by the junior Senator from Wyoming, 

which would greatly expand American 
exports of liquefied natural gas by 
granting automatic approval to all ap-
plications for new LNG terminals that 
would ship gas to Ukraine and other 
members of our NATO alliance. 

One may wonder why that is nec-
essary. Just to recapitulate, Putin uses 
energy as a weapon. If he is not getting 
what he wants out of Ukraine or Eu-
rope, he squeezes off the supply of en-
ergy which is essential to the economy 
and to life itself in those vulnerable 
parts of the world. 

We have been blessed as a result of 
the innovations of people such as 
George Mitchell with this new renais-
sance in energy in America through 
shale gas—sometimes called unconven-
tional plays—but the point is we are 
now able to produce much more energy 
than we can consume domestically, and 
in North America alone we are fast ap-
proaching energy independence. We can 
afford to be an exporter of some of this 
energy to vulnerable countries such as 
Ukraine and Europe, so we can get 
Putin’s boot off their neck when it 
comes to the impact he has on their en-
ergy supply. 

Before the shale gas revolution, 
which has just been in the last decade 
or so, there was very little the United 
States could do to deter Eastern Eu-
rope’s dependence on Russia’s LNG. 
The global energy landscape is much 
different than it was just a half decade 
ago. 

Back in October the House Energy & 
Commerce Committee held a hearing 
at which several Eastern European dip-
lomats discussed the geopolitical sig-
nificance of America’s natural gas 
boom. The Lithuanian Ambassador 
said bluntly: ‘‘We need your gas. We 
want to buy your gas.’’ Well, Lithuania 
is one of the countries that are in the 
greatest jeopardy now against the dep-
redations of somebody like Vladimir 
Putin and a Russian Federation on the 
march. 

Meanwhile, the Czech Republic’s Dep-
uty Chief of Mission said that U.S. 
LNG exports would increase his coun-
try’s leverage in future energy negotia-
tions with Moscow. This same Czech 
diplomat has also urged the U.S. Gov-
ernment to treat LNG exports to NATO 
countries the same way it treats LNG 
exports to countries with which Amer-
ica has a free-trade agreement. This is 
how he put it: Such a policy shift ‘‘puts 
us in a different league. We are in 
League B and we would like to be in 
League A.’’ 

Passing the Barrasso amendment, of 
which I am a proud cosponsor, would 
put all NATO countries in league A, 
and it would send an unmistakable 
message to Vladimir Putin and his al-
lies in this aggression against the peo-
ple of Ukraine and potential aggression 
against other countries that this weap-
on he uses, known as energy, is no 
longer available to him to use to in-
timidate people and gain their terri-
torial ambitions. 

It would also demonstrate that Mem-
bers of both political parties here in 

Congress are committed to breaking 
Vladimir Putin’s energy stranglehold 
over the nations of Eastern Europe. 
This is going to be very important be-
cause if Putin keeps coming—as he 
may very well do—and as Europe con-
siders working with the United States 
to impose higher and higher costs, Eu-
rope is going to look in the mirror and 
say: What do sanctions against Russia 
mean in terms of our economy? 

I am afraid they are going to be com-
promised if they realize their engage-
ment with us—and increasingly high 
sanctions against Russia—has a nega-
tive impact on their economy because 
it will essentially jeopardize their en-
ergy imports. 

In addition to sanctions and gas ex-
ports, the third prong of America’s 
Ukraine strategy should include seri-
ous military assistance to Kiev. Every-
one has said: We are not talking about 
American boots on the ground, but we 
are talking about providing military 
assistance to people who are trying to 
defend themselves. 

If our alliance and agreement with 
Ukraine means anything, it means we 
are going to help them defend them-
selves against Russian depredation. 

Believe me, not only is Ukraine 
watching but other nations, such as 
NATO—which has a treaty relationship 
with the United States and a self-de-
fense agreement in section 5 of the 
NATO treaty where aggression against 
any single NATO country is treated as 
an attack against all of them—are 
watching America’s response in 
Ukraine. 

In some cases, America might not 
have to send that military aid directly. 
We might only have to facilitate the 
purchase of certain equipment from 
other sources. But either way, we 
should be doing everything possible to 
make sure our friends and our allies 
have the resources they need to deter 
Russian aggression further. 

It is not just our enemies who are 
looking to see if America retreats— 
pulling back in the world and creating 
a vacuum that is being filled by people 
like Vladimir Putin—it is our friends 
and our allies who are wondering if 
America is a dependable friend and 
ally. If we are not, they are going to 
make other arrangements all around 
the world. 

I have a few final words about what 
is at stake. 

When Ukraine voluntarily gave up its 
nuclear arsenal in the mid-1990s, it did 
so after receiving a U.S. security guar-
antee. When other Eastern European 
nations decided to join NATO, they too 
were seeking a guarantee from Amer-
ica that we would come to their de-
fense and other NATO allies would also 
come to their defense. 

If Russia’s annexation of Crimea is 
allowed to stand, many of our allies, 
our partners, and our friends will no 
longer trust American promises, and 
many would-be aggressors, such as 
China, will be emboldened to pursue 
their territorial claims with much 
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more belligerence, and correspondingly 
the world will become a much more 
dangerous place. In other words, the 
outcome in Ukraine is critically impor-
tant both to U.S. credibility and the 
future of the international order. Our 
policies should reflect that. 

I am disappointed that the majority 
leader has seen fit to cut off any oppor-
tunity for Senators on both sides of the 
aisle to offer constructive additions for 
a vote. We are not even asking for as-
surance that they would pass; we are 
just asking for a vote on amendments, 
such as military assistance to the 
Ukraine, expediting the permitting of 
LNG export facilities to help alleviate 
the stranglehold Putin has on Europe 
and Ukraine. The majority leader has 
said no, he is not going to allow that, 
and we do need to get this bill out of 
here tomorrow—and we will—to send a 
unified message that this sort of ag-
gression will not be met with silence 
by the U.S. Government. Even the ad-
vocates of this underlying bill have 
said it is not enough. This is just a 
start. 

I would like to hear a schedule from 
the majority leader of when he pur-
ports to bring some of these other im-
portant issues to the floor—particu-
larly if Putin does what many expect 
him to do, and that is to continue roll-
ing on into Western Ukraine and per-
haps other countries. What will be 
America’s response? What will be the 
bipartisan response of the Senate? 
What we have done so far is a start, but 
it is nowhere near good enough to 
exact the kinds of costs President 
Obama said he wants to exact on Putin 
and Russia for this act of international 
aggression and invasion in the country 
of Ukraine. 

With that, I yield the floor and sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

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

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

Mr. GRAHAM. Madam President, I 
believe Senator MCCAIN is on his way 
to the Chamber. We want to have a col-
loquy about Ukraine. I ask permission 
to do that when Senator MCCAIN ar-
rives. 

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

Mr. GRAHAM. Madam President, as 
Senator MCCAIN makes his way to the 
floor, we are trying to figure out what 
to do as a nation—along with our allies 
in Europe and throughout the world— 
about Ukraine and really what to do 
with Putin. 

In my view, this is a symptom of a 
greater problem. Crimea had been a 
part of Russia for a very long time, but 
in 1954, I believe it was, Crimea became 
part of a sovereign nation called the 
Ukraine through an agreement. In 1994 
the Ukrainians—after the collapse of 

the former Soviet Union, which was 
the third largest nuclear power in the 
world—agreed to turn their nuclear 
weapons back over to the Russian Fed-
eration as part of the Budapest agree-
ment. In return for receiving the weap-
ons, the Russian Government promised 
to honor the territorial integrity of the 
Ukraine, and we were part of that deal. 

I guess no one really fleshed out what 
honoring the territorial integrity of 
the Ukraine would mean, but clearly, 
in 1994 when the Ukrainian people gave 
up the nuclear weapons they possessed 
to the Russians—and we were part of 
the deal where we were going to guar-
antee their territorial integrity for the 
swap—no one envisioned that Russia 
would move into Crimea because they 
don’t like the political dynamic in 
Kiev. If the people of the Ukraine want 
to move west, that is not a reason to 
basically abrogate the 1994 agreement. 

What is going on around Russia is the 
following: As the former Soviet Union 
collapsed, people who had been in the 
sphere of influence of Russia—the 
former Soviet Union—have all em-
barked on a different path for the most 
part. There are a couple of people who 
align with Russia but not many. 

My goal is quite simple: Allow the 
people of the Ukraine, Poland, and the 
former Soviet Union to make their de-
cision about how they would construct 
their country apart from threats of 
force or intimidation by Russia. 

It is no surprise to me that all those 
who could choose to move away from 
Russia because of the experience they 
had in the past have done so. Ukrain-
ian people will always have a unique 
relationship with Russia, but they 
want to be Ukrainian. 

There are a lot of ethnic Russians in 
Ukraine. We have everybody in Amer-
ica. America is an idea, not an ethnic 
group or a particular religion. Ukraine 
is multiethnic. They have ethnic Rus-
sians with a bunch of other folks— 
‘‘Ukrainians,’’ for lack of a better 
word. 

The bottom line is that they have 
been debating among themselves about 
how to move forward and in what di-
rection to move. Yanukovych won an 
election. He moved the Ukrainian peo-
ple away from Europe and toward Rus-
sia. The President preceding him rode a 
revolution into power—the Orange 
Revolution, which some would argue 
did not produce the results the Ukrain-
ian people were hoping for. It took us a 
long time as a nation—and we are still 
trying—to figure out who we are and 
where we are going. Democracies are 
messy. 

The one thing we should all be doing 
is aligning ourselves around the con-
cept that choosing one’s destiny as an 
individual within the confines of the 
law and choosing one’s destiny as a na-
tion in international law should pre-
clude having that choice taken away 
by your neighbor through military 
force and intimidation. 

Entering into Crimea was a breach of 
international law. It was a breach of 

the 1994 agreement. Putin has proven 
to be an antidemocratic force in the 
world and in Russia. 

When you are dealing with somebody, 
you need to look at their value system 
and their agenda and their interest. 
The value system of Mr. Putin is that 
of a KGB colonel. Most of his adult life 
he worked for the KGB, so his value 
system comes from that organization. 
It is about the ends, not the means. De-
mocracy is about the process. I am not 
surprised that he snuffed out democ-
racy—as any reasonable person would 
know it in Russia—and that he has 
made the Duma almost irrelevant, if 
not a joke. There is no independent ju-
diciary; if you oppose Putin, you are 
liable to go to jail. I understand where 
he is coming from because of his value 
system; I just don’t agree with it. 

What we can’t do is let him affect 
those who are living around him who 
want to go on a different path because 
the day you begin to do that, it never 
works out well. In World War II, every 
time somebody gave Hitler a little of 
this or a little of that, it never worked 
out well. 

So what do we do? The European 
community, along with the United 
States, has a historic chance to reset 
what I think is a deterioration of world 
security and order. Having sanctions 
combined with aid, including sanc-
tioning the Russians in a fashion they 
will feel, hitting their energy sectors, 
their oil and gas companies 
masquerading in this country, and in-
creasing the capability of a gutted 
Ukrainian Army to defend themselves 
from further insurgents, would be a 
combination of hitting the Russians 
and helping the Ukrainians militarily 
and economically without any boots on 
the ground from the United States. I 
hope that is what the President will do. 
That is what we are trying to do here— 
to some extent, at least—on the sanc-
tions side in the U.S. Senate. 

I see Senator MCCAIN has arrived. He 
has been the most consistent voice for 
the last decade about the role of Amer-
ica, our destiny as a country, with 
what we should align ourselves, under-
standing the Arab spring, and he has 
been a thorn in the side of Putin and 
Russia for quite awhile. So I wish to, if 
I could, ask a question of Senator 
MCCAIN. 

Given what we know about Putin’s 
past and what he has done in Crimea, 
what does the Senator expect in the fu-
ture and what can we reasonably do as 
a nation to change the outcome? 

Mr. MCCAIN. I thank my colleague. 
Madam President, I ask unanimous 

consent to engage in a colloquy with 
the Senator from New Hampshire and 
the Senator from South Carolina. 

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

Mr. MCCAIN. I thank my colleagues. 
The American people should know ex-
actly what has happened and what is 
happening now, and what may happen, 
unless we show a steadfast and robust 
response to the active aggression which 
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has just taken place as Colonel Putin 
has moved and is aggressively using 
the force of arms, invaded a country 
and absorbed part of that country into 
Russia. A blatant act of aggression, 
sparked by the age-old practice of dem-
onstrations and desire for intervention 
to protect Russian-speaking people has 
just been enacted by Vladimir Putin. 

Vladimir Putin’s forces, I would say 
to my friend from South Carolina, as 
he knows, are on the border of Eastern 
Ukraine right now, and they are poised 
to invade. They even have forces in 
Belarus. Vladimir Putin is figuring out 
the cost-benefit ratio of moving into 
Eastern Ukraine, the cost-benefit ratio 
of moving into Moldova, which is not a 
member of NATO; of inciting the Rus-
sians there—there are 1,400 Russian 
troops stationed in Transnistria. He is 
figuring out the cost-benefit ratio of 
inciting violence in the Russian-speak-
ing population of the Baltic countries, 
especially Estonia. 

Vladimir Putin is on the move. A 
fundamental and naive attitude toward 
Vladimir Putin by this President and 
this administration, I hope, is shat-
tered for all time. Vladimir Putin is a 
KGB colonel who said the greatest mis-
take of the 20th century was to break 
up the Soviet Union. He is intent on re-
storing the Russian empire. That is 
what Vladimir Putin is all about. And 
what has been our response? Fas-
cinating. The President of the United 
States, in his press conference yester-
day, basically said, So what I an-
nounced and what the European Coun-
cil announced was that we are con-
sulting and putting in place the frame-
work, the architecture for additional 
sanctions, additional costs should Rus-
sia take the next step. 

How does Vladimir Putin read that 
statement by the President of the 
United States? He reads it by saying, 
We got away with it. We got Crimea 
back. 

Both the Senator from South Caro-
lina and I predicted he would not give 
up Sevastopol and he would invade if 
he felt it was necessary to do so. 

So that is where we are today. Does 
anybody believe that when the Presi-
dent of the United States says ‘‘the ar-
chitecture for additional sanctions, ad-
ditional costs, should Russia take the 
next step’’—how does Vladimir Putin 
interpret that statement? 

I wish to digress for a minute. There 
has been a lot of conversation about 
what the reaction was to Georgia and 
the invasion of Georgia and what the 
Bush administration did or did not do. 
I will let people judge what the Bush 
administration did or did not do. 

I will submit for the RECORD an opin-
ion piece written by Senator LINDSEY 
GRAHAM and Senator Joe Lieberman 
dated August 26, 2008, after the inva-
sion by Vladimir Putin into Georgia at 
the conclusion of my remarks. 

At that time—this is 2008—Senator 
Lieberman and Senator GRAHAM wrote: 

There is disturbing evidence Russia is al-
ready laying the groundwork to apply the 

same arguments used to justify its interven-
tion in Georgia to other parts of its near 
abroad—most ominously in Crimea. 

That is what Senator GRAHAM and 
Senator Lieberman said 6 years ago. 

They went on: 
This strategically important peninsula is 

part of Ukraine, but with a large ethnic Rus-
sian population and the headquarters of Rus-
sia’s Black Sea Fleet at Sevastopol. 

Then Senator Lieberman and Senator 
GRAHAM went on to argue for a much 
more robust response than the Bush 
administration gave: 

Specifically, the Georgian military should 
be given the antiaircraft and antiarmor sys-
tems necessary to deter any renewed Russian 
aggression. 

Our response to the invasion of Georgia 
must include regional actions to reassure 
Russia’s rattled neighbors and strengthen 
trans-Atlantic solidarity. This means rein-
vigorating NATO as a military alliance. 

It goes on and on. 
Senator Lieberman and Senator GRA-

HAM 6 years ago predicted this. I won-
der what lesson this President took 
from that event and their predictions. 
The fact is—and it is with great sad-
ness I tell my colleagues—we will hear 
a lot of rhetoric, there will be a lot of 
meetings, gatherings and conversations 
and threats about what needs to be 
done. But for a broad variety of rea-
sons, which I do not have the time to 
go through, I predict to my colleagues 
now that the sanctions that are in 
place, which are for a handful of peo-
ple, will be the extent of our reaction 
to the invasion of Crimea and the fur-
ther violation of Ukrainian territory 
from the east. 

After Hitler invaded Austria in 1938, 
he gave a speech in Vienna, from the 
balcony of a hotel in Vienna. We should 
look back at that speech—and I will 
give more quotes from it. It is a carbon 
copy of what Vladimir Putin said about 
Crimea. Hitler said they had to go in 
and protect the German-speaking peo-
ple and they had to do it with force of 
arms. But guess what. They were going 
to have a referendum. And they had— 
they used to call it plebiscites then— 
they had a referendum—a plebiscite— 
in Austria, and guess what. Ninety-six 
percent of the people voted that they 
wanted to be a part of Nazi Germany. 
This is an old playbook Vladimir Putin 
is operating from. 

So, tomorrow, fortunately, there is 
going to be a vote on some assistance 
to our beleaguered friends in Ukraine. I 
believe military assistance is a vital 
part of the assistance. 

I ask my friend from South Carolina: 
Isn’t it true the first thing people need 
once they have been invaded, once part 
of their country has been taken over, is 
the ability to defend themselves? And 
isn’t it a fact that the Ukrainian mili-
tary, because of previous administra-
tions, has been emasculated and they 
only have about 6,000 troops they can 
rely on? We just saw in Crimea their 
total inability to resist what the Rus-
sians did to their fleet and to their 
bases. 

Mr. GRAHAM. The Senator from Ari-
zona is absolutely right. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, if I could 
interrupt to ask unanimous consent 
that the article entitled ‘‘Russia’s Ag-
gression Is a Challenge to World Order’’ 
by LINDSEY GRAHAM and Joe Lieber-
man, dated August 26, 2008, be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
[From the Wall Street Journal, Aug. 26, 2008] 

RUSSIA’S AGGRESSION IS A CHALLENGE TO 
WORLD ORDER 

(By Lindsey Graham and Joe Lieberman) 

In the wake of Russia’s invasion of Geor-
gia, the United States and its trans-Atlantic 
allies have rightly focused on two urgent and 
immediate tasks: getting Russian soldiers 
out, and humanitarian aid in. 

But having just returned from Georgia, 
Ukraine and Poland, where we met with 
leaders of these countries, we believe it is 
imperative for the West to look beyond the 
day-to-day management of this crisis. The 
longer-term strategic consequences, some of 
which are already being felt far beyond the 
Caucasus, have to be addressed. 

Russia’s aggression is not just a threat to 
a tiny democracy on the edge of Europe. It is 
a challenge to the political order and values 
at the heart of the continent. 

For more than 60 years, from World War II 
through the Cold War to our intervention in 
the former Yugoslavia in the 1990s, the U.S. 
has fostered and fought for the creation of a 
Europe that is whole, free and at peace. This 
stands as one of the greatest strategic 
achievements of the 20th century: the grad-
ual transformation of a continent, once the 
scene of the most violent and destructive 
wars ever waged, into an oasis of peace and 
prosperity where borders are open and 
uncontested and aggression unthinkable. 

Russia’s invasion of Georgia represents the 
most serious challenge to this political order 
since Slobodan Milosevic unleashed the de-
mons of ethnic nationalism in the Balkans. 
What is happening in Georgia today, there-
fore, is not simply a territorial dispute. It is 
a struggle about whether a new dividing line 
is drawn across Europe: between nations that 
are free to determine their own destinies, 
and nations that are consigned to the Krem-
lin’s autocratic orbit. 

That is the reason countries like Poland, 
Ukraine and the Baltic States are watching 
what happens in the Caucasus so closely. We 
heard that last week in Warsaw, Kiev and 
Tbilisi. There is no doubt in the minds of 
leaders in Ukraine and Poland—if Moscow 
succeeds in Georgia, they may be next. 

There is disturbing evidence Russia is al-
ready laying the groundwork to apply the 
same arguments used to justify its interven-
tion in Georgia to other parts of its near 
abroad—most ominously in Crimea. This 
strategically important peninsula is part of 
Ukraine, but with a large ethnic Russian 
population and the headquarters of Russia’s 
Black Sea Fleet at Sevastopol. 

The first priority of America and Europe 
must be to prevent the Kremlin from achiev-
ing its strategic objectives in Georgia. Hav-
ing been deterred from marching on Tbilisi 
and militarily overthrowing the democrat-
ically elected government there, Russian 
forces spent last week destroying the coun-
try’s infrastructure, including roads, bridges, 
port and security facilities. This was more 
than random looting. It was a deliberate 
campaign to collapse the economy of Geor-
gia, in the hope of taking the government 
down with it. 

The humanitarian supplies the U.S. mili-
tary is now ferrying to Georgia are critically 
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important to the innocent men, women and 
children displaced by the fighting, some of 
whom we saw last week. Also needed, imme-
diately, is a joint commitment by the U.S. 
and the European Union to fund a large- 
scale, comprehensive reconstruction plan— 
developed by the Georgian government, in 
consultation with the World Bank, IMF and 
other international authorities—and for the 
U.S. Congress to support this plan as soon as 
it returns to session in September. 

Any assistance plan must also include the 
rebuilding of Georgia’s security forces. Our 
past aid to the Georgian military focused on 
supporting the light, counterterrorism-ori-
ented forces that facilitate Tbilisi’s con-
tribution to coalition operations in Iraq. We 
avoided giving the types of security aid that 
could have been used to blunt Russia’s con-
ventional onslaught. It is time for that to 
change. 

Specifically, the Georgian military should 
be given the antiaircraft and antiarmor sys-
tems necessary to deter any renewed Russian 
aggression. These defensive capabilities will 
help to prevent this conflict from erupting 
again, and make clear we will not allow the 
Russians to forcibly redraw the boundaries 
of sovereign nations. 

Our response to the invasion of Georgia 
must include regional actions to reassure 
Russia’s rattled neighbors and strengthen 
trans-Atlantic solidarity. This means rein-
vigorating NATO as a military alliance, not 
just a political one. Contingency planning 
for the defense of all member states against 
conventional and unconventional attack, in-
cluding cyber warfare, needs to be revived. 
The credibility of Article Five of the NATO 
Charter—that an attack against one really 
can and will be treated as an attack against 
all—needs to be bolstered. 

The U.S. must also reaffirm its commit-
ment to allies that have been the targets of 
Russian bullying because of their willingness 
to work with Washington. The recent mis-
sile-defense agreement between Poland and 
the U.S., for instance, is not aimed at Rus-
sia. But this has not stopped senior Russian 
officials from speaking openly about mili-
tary retaliation against Warsaw. Irrespective 
of our political differences over missile de-
fense, Democrats and Republicans should 
join together in Congress to pledge solidarity 
with Poland, along with the Czech Republic, 
against these outrageous Russian threats. 

Finally, the U.S. and Europe need a new 
trans-Atlantic energy alliance. In recent 
years, Russia has proven all too willing to 
use its oil and gas resources as a weapon, and 
to try to consolidate control over the stra-
tegic energy corridors to the West. By work-
ing together, an alliance can frustrate these 
designs and diminish our dependence on the 
foreign oil that is responsible for the higher 
energy prices here at home. 

In crafting a response to the Georgia crisis, 
we must above all reaffirm our conviction 
that Russia need not be a competitor or an 
adversary. Since the collapse of the Soviet 
Union, Democratic and Republican adminis-
trations have engaged Russia, sending bil-
lions of dollars to speed its economic recov-
ery and welcoming its integration into the 
flagship institutions of the international 
community. We did this because we believed 
that a strong, prosperous Russia can be a 
strategic partner and a friend. We still do. 

But Russia’s leaders have made a different 
choice. While we stand ready to rebuild rela-
tions with Moscow and work together on 
shared challenges, Russia’s current course 
will only alienate and isolate it from the rest 
of the world. 

We believe history will judge the Russian 
invasion of Georgia as a serious strategic 
miscalculation. Although it is for the mo-
ment flush with oil wealth, Russia’s political 

elite remains kleptocratic, and its aggres-
sion exposed as much weakness as strength. 
The invasion of Georgia will not only have a 
unifying effect on the West, it also made 
clear that Russia—unlike the Soviet Union— 
has few real allies of strategic worth. To 
date, the only countries to defend Russia’s 
actions in the Caucasus have been Cuba and 
Belarus—and the latter, only after the Krem-
lin publicly complained about its silence. 

In the long run, a Russia that tries to de-
fine its greatness in terms of spheres of in-
fluence, client states and forced fealty to 
Moscow will fail—impoverishing its citizens 
in the process. The question is only how long 
until Russia’s leaders rediscover this lesson 
from their own history. 

Until they do, the watchword of the West 
must be solidarity: solidarity with the peo-
ple of Georgia and its democratically elected 
government, solidarity with our allies 
throughout the region, and above all, soli-
darity with the values that have given mean-
ing to our trans-Atlantic community of de-
mocracies and our vision of a European con-
tinent that is whole, free and at peace. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. President, if peo-
ple are wondering why Senator 
MCCAIN’s name wasn’t on that article— 
he is on everything else Joe and I did— 
it is because he was running for Presi-
dent and just got the nomination. 

We were very much worried then, the 
three of us, that the Bush administra-
tion wasn’t doing enough, and we need-
ed to help the Georgian people as a sig-
nal not only to those in Georgia but 
other people in the neighborhood. 

Let’s talk about the Ukrainian mili-
tary. It has been devastated, it has 
been gutted, because Yanukovych, the 
Ukrainian President, who won the elec-
tion by less than 1 million votes—if 
you take Crimea out of Ukraine 
electorally, then no pro-Russian can-
didate inside Ukraine has much of a 
chance to win. So now they have de-
stroyed the balance of power inside 
Ukraine politically. So as those left in 
Ukraine, the Ukrainian people move 
west, they are going to have the ability 
to align themselves with Europe. Putin 
is, in my view, very much likely to 
take some eastern cities that may ask 
for his help, because the referendum by 
the Ukraine to move west they op-
posed, but they can’t stop because of 
the electoral change. 

So watch out for a move by Ukraine 
to integrating the European Union in 
April or May when they have an elec-
tion, and people in the east create a 
fake fight and Russia uses that as a 
reason to go further into the east. 

But to Senator MCCAIN’s point: 
President Obama has conceded Crimea. 
There is just no other way we can say 
it. Our European allies and our Presi-
dent have basically said, If you do any 
more, we are going to get tougher with 
you. The Senator from Arizona nailed 
this. What does that say to Putin? I got 
Crimea. Seven people and I may be 
sanctioned, but I have been given Cri-
mea by Europe and the United States. 

The sanctions we are talking about 
get tougher only if he moves further 
into his sovereign neighbor. 

Six thousand troops are combat- 
ready in Ukraine. Why? Because the 
pro-Russian President and their De-

fense Minister, who got fired yester-
day, gutted the Ukrainian military, 
setting up a scenario such as this, 
making it impossible for the Ukrain-
ians to effectively defend themselves. 

Here is the question for us: Do we let 
the Russians get away with it? They 
have been planning this for a while. 
Clearly, the pro-Russian forces inside 
Ukraine took on the task of neutering 
the Ukrainian military and they have 
done a heck of a good job. Should the 
United States and our NATO partners, 
at the request of the Ukrainian people, 
supply them with defensive weapons to 
rebuild the military, gutted by pro- 
Russian elements? To me, the answer 
is yes. Because if we want to make 
Putin think twice about what he does 
next, he has to pay a price greater than 
he has for Crimea. If he gets away with 
this and he doesn’t pay any price, he is 
going to be on steroids. But if he 
thinks about moving and he sees on the 
other side of Crimea a Ukrainian peo-
ple willing to fight with some capacity, 
that will change the equation. Because 
it is one thing to cheer in Moscow for 
getting something for almost nothing 
in terms of effort. It will be another 
thing to talk about Russian soldiers 
getting killed to continue to be on the 
aggressive path. 

So if the NATO alliance, along with 
the United States, doesn’t help rebuild 
the Ukrainian military so they can de-
fend themselves without our troops 
being involved, we have made a his-
toric mistake, because everybody in 
the world is watching how this movie 
ends. The Iranians are watching, after 
Syria, now Russia. Does anybody in 
their right mind believe the Iranians 
take us seriously as a nation when it 
comes to stopping their nuclear pro-
gram? 

So I say to Senator MCCAIN, you have 
been a voice for realism, understanding 
Putin for who he is. For years, you 
have been telling the Senate and the 
country and the world at large: Watch 
this guy. There have been a series of 
foreign policy failures that have added 
up to make it confident to Putin that 
he can move forward without con-
sequences. 

So I hope we can convince our col-
leagues in the Senate and the House to 
honor a reasonable request by the 
Ukrainian people to help them rebuild 
the military destroyed by pro-Russian 
forces. 

Mr. MCCAIN. Madam President, I 
would like to make a couple additional 
points to my friend from South Caro-
lina, and I notice the Senator from 
New Hampshire is here. 

In 1994, an agreement, a treaty was 
reached which divested Ukraine of the 
world’s third largest nuclear inventory. 
In return for Ukraine turning over that 
inventory of nuclear weapons, there 
was a pledge made by Russia, the 
United States, and the British that 
they would respect the territorial in-
tegrity of Ukraine, including Crimea. 
That was a part of the treaty. Obvi-
ously, Vladimir Putin violated that. 
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The second point is, look, I have no 

illusions or worry about the long-term 
future of Russia. Russia is now a gas 
station masquerading as a country. 
Once we get the LNG and other energy 
to the European countries, it will dra-
matically reduce and eventually elimi-
nate Vladimir Putin’s influence be-
cause there is nothing but corruption 
and oligarchs in Russia today. One of 
the reasons Vladimir Putin wanted the 
Crimea and did not want Ukraine to be 
independent is because he was afraid 
this ‘‘disease’’ may spread to Russia. 
The Russian people are also sick and 
tired of the kleptocracy and the cor-
ruption. 

Finally, again we need—and we 
should have had in this legislation—a 
commitment to help export our excess 
energy to the Europeans so they then 
would be able to reduce their depend-
ency—not just Ukraine but all of Eu-
rope on their dependency on Russian 
energy. 

So I have no doubt about the future 
of Russia. It will collapse like a house 
of cards. But in the short term, what 
Mr. Putin will do in committing fur-
ther aggression—because this has 
raised his popularity dramatically at 
home. One of the most respected people 
whom Senator GRAHAM and Senator 
AYOTTE and I had to deal with over the 
years was Bob Gates. Mr. Gates served 
this country in a variety of posts, the 
latest of course being as an out-
standing Secretary of Defense. This 
morning in the Wall Street Journal he 
wrote a piece called ‘‘Putin’s Challenge 
to the West.’’ I am not going to read 
the whole thing. 

I ask unanimous consent that it be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
[From the Wall Street Journal, Mar. 25, 2014] 

PUTIN’S CHALLENGE TO THE WEST 
(By Robert M. Gates) 

Russia has thrown down a gauntlet that is 
not limited to Crimea or even Ukraine. 

Russian President Vladimir Putin has a 
long-festering grudge: He deeply resents the 
West for winning the Cold War. He blames 
the United States in particular for the col-
lapse of his beloved Soviet Union, an event 
he has called the ‘‘worst geopolitical catas-
trophe of the 20th century.’’ 

His list of grievances is long and was on 
full display in his March 18 speech announc-
ing the annexation of Crimea by Russia. He 
is bitter about what he sees as Russia’s hu-
miliations in the 1990s—economic collapse; 
the expansion of NATO to include members 
of the U.S.S.R.’s own ‘‘alliance,’’ the Warsaw 
Pact; Russia’s agreement to the treaty lim-
iting conventional forces in Europe, or as he 
calls it, ‘‘the colonial treaty’’; the West’s 
perceived dismissal of Russian interests in 
Serbia and elsewhere; attempts to bring 
Ukraine and Georgia into NATO and the Eu-
ropean Union; and Western governments, 
businessmen and scholars all telling Russia 
how to conduct its affairs at home and 
abroad. 

Mr. Putin aspires to restore Russia’s global 
power and influence and to bring the now- 
independent states that were once part of 
the Soviet Union back into Moscow’s orbit. 
While he has no apparent desire to recreate 

the Soviet Union (which would include re-
sponsibility for a number of economic basket 
cases), he is determined to create a Russian 
sphere of influence—political, economic and 
security—and dominance. There is no grand 
plan or strategy to do this, just opportun-
istic and ruthless aspiration. And patience. 

Mr. Putin, who began his third, non-
consecutive presidential term in 2012, is 
playing a long game. He can afford to: Under 
the Russian Constitution, he could legally 
remain president until 2024. After the inter-
nal chaos of the 1990s, he has ruthlessly re-
stored ‘‘order’’ to Russia, oblivious to pro-
tests at home and abroad over his repression 
of nascent Russian democracy and political 
freedoms. 

In recent years, he has turned his authori-
tarian eyes on the ‘‘near-abroad.’’ In 2008, 
the West did little as he invaded Georgia, 
and Russian troops still occupy the Abkhazia 
and South Ossetia regions. He has forced Ar-
menia to break off its agreements with the 
European Union, and Moldova is under simi-
lar pressure. 

Last November, through economic lever-
age and political muscle, he forced then- 
President Viktor Yanukovych to abort a 
Ukrainian agreement with the EU that 
would have drawn it toward the West. When 
Mr. Yanukovych, his minion, was ousted as a 
result, Mr. Putin seized Crimea and is now 
making ominous claims and military move-
ments regarding all of eastern Ukraine. 

Ukraine is central to Mr. Putin’s vision of 
a pro-Russian bloc, partly because of its size 
and importantly because of Kiev’s role as the 
birthplace of the Russian Empire more than 
a thousand years ago. He will not be satisfied 
or rest until a pro-Russian government is re-
stored in Kiev. 

He also has a dramatically different 
worldview than the leaders of Europe and the 
U.S. He does not share Western leaders’ rev-
erence for international law, the sanctity of 
borders, which Westerners’ believe should 
only be changed through negotiation, due 
process and rule of law. He has no concern 
for human and political rights. Above all, 
Mr. Putin clings to a zero-sum worldview. 
Contrary to the West’s belief in the impor-
tance of win-win relationships among na-
tions, for Mr. Putin every transaction is win- 
lose; when one party benefits, the other must 
lose. For him, attaining, keeping and amass-
ing power is the name of the game. 

The only way to counter Mr. Putin’s aspi-
rations on Russia’s periphery is for the West 
also to play a strategic long game. That 
means to take actions that unambiguously 
demonstrate to Russians that his worldview 
and goals—and his means of achieving 
them—over time will dramatically weaken 
and isolate Russia. 

Europe’s reliance on Russian oil and gas 
must be reduced, and truly meaningful eco-
nomic sanctions must be imposed, knowing 
there may be costs to the West as well. 
NATO allies bordering Russia must be mili-
tarily strengthened and reinforced with alli-
ance forces; and the economic and cyber 
vulnerabilities of the Baltic states to Rus-
sian actions must be reduced (especially 
given the number of Russians and Russian- 
speakers in Estonia and Latvia). 

Western investment in Russia should be 
curtailed; Russia should be expelled from the 
G–8 and other forums that offer respect and 
legitimacy; the U.S. defense budget should 
be restored to the level proposed in the 
Obama administration’s 2014 budget a year 
ago, and the Pentagon directed to cut over-
head drastically, with saved dollars going to 
enhanced capabilities, such as additional 
Navy ships; U.S. military withdrawals from 
Europe should be halted; and the EU should 
be urged to grant associate agreements with 
Moldova, Georgia and Ukraine. 

So far, however, the Western response has 
been anemic. Mr. Putin is little influenced 
by seizure of personal assets of his cronies or 
the oligarchs, or restrictions on their travel. 
Unilateral U.S. sanctions, save on Russian 
banks, will not be effective absent European 
cooperation. The gap between Western rhet-
oric and Western actions in response to out- 
and-out aggression is a yawning chasm. The 
message seems to be that if Mr. Putin 
doesn’t move troops into eastern Ukraine, 
the West will impose no further sanctions or 
costs. De facto, Russia’s seizure of Crimea 
will stand and, except for a handful of Rus-
sian officials, business will go on as usual. 

No one wants a new Cold War, much less a 
military confrontation. We want Russia to 
be a partner, but that is now self-evidently 
not possible under Mr. Putin’s leadership. He 
has thrown down a gauntlet that is not lim-
ited to Crimea or even Ukraine. His actions 
challenge the entire post-Cold War order in-
cluding, above all, the right of independent 
states to align themselves and do business 
with whomever they choose. 

Tacit acceptance of settling old revanchist 
scores by force is a formula for ongoing cri-
ses and potential armed conflict, whether in 
Europe, Asia or elsewhere. A China behaving 
with increasing aggressiveness in the East 
and South China seas, an Iran with nuclear 
aspirations and interventionist policies in 
the Middle East, and a volatile and unpre-
dictable North Korea are all watching events 
in Europe. They have witnessed the 
fecklessness of the West in Syria. Similar di-
vision and weakness in responding to Rus-
sia’s most recent aggression will, I fear, have 
dangerous consequences down the road. 

Mr. Putin’s challenge comes at a most 
unpropitious time for the West. Europe faces 
a weak economic recovery and significant 
economic ties with Russia. The U.S. is 
emerging from more than a dozen years at 
war and leaders in both parties face growing 
isolationism among voters, with the prospect 
of another major challenge abroad cutting 
across the current political grain. Crimea 
and Ukraine are far away, and their impor-
tance to Europe and America little under-
stood by the public. 

Therefore, the burden of explaining the 
need to act forcefully falls, as always, on our 
leaders. As President Franklin D. Roosevelt 
said, ‘‘Government includes the act of formu-
lating a policy’’ and ‘‘persuading, leading, 
sacrificing, teaching always, because the 
greatest duty of a statesman is to educate.’’ 
The aggressive, arrogant actions of Vladimir 
Putin require from Western leaders strategic 
thinking, bold leadership and steely re-
solve—now. 

Mr. MCCAIN. This is very important 
for all of our colleagues and the Amer-
ican people to know, and they do not 
have to take Senator GRAHAM’s and my 
word for it. Already we are accused of 
being partisan—politics stops at the 
water’s edge, all of that baloney. When 
they cannot rebut the message, they 
shoot the messengers. This is former 
Secretary of Defense Gates: 

So far, however, the Western response has 
been anemic. Mr. Putin is little influenced 
by seizure of personal assets of his cronies or 
the oligarchs, or restrictions on their travel. 
Unilateral U.S. sanctions, save on Russian 
banks, will not be effective absent European 
cooperation. The gap between Western rhet-
oric and Western actions in response to out- 
and-out aggression is a yawning chasm. The 
message seems to be that if Mr. Putin 
doesn’t move troops into eastern Ukraine, 
the West will impose no further sanctions or 
costs. De facto, Russia’s seizure of Crimea 
will stand and, except for a handful of Rus-
sian officials, business will go on as usual. 
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No one wants a new Cold War, much less a 

military confrontation. We want Russia to 
be a partner, but that is now self-evidently 
not possible under Mr. Putin’s leadership. He 
has thrown down a gauntlet that is not lim-
ited to Crimea or even Ukraine. His actions 
challenge the entire post-Cold War order in-
cluding, above all, the right of independent 
states to align themselves and do business 
with whomever they choose. 

Tacit acceptance of settling old revanchist 
scores by force is a formula for ongoing cri-
ses and potential armed conflict, whether in 
Europe, Asia or elsewhere. A China behaving 
with increasing aggressiveness in the East 
and South China seas, an Iran with nuclear 
aspirations and interventionist policies in 
the Middle East, and a volatile and unpre-
dictable North Korea are all watching events 
in Europe. They have witnessed the 
fecklessness of the West in Syria. Similar di-
vision and weakness in responding to Rus-
sia’s most recent aggression will, I fear, have 
dangerous consequences down the road. 

So we are not just even talking about 
Ukraine. We are not even talking about 
that part of Europe. We are talking 
about the lesson that bad people— 
whether they be Kim Jong Un or 
whether they be the Chinese who want 
to increase their influence in the South 
China Sea or whether they be the Ira-
nians who continue to supply weapons 
to Hezbollah fighters to the fight in 
Syria, which the resistance is losing— 
in case you missed it, there was an in-
teresting article this morning about 
how jihadists will establish a base in 
Syria with which to export terrorism 
throughout the Middle East and the 
world, including the United States of 
America. 

The President of the United States 
has to understand Vladimir Putin for 
what he is and what his ambitions are 
and what he will do. 

My friend from South Carolina and I 
are not sure what he will do now. But 
I think it is obvious, with his troops 
amassed on the boarder of Eastern 
Ukraine, he is contemplating further 
action. Whether he does so, I am not 
sure, but I think his calculation has to 
do with the cost-benefit ratio of fur-
ther aggression against a sovereign na-
tion. 

I see my colleague. 
Could I just make one more comment 

because my colleague was in Ukraine 
recently. These are wonderful people. 
All they want is what we have. They do 
not want to be part of Russia. They are 
tired of their corrupt dictator, 
Yanukovych, whom they had. They are 
willing to stand for weeks in freezing 
weather in Maidan—this huge square in 
Ukraine. Madam President, 110 of them 
were assassinated by snipers. 

Can’t we at least give them some 
weapons with which to defend them-
selves and speak up for them, rather 
than saying ‘‘additional costs should 
Russia take [the] next step.’’ 

I yield for my colleague from New 
Hampshire. 

Ms. AYOTTE. Madam President, I 
wish to thank my colleague from Ari-
zona and my colleague from South 
Carolina. I was in Ukraine on Sunday, 
and I was in Maidan, along with two of 

my colleagues: Senator DONNELLY, who 
represents Indiana in the Senate, as 
well as Representative STEPHEN LYNCH, 
who is a Congressman who represents 
Massachusetts. 

We had an opportunity, actually, to 
see and meet Ukrainians. In fact, when 
we went down to Maidan, there were 
30,000 people there protesting. Do you 
know what they were protesting? They 
were protesting the Russian invasion 
and illegal annexation of Crimea. They 
were standing for their country, and 
they were standing against Russian ag-
gression. 

In fact, one of the experiences we had 
is that as we walked along, so many 
people came up to us and said: Thank 
you, America. Thank you for standing 
with us. In fact, I met a mother and 
daughter who had come from Crimea. 
They were waiving a flag—a Ukrainian 
flag—and they gave me this, what I 
hold in my hand, and they put it 
around me. What they wanted me to 
know is that they were from Crimea 
and they did not accept the Russian ag-
gression and invasion of their country. 
What they asked us to stand for is to 
stand for the freedom of the Ukrainian 
people to decide their future and to not 
let Russia interfere with their ability 
to decide what they want for their 
country. 

They are wonderful people. They are 
very patriotic. In Maidan there were 
over 100 Ukrainians who were killed. 
Many of them were murdered by snip-
ers who were up on the rooftops, who 
were just killed in cold blood by the 
Yanukovych government, the pro-Rus-
sian-backed government, because they 
were simply doing what we in the 
United States of America call coming 
out and stating their viewpoint, say-
ing: We want a government that is not 
corrupt. We want a government that 
will allow us to have a say in our fu-
ture. For that they were murdered in 
cold blood. 

We are at an important moment for 
our country right now. What happened 
in Crimea and what is happening in 
Ukraine matters very much to the 
United States of America, because if 
we do not stop Russian aggression to-
ward Ukraine, then I think this very 
much threatens the NATO alliance. It 
puts us in a position where our words 
do not have meaning because we were a 
signatory to the 1994 Budapest Memo-
randum, along with the United King-
dom. 

Russia violated that memorandum by 
invading Crimea. They have made fur-
ther efforts to amass their troops on 
the boarder of Eastern Ukraine. In 
fact, what they are also doing is send-
ing armed Russian agents into Eastern 
Ukraine to try—they are armed, they 
have money—and they are trying to ac-
tually create artificial demonstrations 
in Eastern Ukraine so they can use the 
very same excuse they used in Crimea 
to go over and take more territory of 
Ukraine in violation of international 
law and in violation of all standards 
among civilized countries. 

I believe it is time for us to set 
forth—I appreciate what the President 
has done with the sanctions, but we 
need to do more. If we do not do more 
now, then Russia—I fear that Vladimir 
Putin in particular will move into the 
remainder of Ukraine and that we will 
undermine our agreement on the Buda-
pest Memorandum. But, most impor-
tant, we have a lot at stake. 

First, as my colleagues have said, if 
we do not stand with NATO to send a 
strong message to Vladimir Putin, by 
not just sanctioning individuals, we 
should sanction segments of the Rus-
sian economy so he understands there 
are serious consequences for invading 
another country. 

We should provide military assist-
ance to the Ukraine military so they 
can defend themselves. We should re-
visit our decision and reinstate the 
memorandums of understanding that 
we have with Poland and the Czech Re-
public for missile defense systems. We 
as a country should be looking to help 
Europe reduce their dependency on 
Russian natural gas and oil, and there 
are steps we can take that will be good 
for our economy but will also be good 
for the safety and security of the 
world. 

We should be doing all that now so 
Vladimir Putin, who is a schoolyard 
bully, understands we are very serious. 

Why does it matter? Not just NATO, 
but we had Ukraine give up their nu-
clear weapons in exchange for the 
agreement of the United Kingdom and 
the United States that we would re-
spect their sovereignty, and they felt 
they had assurances of security from 
us. 

How are we going to deal with nu-
clear proliferation around the world 
and get other countries to give up their 
nuclear weapons if we are not serious 
and we do not say now: Vladimir Putin, 
we are serious—tough sanctions, much 
tougher than have been in place. We 
are going to support the Ukrainian 
military and we are not going to stand 
for any more aggression against the 
Ukrainian people—because otherwise 
why give up your nuclear weapons, 
again, if you are a country, if the 
United States of America does not 
mean anything they say on an agree-
ment they have signed on to? 

In addition, what will the Chinese 
do? In the Senkaku Islands they have 
been very aggressive toward the terri-
tory of not only the Japanese but also 
the Philippines, the Vietnamese, and 
they are watching. They are watching 
whether we care whether Russia in-
vades another country, whether we 
care that Vladimir Putin is pushing 
the Ukrainian people around. 

That is why this matters, not just be-
cause we stand in solidarity with the 
people of Ukraine—we do and we 
should—so they can decide their fu-
ture, not Vladimir Putin—they, the 
people of their country, should decide 
their future—but also because it mat-
ters for us around the world, not just 
China, not just nuclear proliferation, 
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but what do the ayatollahs in Iran 
think about how serious we are about 
ending their nuclear weapons program. 

This is an important moment for 
America, and it is time for our Presi-
dent to really step forward. The initial 
steps he took were in the right direc-
tion, but it is time not to continue say-
ing there will be further costs. The 
costs must be rendered now. The Sen-
ate will be taking an important step in 
providing loan guarantees to Ukraine 
and a scheme for sanctions, but ulti-
mately I call on the President of the 
United States to say to Vladimir Putin 
now—to recognize whom we are dealing 
with, the former KGB colonel—to say 
to him: We are going to impose sanc-
tions on entire segments of your econ-
omy. We are going to hurt your ability 
to do business in the world because you 
have invaded another country. We are 
going to bolster NATO, and we are 
going to reinstate missile defense sys-
tems in the Czech Republic and Poland, 
that we will not accept this aggression. 

It is time for the President to say 
this very clearly and to impose the 
consequences on Russia now because 
after they invade Eastern Ukraine, it 
will be too late. 

Vladimir Putin needs to understand 
now that we are very serious about 
this, that we will stand by our word 
under the Budapest Memorandum, that 
we will stand with the Ukrainian peo-
ple, and that we will make sure that we 
will not accept aggressions from Vladi-
mir Putin, and that this school yard 
bully understands, through strength, 
that the United States of America will 
not be bullied around, nor will our 
friends and allies. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Will the Senator yield 
for a question? 

There is the Membership Action 
Plan, MAP—I think that is the acro-
nym—where a country gets ready to 
enter into NATO. Georgia would like 
that. I think Ukraine now would like 
that. Here is the basic tension; don’t 
you agree? 

A plurality before Crimea was in-
vaded wanted to move into the Euro-
pean Union and Ukraine. Now, I think 
clearly a majority, if you take the Cri-
mea out, wants to associate with the 
European Union. Putin is saying hell 
no. So the Ukrainian people in the 
coming months are going to make a 
move toward the European Union and 
alliances with NATO, most likely, and 
the Russians are going to try to stop 
them. 

I fear the way they will choose to 
stop them is not to try to influence the 
vote but to try to grab some eastern 
cities where you will have vocal minor-
ity Russian populations saying: Come 
here and help your fellow Russians. We 
are being absorbed by a bunch of thugs 
in Kiev. Senator MCCAIN made a good 
point while we are talking. The theory 
of the case for Russia is: We have a le-
gitimate right to go into this area to 
protect native Russians, ethnic Rus-
sians. That has no limit in that region. 

If we adopt the theory of the case, ig-
nore international law, let him break 

the 1994 agreement with no punishment 
for taking the Crimea, then I hope you 
understand what comes next. The the-
ory of this case can apply to many 
countries in the region, not just Cri-
mea and the Ukraine. So we need to re-
ject this theory of the case. 

We need to make him pay a price for 
what he has done, not what he might 
do. If he does not pay a price for what 
he has done, I can assure you what he 
will do. He will do more. The last 
thought is that Senator MCCAIN and I 
and Senator AYOTTE have been talking 
about the Al Qaeda buildup in Syria. 

The Director of National Intelligence 
has testified before the country as a 
whole, before the Congress, that the Al 
Qaeda elements in Syria are rep-
resenting a direct threat to our Euro-
pean allies and to our own homeland. 
There was a press report yesterday: 
What is your Congress and your Com-
mander in Chief doing about it? 

We have been told as Members of the 
Senate that the 26,000-plus Al Qaeda 
fighters, many of them European, some 
American, are amassing in Syria. Al 
Qaeda leaders from the tribal regions 
in Afghanistan and Pakistan are mov-
ing into Syria to organize this cabal. 
One of the goals that they would like 
to achieve is to take this force that is 
in the fight in Syria and disperse it 
back to Europe and the United States. 

What are you doing about this 
threat, Mr. President? Members of the 
Senate, you have been told—11, 12 
years after 9/11—that Al Qaeda is 
thinking about hitting us again. They 
exist in a certain part of the world. 
They are amassing capability. Their 
leaders are moving in to help organize 
this group. What is our response? What 
are we doing? 

It is just not Ukraine. The whole 
world is melting down. I would end 
with this thought. Ronald Reagan had 
a great slogan. It was not a slogan. It 
was a world view: Peace through 
strength. Here is what I will say to the 
times in which we live, and I will talk 
about this more later. I want to come 
with my colleagues and talk about the 
Al Qaeda threat in Syria and else-
where. 

Peace is an illusion when it comes to 
radical Islam. It can never be achieved. 
But here is what can be achieved: secu-
rity through strength. We need to have 
as a Nation security policies, national 
security policies that will deter aggres-
sion from nation-states and radical Is-
lamic organizations who do not fear 
death. We have no such policy. We need 
to have security through strength. We 
are cutting our military. We are gut-
ting our ability to defend ourselves 
through reducing intelligence capabili-
ties at a time when the threats are on 
the rise. 

This is the most dangerous time in 
American history—since the end of the 
Cold War, in many ways since the end 
of World War II—because the enemies 
of this Nation are getting stronger and 
we are getting weaker. Somebody 
needs to change that calculation before 
it is too late. 

So to Senator MCCAIN and Senator 
AYOTTE, both of you have been to the 
Ukraine in the last couple of weeks. 
You have done the hard work of trav-
eling away from your constituents and 
your families to find out first hand 
what is on the ground. I hope that peo-
ple in the body will listen to their ex-
periences. There are a lot of Democrats 
who seem to have the same experience. 

Mr. MCCAIN. I thank my colleague, 
and I appreciate his longstanding sup-
port for freedom and democracy 
throughout the world, but also for a 
very prescient piece that he and Sen-
ator Lieberman wrote 6 years ago pre-
dicting the likelihood of the events 
that we have just observed taking 
place. There is an article in the Wash-
ington Post: ‘‘Three ways NATO can 
bolster Ukraine’s security,’’ by Ian 
Brzezinski. I ask unanimous consent 
that it be printed in the RECORD. 

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

[From the Washington Post, Mar. 24, 2014] 
THREE WAYS NATO CAN BOLSTER UKRAINE’S 

SECURITY 
(By Ian J. Brzezinski) 

NATO’s response to Russia’s invasion of 
Ukraine has drawn a red line, but it is one 
that leaves Ukraine militarily isolated, fend-
ing for itself. If the West’s economic and dip-
lomatic sanctions are to deter Moscow from 
further military aggression, they must be 
complemented by a robust defensive strategy 
to reinforce Ukraine’s armed forces. 

When Russia invaded Crimea, it mobilized 
150,000 troops along Ukraine’s eastern fron-
tier. Most of those forces still menace 
Ukraine, with some 20,000 troops still occu-
pying the peninsula while provocateurs sent 
by Moscow continue to stir unrest in the 
country’s eastern regions. 

NATO’s response has, by contrast, been 
underwhelming. The United States and Brit-
ain reinforced the air space of Estonia, Lat-
via and Lithuania with a handful of fighter 
jets, and AWACs patrols fly over Poland and 
Romania. The United States deployed about 
a dozen F–16s to Poland and sent an addi-
tional ship to the Black Sea. No ally appears 
to have mobilized any ground forces. 

When Ukrainian Prime Minster Arseniy 
Yatsenyuk met with President Obama this 
month, his request for weapons that would 
enable his military to better defend against 
Russia’s massed forces was politely declined. 
Instead, the Obama administration offered 
uniforms and military meals. 

In a similarly negative move, Vice Presi-
dent Biden visited Warsaw and Vilnius, Lith-
uania, last week to reassure them of the U.S. 
military commitment to their security, but 
he bypassed Kiev. This was surely noted by 
Moscow, as was Obama’s recent statement 
that he would not allow the United States to 
get involved in a ‘‘military excursion’’ in 
Ukraine. 

These U.S. and alliance actions constitute 
a red line that depicts Kiev on the outside 
and on its own. This must be deeply disillu-
sioning for Ukrainians who in recent months 
have so courageously expressed their desire 
for freedom and a place in Europe—and 
whose forces participated in a NATO collec-
tive defense exercise as recently as Novem-
ber. This red line can only reassure Vladimir 
Putin and his military planners, whose use 
of unmarked military personnel—and the 
plausible deniability they provided—in Cri-
mea reflected at least initial concern about 
potential responses from the West. 
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There are prudent defensive measures the 

United States and NATO can and should take 
to bolster Ukraine’s security. First, 
Yatsenyuk’s request for military equipment 
should be immediately approved, and anti- 
tank and anti-aircraft weapons should be in-
cluded. Equipment and weapons could quick-
ly be transferred from prepositioned U.S. 
military stocks in Europe. 

If NATO cannot attain the consensus to 
initiate such assistance, then Washington 
should forge a coalition of the willing or act 
on its own. These weapons would complicate 
Russian military planning and add risk to its 
operations against Ukraine. U.S. equipment 
in particular would bring back unpleasant 
memories of when Soviet forces encountered 
Western weapons in Afghanistan. 

Second, the alliance or a U.S.-led coalition 
should back that assistance with the deploy-
ment of intelligence and surveillance capa-
bilities and military trainers to Ukraine. 
This would provide not only needed situa-
tional awareness and help the Ukrainian 
military maximize its defensive capacities, 
but it would also force Moscow to consider 
the potential political and military repercus-
sions of any actions that affect that pres-
ence. The deployment of military trainers to 
Georgia was one of the more effective ele-
ments of the U.S. effort to bolster Georgia’s 
security after it was invaded by Russia in 
2008. 

Third, NATO allies and partners should 
soon conduct a military exercise in Ukraine 
as part of the effort to train the Ukrainian 
military. The alliance’s plan to wait until its 
next scheduled exercise in Ukraine, this 
summer, could incentivize Russia to take ad-
ditional military action before then. 

The NATO Response Force, created to de-
ploy on short notice a brigade-level force 
backed by combat air support, is well suited 
for such an exercise. The force offers a means 
to demonstrate Western resolve prudently 
and rapidly. It has the potential to signifi-
cantly reinforce Ukraine’s defense against a 
sudden Russian offensive, but it is not big 
enough to jeopardize Russia’s territorial in-
tegrity. 

Each of these initiatives would complicate 
Putin’s ambitions regarding Ukraine and 
could be executed in the near term. None 
would present a threat to Russia. They 
would, however, amend the red line the alli-
ance has mistakenly created, assure Ukrain-
ians that they are not alone and force Mos-
cow to consider the possibility of a much 
more costly and prolonged military conflict. 
The absence of a firm Western response will 
only encourage Putin to act aggressively 
again, be it to drive deeper into Ukraine, 
make another attempt to seize Georgia, ex-
pand Russia’s occupation of Moldovan terri-
tory or grab other areas that were once part 
of the Soviet Union. 

NATO’s response to this crisis is critical to 
both Ukraine’s security and the alliance’s 
long-term future. A NATO summit planned 
for September is to focus on the alliance’s 
way forward in a new world. But what it does 
to assist Ukraine today and in the coming 
weeks will have a far more profound influ-
ence on its future and transatlantic security. 

Mr. MCCAIN. It goes on to say: 
These U.S. and alliance actions constitute 

a red line that depicts Kiev on the outside 
and on its own. This must be deeply disillu-
sioning for Ukrainians who in recent months 
have so courageously expressed their desire 
for freedom and a place in Europe—and 
whose forces participated in a NATO collec-
tive defense exercise as recently as Novem-
ber. This red line can only reassure Vladimir 
Putin and his military planners, whose use 
of unmarked military personnel—and the 
plausible deniability they provided—in Cri-

mea reflected at least initial concern about 
potential responses from the West. 

One of the more remarkable returns 
to the days of the Soviet Union was 
when Vladimir Putin had the press 
conference and was asked if those were 
Russian military in Crimea, and he 
said: Well, they can buy old uniforms 
from most any store in the region. 

He not only denied that Russian 
troops were there, but he added to the 
flat-out lie with a statement so ridicu-
lous that he must have known that we 
knew that he was absolutely lying 
through his teeth. Let me just say to 
my colleagues what we need to do is we 
must recognize the reality that Presi-
dent Putin is not, and will never be, 
our partner. He will always insist on 
being our adversary and working to re-
vise the entire post Cold War vision of 
a Europe whole, free, and at peace—and 
the security architecture that supports 
it. Our policy must begin with the re-
ality of what Vladimir Putin is, what 
his ambitions are, and what he is will-
ing to do. 

We have to support Ukraine’s emer-
gence as a successful democracy with a 
thriving economy, fighting corruption, 
and with a strengthened national 
unity. We must ensure that the March 
elections in Ukraine occur on time, 
freely, and fairly. We must meet 
Ukraine’s request for immediate mili-
tary assistance as part of a larger, 
long-term initiative to help the 
Ukrainian armed forces rebuild and re-
form into an effective force that can 
deter aggression and defend their na-
tion; support countries such as 
Moldova and Georgia in deepening 
democratic, economic, and military re-
forms that can hasten their integration 
into the Euro-Atlantic community; ex-
pand sanctions under the Magnitsky 
Act; increase targeted sanctions 
against Putin’s sources of power, espe-
cially for corruption; push for an arms 
embargo against Russia; prevent de-
fense technology transfers; use the up-
coming NATO summit to enlarge the 
alliance; move Georgia into the Mem-
bership Action Plan; expand NATO co-
operation with Ukraine; conduct sig-
nificant contingency planning within 
NATO to deter aggression and defend 
alliance members, especially along the 
eastern flank; strategically shift NATO 
military assets eastward to support de-
terrence. 

We must take these actions. None of 
them, by the way, entail the commit-
ment of American troops. I also want 
to make one additional comment. I 
hope that the Senator from New Hamp-
shire would comment as well. When-
ever I see a news story—no matter 
which network it is on—the over-
whelming majority of American people 
do not want to have anything to do 
with Syria. 

The overwhelming majority of Amer-
icans do not want to have anything to 
do with Ukraine. We do not even want 
to assist the people of Ukraine. We do 
not want to assist the people of Syria 
that are fighting and struggling— 

140,000 of whom have been slaughtered 
already in the most atrocious fashion. 
I say to my colleagues and to the 
American people: We cannot ignore the 
lessons of history. We cannot revert to 
the 1930s when isolationist impetus in 
this country kept us out of being pre-
pared for a conflict. 

If it had not been for Franklin Dela-
no Roosevelt and the actions he took 
in the late 1930s, we would have had an 
even worse time after Pearl Harbor. It 
is up to the President of the United 
States to inform the American people 
of what our vital national security in-
terests are. That does not mean in-
volvement in another war. 

But we cannot leave the world be-
cause the world will not leave us. So 
the President of the United States— 
rather than announcing that if the 
Russians go any further there will be 
punishment for it, the President of the 
United States needs to go before the 
American people and say: Here is what 
we are facing. We are facing what Sen-
ator GRAHAM just talked about: the 
rise of Al Qaeda across the Middle 
East; the failure in Syria, which is now 
becoming a breeding ground for Islamic 
extremism; the Chinese assertiveness 
in the South China Sea; the Iranian 
talks which are ‘‘failing;’’ and of course 
this latest and most outrageous aggres-
sion committed by Vladimir Putin. 

The world is a dangerous place. It 
cries out for American leadership. As 
LINDSEY GRAHAM said, there was a guy, 
in the words of Margaret Thatcher, 
who won the Cold War without firing a 
shot. It is called peace through 
strength. It is through being steadfast. 

Right now, when the Chinese an-
nounced that they are increasing their 
defense spending by 12.2 percent, we are 
announcing that we are cutting our de-
fense dramatically. That is a long se-
ries of cuts in defense, which can put 
this Nation’s national security inter-
ests further in danger. 

I thank my colleague from New 
Hampshire for going to Kiev. It is an 
uplifting and wonderful experience to 
see how much they want to be like us, 
how much they appreciate what little 
we do, how much it matters to them to 
be able to be part of Europe and free, 
and to have an economic system that is 
not beset with the corruption and 
kleptocracy that devastated their 
economy. 

They need our help. I hope tomorrow 
we will be passing legislation which 
will be the first step in providing that 
assistance to this Nation. I say to my 
colleagues, the people of Ukraine will 
be watching us. They are watching 
what we do. The sooner we guarantee 
$1 billion of loan guarantees to them, 
the sooner we impose these sanctions 
which are embodied in this bill in a bi-
partisan fashion, the better it will be 
for the people of Ukraine to know that 
we stand with them. 

Ms. AYOTTE. Madam President, I 
want to thank the senior Senator from 
Arizona for his leadership and to really 
frame what Ronald Reagan said. It is 
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so important at this moment. He said: 
Of the four wars in my lifetime, none 
came about because the U.S. was too 
strong. So when we talk about peace 
through strength, we are talking about 
ensuring that we do not have to get in-
volved in another conflict. Before I 
went to Ukraine I was in Afghanistan. 
One of the commanders that I was 
speaking with in Afghanistan said to 
me: You know, Senator AYOTTE, I 
worry about America’s span of atten-
tion. I am worried. I have fought here. 
I have done multiple tours here. We 
sacrificed here. I am really worried. I 
understand how people at home view 
where things are in Afghanistan. But 
for us just to throw our hands up right 
now and what that will do—I am just 
worried that we are forgetting the les-
sons of what happened on September 
11, when we thought that we did not 
have to be engaged, when we thought 
that the fight could stay over here and 
that this country Afghanistan, which 
was a haven for Al Qaeda, that they 
would just leave us alone. 

Unfortunately, in this fight with Al 
Qaeda, they won’t leave us alone. Now 
we are facing a situation in Syria 
where our Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity or our Director of National Intel-
ligence has said the threat of Al Qaeda 
in Syria is a threat to our homeland. 

As we look at events unfolding 
around the world, what is happening in 
Ukraine does matter to the United 
States of America. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time 
of the Senator has expired. 

Ms. AYOTTE. I ask unanimous con-
sent for 1 additional minute. 

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

Ms. AYOTTE. I would say in order 
that we don’t have to deal with wars 
here and that we hopefully don’t have 
to send our men and women in uniform 
to war, we have to maintain a strong 
position in the United States and 
Ukraine using the strongest sanctions 
we can, having a prepared military, 
and supporting our allies to ensure 
that we don’t fall back into forgetting 
the lessons we have seen. When Amer-
ica disengages, it becomes dangerous 
for America. That is what this is 
about. 

I am pleased we are going to pass bi-
partisan legislation to support 
Ukraine. I ask the President to issue 
even stronger sanctions against Russia, 
Vladimir Putin, and to ensure we stand 
with the people of Ukraine, because 
when we stand with them we stand for 
ourselves as well and what we believe 
in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut. 

HEALTH CARE 
Mr. MURPHY. Yesterday, 

healthcare.gov saw about 1.2 million 
visits to the site. The call centers, 
which are busy enrolling people at a 
pace that is now exceeding 50,000 to 
100,000 people a day, saw 390,000 phone 
calls. 

A new poll just came out suggesting 
that a full 60 percent of Americans 

want the Affordable Care Act to stay in 
place, and if they want changes, they 
only want minor changes. Only 11 per-
cent of people in this poll said they 
want to repeal and replace the law, and 
only 18 percent said they wanted to re-
peal it completely. 

It is not rocket science to figure out 
why we have hundreds of thousands of 
people lining up as we approach the 
deadline for enrollment seeking to get 
care. It is not rocket science why there 
are over 1 million people only yester-
day alone going to the Web site trying 
to find out what their options are. 

The simple fact is that even today, as 
we stand on the brink of the enroll-
ment deadline, there are still millions 
of Americans who remain on the out-
side of the best health care system in 
the world. There are still millions of 
families who are waking up today, as 
they have week after week, year after 
year, wondering how they are going to 
pay the medical bills that are piling up 
for a sick father and worrying what 
would happen if their child were diag-
nosed with a disease, having no way to 
pay for it. That is a reality still today 
for millions of families. Many of them, 
frankly, have stayed away from the 
Web site because of the misinformation 
that has been spread by opponents of 
the health care law. 

Now as we are coming to the enroll-
ment deadline, we are seeing a surge of 
interest, much of it from families who 
are desperate to finally get access to 
health care insurance that will allow 
them to avoid the fate of millions of 
other Americans who have fallen into 
bankruptcy, have lost their homes, 
have lost their cars, and who have lost 
their savings simply because of a 
mistimed illness. 

I was pleased today to see the Presi-
dent make a very simple announce-
ment. What he said is that people who 
are in line trying to apply for health 
care insurance when the deadline hits 
on Monday are going to get a shot to 
complete their application. 

For very complex cases, for instance, 
women who are in a situation of ex-
treme domestic violence who don’t 
want to apply jointly and have to apply 
themselves, they are going to be able 
to have a little extra time as well. For 
most of the people I represent, that is 
just common sense. 

If someone is desperately in need of 
health care and if they have gone 
months, years, and maybe even decades 
without health care and they have this 
chance—a chance that will expire Mon-
day this year—then if they are in line 
trying to fill out an application, they 
should be able to get through that ap-
plication even if the midnight clock 
hits. 

I heard my friend from Wyoming 
speak on the floor earlier today and 
criticize this announcement from the 
President. I thought it was worthwhile 
to come to the floor and make it clear 
that if someone is criticizing a simple 
decision to allow people a little bit of 
extra time, they are essentially rooting 

for people to stay outside of the ranks 
of those who are insured. They are es-
sentially guaranteeing that people who 
could get insurance, because they have 
the ability now over the course of the 
next few days to sign up, aren’t going 
to be able to get it. 

Of course, I think people understand 
this concept because there is plenty of 
precedent. When folks rush home from 
work late on election day to go vote, 
they often see very long lines outside 
of the polling place. But we don’t shut 
down the polls at 8 o’clock when there 
is a line outside. We allow people who 
are in line to vote because they worked 
hard to get there, to get in line. They 
deserve a chance to express their 
choice in an election. That is essen-
tially what the President has an-
nounced today, that individuals who 
are in line on March 31 are going to get 
a chance to sign up, because why on 
Earth would we deny people the ability 
to get insurance? I get it that there are 
people who oppose this law, who want 
it repealed, and many people of good 
faith who want it replaced with some-
thing else. But the reality of here and 
now is that there are millions of people 
who are going onto the Web site every 
day. There are hundreds of thousands 
of people who are calling, and they de-
serve a chance to get health care insur-
ance, to be able to treat their loved 
ones for the diseases that they have 
today or may incur. 

I would note that there is precedence 
to this. When President Bush was man-
aging the enrollment process for Medi-
care Part D, he did, in fact, the same 
thing. He extended the enrollment 
deadline for people who were in process 
and for complex cases. People who were 
trying to sign up for Medicare Part D 
at the enrollment deadline received 
extra time, and there were plenty of 
Republicans who supported that effort. 

I come to the floor today to make it 
clear that for a lot of folks it makes 
sense that if people are so desperate for 
health care and they are in the process 
of filling out these applications, they 
should get the chance to finish the job. 

I am continuing to receive letters 
and emails from people who have gone 
through the process and whose lives 
have been transformed. I simply want 
to make sure that on Monday, if people 
are in the process of signing up, they 
don’t get foreclosed from the possi-
bility of experiencing a reality such as 
one of my constituents, Sean Hannon, 
from Weston, CT. I will finish by read-
ing a letter he sent to our office. 

Speaking for himself and his wife he 
said: 

As working freelancers, my wife and I are 
not covered by company health plans and we 
have had to buy private health insurance out 
of pocket. It has been our largest financial 
burden. Last year, our monthly premium for 
Golden Rule was $1,216. That came to $14,592 
annually. This plan also came with a huge 
deductible that needed to be met completely 
before any payout. 

This year, Golden Rule increased our pre-
mium to $1,476 a month, or $17,712 annually. 

On February 1, thanks to the Affordable 
Care Act, we were able to switch from Gold-
en Rule to Connecticare on the CT Exchange. 
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It wasn’t easy to go through enrollment, but 
we had great assistance from a woman at the 
enrollment center in New Haven, and she 
stuck with us until we got it right. 

Let me tell you what the new healthcare 
plan has done for us . . . 

First and foremost, we lowered our month-
ly premium of $1,475 to $309. Let me spell 
that out so you know it wasn’t a typo: three 
hundred and nine dollars. That is a savings 
of nearly 80%! 

So now I am sure you are thinking that we 
must have made a huge sacrifice in quality 
of care or services. Just the opposite. We 
have lost none of the benefits we previously 
had. We were able to keep all of our doctors, 
our primary GP and specialists. They all ac-
cept the insurance. 

While we still have a high deductible, un-
like the previous plan that didn’t pay any-
thing until the deductible was met, we now 
have co-pays for doctor visits of $30, and pro-
cedures such as CAT scans and MRIs are $75 
for each visit, and the remainder of the ex-
pense is covered COMPLETELY, even before 
the deductible is met. 

And we have the peace of mind of not being 
dropped or penalized for pre-existing condi-
tions. 

They finish by saying: 
Despite the messed up rollout and the at-

tendant growing pains of a massive program, 
ObamaCare has been a Godsend, and we are 
overwhelmed and ecstatic over the dramatic 
difference this has made in our family budg-
et. 

We are sharing all of this personal infor-
mation here because there is an aggressive 
campaign underway to dismantle this valu-
able program. The misinformation being put 
out there is skewing public opinion and this 
must not happen. . . . This treasure is ours 
to lose if we do not speak up now. 

Yesterday 1.2 million people went to 
the Web site and 400,000 people called in 
to seek help. I imagine those numbers 
will continue to escalate as we move 
through the weekend. They deserve to 
be able to get to a reality that Sean 
Hannon and his family are experi-
encing now. They deserve to have a 
chance at paying lower premiums, 80 
percent savings, for some individuals, 
to finally get insured for the diseases, 
illnesses, and conditions that have 
plagued these families for years. 

I applaud the President for allowing 
these families the ability to complete 
their applications, and I hope that 
many of them get to see the same final 
reality that the Hannons of Weston, 
CT, have. 

I yield back the remainder of my 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
COONS). The Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
come to the floor, having heard my col-
league’s concerns and story of a family 
who was helped by the President’s 
health care law. We want people in this 
country to be helped. My concern is 
there are a lot of people who are actu-
ally being hurt by the President’s 
health care law. We shouldn’t have to 
hurt people, specifically people who 
have had insurance, to try to help peo-
ple who haven’t had insurance. That is 
the big concern that my friend from 
Connecticut referred to as I came to 
the floor this morning to discuss. 

I have grave concerns about the im-
pact on the people of Wyoming and all 

around the country as we are getting 
letters and concerns. We were told on 
the floor that all of these stories—nine 
of us were reading different stories— 
that all of these are lies. 

These are not lies. These are people 
hurt by the President’s health care 
law. We see them in States all around 
the country. 

We don’t know how many people 
have signed up, how many have gone to 
the Web site. The White House can’t 
even tell us if they know how many 
have insurance. 

Sure, they may have had a lot of peo-
ple visit the Web site. I wonder how 
many people have actually paid to have 
insurance? What the President asked 
for is he said: We are going to get 30 
million people who didn’t have insur-
ance to have insurance. 

It looks as if there may be fewer than 
2 million who go through that. We 
know that fewer than 1 in 10 young 
people—the people who are supposed to 
pay for this program—young people 
paying more so that older, sicker peo-
ple will pay less, those people aren’t 
signing up. Only 1 in 10 of those eligible 
at that age is signing up. 

That is what we are seeing across the 
country, and that is why the worry is 
that there is going to need to be a big 
bailout of this program because the 
money that is being spent by the tax-
payers is not getting the job done. 
They are not doing it in a way to actu-
ally help the people who need help 
without hurting so many other people, 
the 5 million people who received let-
ters of cancellation. 

I hear my friend and colleague from 
Connecticut. It is not only people—one 
person who may have gotten insurance 
in Connecticut who may have been 
helped in that situation. The impact on 
jobs and communities has been dra-
matic. When I looked at the State of 
Connecticut, there was a story in the 
New York Times only last month about 
the impact of this law that my col-
league and friend has voted for that 
has now been changed over two dozen 
times. They are interviewing a super-
intendent of schools in Meriden, CT. 

We just heard a story of somebody 
who was helped by the health care law. 
Now let’s look at what has happened to 
the superintendent of schools in Meri-
den, CT, Mark Benigni. He is also a 
board member of the American Asso-
ciation of School Administrators. 

In an interview with the New York 
Times, he said that the new health care 
law was having ‘‘unintended con-
sequences for school systems across the 
Nation.’’ 

We have a letter from somebody in 
Connecticut, but let’s see what hap-
pened to school systems across the 
country. Maybe they have children in 
school, I don’t know. 

The article states: 
In Connecticut, as in many States, signifi-

cant numbers of part-time school employees 
work more than 30 hours a week and do not 
receive health benefits. 

We know the health care law defines 
a workweek as anything above 30 

hours. They have people who are work-
ing part time with more than 30 hours, 
and according to the health care law 
those are full-time employees. So they 
have workers with more than 30 but 
who do not receive health benefits, and 
he says: 

Are we supposed to lay off full-time teach-
ers so that we can provide insurance cov-
erage to part-time employees? 

That is a question asked by the su-
perintendent of schools in a town in 
central Connecticut. He says: 

If we have to cut five reading teachers to 
pay for the benefits for substitute teachers, 
I’m not sure that would be best for our stu-
dents. 

The impact of this health care law 
and the mandate and the costs go way 
beyond the health care of an individual 
or a family or a community. It goes to 
so many other things, including the 
education of our young people. And 
those are some of the tradeoffs and the 
unintended consequences that have de-
veloped since passing a 2,700-page 
health care law. 

Whether they delay the signup date 
to allow more people to sign up, as a 
doctor, my concern is for those people 
who do sign up, what kind of care are 
they going to get. Are they going to be 
able to keep their doctor, which the 
President promised. The deadline date 
is less important than the kind of care 
people can get with the insurance they 
are mandated to buy as a result of the 
health care law, and pay a lot more 
than they would have paid had the law 
not been passed. Will they be able to 
keep their doctor? Will they be able to 
see a doctor? 

We know there is a shortage coming 
of about 90,000 physicians, half of them 
specialists, half of them primary care 
physicians around the country. This is 
coming in the next 5 or 6 years. We 
know the things that are happening 
along those lines with not enough 
nurses, not enough physician assist-
ants, not enough EMTs, paramedics— 
across the board not enough people to 
take care of the population of this 
country. Having insurance is not 
enough to provide care. 

The President made promises that 
are not being kept. That is a concern I 
have when I hear the deadline is ex-
tended. My concern is what happens 
after they sign up. Will they be able to 
get the care they need? 

Last week, the Associated Press re-
ported the results of a poll of all these 
different cancer hospitals. My wife is a 
cancer survivor, so I know how impor-
tant it is for people to have the peace 
of mind to get the care they need. Of 
the 19 hospitals that responded to the 
Associated Press, only 4 of the 19 said, 
yes, they will be able to accept all of 
the plans of the people who are signing 
up on the Web site in those States 
where those hospitals are located. So it 
is not just a matter of keeping your 
own doctor, but it is getting the doctor 
you need at a time of family crisis, per-
sonal family concern—the time when 
people are most vulnerable. Will the 
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fact they have some coverage bought 
through a Web site actually help them 
get the care they need? And will the 
doctor who happens to see them—even 
if they are able to keep their own doc-
tor—be able to spend the time inter-
acting with the patient or, with all the 
additional paperwork and time-con-
sumption activities, will the doctor 
have to cut the visit short, spend time 
looking more at the computer screen 
than looking at the patient? There are 
complaints in every State of the Union 
from patients who are complaining ei-
ther to their doctor or the nurse at the 
office or at the checkout area of the of-
fice saying, you know, I would have 
liked to have had the doctor look more 
at me and not so much at the computer 
screen. 

There are many components of this 
health care law that are harmful to 
health care delivery and to patient 
care in this country, and so the Presi-
dent decides to unilaterally delay a 
part of the law that this last week or 
the week before the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services said will 
not be done; this is the deadline; this is 
it. When is the law not the law any-
more? When it is just Swiss cheese? 
When do you trust somebody, take 
them at their word? Words have mean-
ings. 

It is time for this President and this 
administration to actually realize the 
American people see what is hap-
pening. Each time they do a delay or 
do a change or do this or that, it has a 
huge impact on people’s lives as they 
try to decide what to do and what mat-
ters and what doesn’t matter under 
this administration. People are very 
disappointed as a result of the health 
care law. Those who were looking for 
something better haven’t found it. 

We still don’t know how many people 
actually have paid for insurance. We 
may know how many went to the Web 
site, but we don’t know how many of 
those who bought insurance through 
the Web site actually had their own in-
surance and got one of those letters—of 
the 5 million people who got letters of 
cancellation—canceling their insur-
ance or how many were uninsured. 

It looks as though the Web site 
doesn’t even want to look into that. On 
the paper application there is actually 
a box to check off. It says: I didn’t have 
insurance but now I am going to get it. 
The Web site left that off. I don’t know 
if that was ineptitude on the part of 
the designers of the Web site or if it 
was left off or fell through the cracks 
in the disastrous rollout. I don’t know, 
but it wasn’t there. So the administra-
tion, which said our goal is that of the 
30 million people who do not have in-
surance, getting them insured, will 
never know the answer to that. Then 
there is the question of who are these 
folks, in terms of young or old, sick or 
not sick. And we know of those eligi-
ble, only about 1 in 10 has signed up. 

But the big concern is—regardless of 
some of these things the President is 
doing to delay this and let others sign 

up or not sign up for a bit of time— 
what kind of care are they going to 
get? Whether they are insured through 
the Web site this week, next week, or 
the week after, what kind of care is 
going to be available to them? And 
what happens when they find the cost 
of the care—as for so many people I 
hear from in Wyoming—is much higher 
than they were paying before? And if 
they had a policy they liked—or are 
still finding, if they didn’t have insur-
ance—many of them still think the 
rates are unaffordable. 

I thank the Chair. I yield the floor, 
and 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. VITTER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

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

Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to be recognized for 
up to 10 minutes. 

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

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—H.R. 3521 
Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I come 

to the floor again to try to move for-
ward on a bill with near unanimous 
support. In fact, with regard to the ac-
tual substance of the bill, within the 
four corners of the bill, it has unani-
mous support because it would advance 
27 community-based health care clinics 
for veterans in the VA system imme-
diately, around the country, which 
would serve hundreds of thousands of 
veterans in communities that abso-
lutely need this type of expanded com-
munity-based clinic. Two are in my 
State—one in Lafayette, one in Lake 
Charles, LA. 

All of these community-based clin-
ics—including the ones in Lafayette 
and Lake Charles—have been fully au-
thorized by the VA and throughout the 
process. They have been on the books. 
We have been planning on them and 
moving forward with them for some 
time. But they have hit a series of bu-
reaucratic glitches. 

For the Lafayette and Lake Charles 
facilities in particular, first they hit a 
big VA glitch when the VA just 
screwed up—and those are their words, 
not mine—just screwed up in the let-
ting process to put out contracts to lo-
cate land and to build or lease these fa-
cilities. Because of that bureaucratic 
mistake, the VA lost a whole year in 
the process in terms of moving forward 
with these clinics that are fully ap-
proved, fully authorized. 

During that year of delay, out of the 
blue CBO decided to score how these 
clinics are financed differently than it 
ever did before. I won’t go into the 
weeds, but suffice it to say that under 
this new scoring method, it created a 
scoring issue, which it never did before. 
Well, that was an additional hurdle and 
additional point of delay to which we 
had to respond. We overcame it with a 

proposal that ensures the VA funds and 
handles this correctly so there is no 
scoring issue. The bill passed the House 
nearly unanimously. In fact, the vote 
in the House was 346 to 1. As the Pre-
siding Officer knows, not much passes 
either body nearly unanimously, but 
this did with very widespread bipar-
tisan support, 346 to 1. This is the bill 
which has come over here to get final 
approval. 

With the addition of an amendment 
to help pay for any costs associated 
with the bill—and the amendment has 
been fully vetted and is supported in a 
bipartisan way—with the addition of 
an amendment, we have no opposition 
here in the Senate on the actual sub-
stance of my proposal, on moving for-
ward with these 27 important VA clin-
ics around the country, two of which 
are in Louisiana. 

Unfortunately, the only objection 
that appears to reside here in the Sen-
ate is from the Senator from Vermont, 
Mr. SANDERS, who does not object to 
this bill as amended, who does not ob-
ject to the substance within the four 
corners of this bill, but who simply 
wants his much bigger, much broader 
VA bill passed. I applaud his passion to 
advocate for it, but there is significant 
concern with that much bigger, much 
more complicated proposal. There are 
43 Senators, including myself, who 
have very significant concerns about 
that proposal. 

I think it is really unfortunate for 
him to block something where there 
are no concerns—it has been vetted, it 
has bipartisan support, and every con-
ceivable substantive issue has been 
worked out—simply to hold that as 
hostage for a much broader bill that 
has concerns and opposition from al-
most half of the Senate, 43 Senators. 
So I hope we can avoid that, and I 
come to the floor to ask for unanimous 
consent. 

I think the American people want us 
to work together. I think the American 
people want us to agree on things we 
can agree on. There is a lot to fight 
about, there is a lot to wrestle with, 
there is a lot to disagree about, and we 
should work on that stuff too, toward 
an agreement. I am open to doing so 
with Senator SANDERS. But in the 
meantime, I firmly believe the Amer-
ican people want us to agree where we 
do agree. Don’t create disagreements 
that don’t exist. They want us to move 
forward where we can move forward. 
They want us to make progress where 
we can and keep working on the rest. 

In that spirit, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee be discharged from further con-
sideration of my bill, H.R. 3521, and the 
Senate proceed to its immediate con-
sideration; that my amendment, which 
is at the desk, be agreed to; the bill, as 
amended, be read a third time and 
passed; and that the motion to recon-
sider be laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. SANDERS. Reserving the right 
to object. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Vermont. 
Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, I ap-

preciate the interest my colleague 
from Louisiana has on this very impor-
tant issue. I agree with him that we 
want to expand VA health care, that 
we have run into a bureaucratic mo-
rass, and there are 27 facilities in 18 
States that can and should be ap-
proved. If the Senator from Louisiana 
is prepared to join with me, we can 
pass his concern today or within the 
next couple of weeks, along with many 
other provisions the veterans commu-
nity is deeply concerned about. 

During the last government shut-
down, it is not widely known but the 
truth is that we were 7 to 10 days away 
from a situation where veterans—dis-
abled veterans, veterans who have pen-
sions—were not going to get their ben-
efits. The comprehensive bipartisan 
legislation that received 56 votes here 
on the floor—unfortunately, not the 
vote from my colleague from Louisiana 
but 56 votes, and we are working to get 
the 60 votes we need to overcome a Re-
publican point of order, and we are 
going to get those 60 votes—makes sure 
we do have advanced appropriations so 
no disabled veteran will not get a 
check in the event of another govern-
ment shutdown. 

My colleague from Louisiana may or 
may not think that is an important 
issue. I don’t know. I think it is an im-
portant issue. And I can tell him the 
reason the legislation I introduced has 
the support of the American Legion— 
and, by the way, 500 of them were here 
this morning at a very interesting 
hearing—has the support of the VFW, 
the DAV, the Vietnam Veterans of 
America, the Iraq and Afghanistan 
Veterans of America, Gold Star Wives 
of America, and virtually every organi-
zation is because they understand that 
the veterans community has very seri-
ous problems we have to address. 

My friend from Louisiana may or 
may not have concerns about making 
sure that every veteran gets their ben-
efits in an expedited way and that we 
don’t have this backlog. Our legislation 
addresses that. My friend from Lou-
isiana may or may not be concerned 
that there are veterans who want to 
take advantage of the post-9/11 GI 
bill—which over 1 million people are 
now having advantage of—and are hav-
ing problems with getting instate tui-
tion. Our legislation addresses that. 
Our legislation for the first time makes 
sure dental care will be part of VA 
health care. Our legislation addresses 
the reprehensible situation faced by 
many women and men in the military 
who had to deal with sexual assault. 
We think they should get the care they 
need. And on and on and on. 

So we have a comprehensive piece of 
legislation which is supported by vir-
tually every veterans organization in 
this country. We received 56 votes—1 
person was absent who would have 
voted for it—57 votes, and we are now 
working with some of our Republican 

colleagues to make sure we get the 60 
votes. And I say to my colleague from 
Louisiana, work with us. Bring some of 
your other colleagues on board. Please 
don’t tell me this is too expensive. If it 
is too expensive to take care of our vet-
erans, then let’s not go to war in the 
first place. 

So I give my colleague from Lou-
isiana the opportunity now to do some-
thing really extraordinary, to do some-
thing the veterans’ committee wants. 

I object to the proposal from my col-
league from Louisiana, and in its place 
I ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the consideration of Cal-
endar No. 297, S. 1950; that a Sanders 
substitute amendment, the text of S. 
1982, the Comprehensive Veterans 
Health and Benefits and Military Re-
tirement Pay Restoration Act, be 
agreed to; the bill, as amended, be read 
a third time and passed; and the mo-
tions to reconsider be considered made 
and laid upon the table with no inter-
vening action or debate. 

If we pass this right now, we deal 
with the Senator’s concerns and a lot 
of other concerns. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard to the request of the Sen-
ator from Louisiana. 

Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, I object 
on behalf of 43 Senators, including my-
self. 

Reclaiming the floor and reclaiming 
my time, I would say we all want to 
work very hard to help veterans. We all 
acknowledge that the health care and 
work claim backlog issues are ex-
tremely important. That is why I am 
very involved in all of those issues 
across the board. That is why, for in-
stance, I am an active member of the 
claims backlog working group, work-
ing with the VA to improve that situa-
tion and proposing focused legislation. 
We all care very much about that. 

But right now Senator SANDERS’ 
comprehensive bill has significant con-
cerns in opposition—43 Senators, over 
40 percent of the whole body. I do ob-
ject on behalf of myself and the rest of 
those folks. I do commit to continuing 
to work on those issues, but I also ex-
press real regret that when this body is 
very divided on the important details 
of that bill—and the details do mat-
ter—we don’t come together on some-
thing we agree on, and we can’t accom-
plish a few important steps at a time. 

Perhaps Senator SANDERS thinks 
that if we do this, somehow it takes 
away momentum for his larger bill. I 
think that is nonsense. These 27 clinics 
in 18 States are important, but they 
are a trivial part of that broader bill. 
They are a trivial part of all of the pro-
posals in that broader bill. I don’t 
think it takes away any momentum in 
any way, shape, or form for that broad-
er bill. I will continue to be just as 
committed and just as interested in VA 
health care issues and working down 
the claims backlog and everything 
else. These clinics are a tiny part of 

that. So he doesn’t lose any advantage. 
He doesn’t lose any momentum. We 
could move forward on something we 
do agree on and build from there. I 
think that is more reasonable and 
more constructive. 

There is literally no disagreement 
among any of us in this body about 
these clinics. I have worked hard with 
several other colleagues to address 
every question and every concern out 
there. The amendment at the desk 
erases some of those concerns. We have 
covered the waterfront on this clinics 
issue in particular. 

I am very disappointed that we can’t 
move forward as a first step and agree 
on what we agree on. We disagree on 
enough. Let’s agree on what we agree 
on. Let’s move forward on what we 
agree on and pass these 27 clinics and 
start that progress and certainly con-
tinue to work on important com-
promise on the much bigger piece rep-
resented by the Sanders bill. 

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

jority leader. 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent to use leader time for a 
few minutes. 

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

HEALTH CARE 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, the junior 

Senator from Wyoming has come to 
the floor several times recently talking 
about the fact that examples he and 
other Republicans have given dealing 
with ObamaCare, examples they think 
are bad, I call lies. That is simply un-
true. I have never come to the floor, to 
my recollection, and said a word about 
any of the examples Republicans have 
given regarding ObamaCare and how it 
is not very good. But I have come to 
the floor—I think my friend, the junior 
Senator from Wyoming, must be get-
ting mixed up about what I have said 
about the Koch brothers and what they 
have done regarding health care. But it 
is easy to get mixed up because I think 
it is hard to separate the Koch brothers 
from the Republican caucus, anyway. 

Mr. President, I have asserted and I 
will continue to assert that the Koch 
brothers are trying to buy America, 
and they are doing it in a number of 
different ways. They don’t believe in 
Social Security. They don’t believe in 
minimum wage. They don’t believe in 
benefits—unemployment benefits. 
They don’t believe in environmental 
laws. As you know and read in the 
paper, they have a chemical plant. 
They were fined about $400,000 over the 
last week or 10 days and ordered to pay 
about $50 million to bring it up to 
standard because it was deleterious to 
the health of people in the area. 

The Koch brothers are running false 
and misleading ads all around the 
country against Democratic Senators 
dealing with health care. Do they care 
about health care? Of course not. These 
are false and misleading ads, and they 
have gone so far as to have actors there 
pretending they are from the States, 
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and they not only have done that in 
one State; they used the same actor in 
different States. So the record should 
be very clear. Yes, I have called many, 
if not most, of the anti-Obama ads by 
the Koch brothers false and misleading 
because they are. 

VOTE ON COOPER NOMINATION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, there is now 2 min-
utes of debate, equally divided, prior to 
a vote on the Cooper nomination. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader. 

Mr. REID. I yield back all time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 

is yielded back. 
Mr. MENENDEZ. I ask for the yeas 

and nays. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 

sufficient second? 
There appears to be a sufficient sec-

ond. 
The question is, Will the Senate ad-

vise and consent to the nomination of 
Christopher Reid Cooper, of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, to be United States 
District Judge for the District of Co-
lumbia? 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
The result was announced—yeas 100, 

nays 0, as follows: 
[Rollcall Vote No. 84 Ex.] 

YEAS—100 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Baldwin 
Barrasso 
Begich 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Booker 
Boozman 
Boxer 
Brown 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Coats 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Collins 
Coons 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Feinstein 
Fischer 
Flake 
Franken 

Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hagan 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johanns 
Johnson (SD) 
Johnson (WI) 
Kaine 
King 
Kirk 
Klobuchar 
Landrieu 
Leahy 
Lee 
Levin 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCain 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 
Moran 
Murkowski 

Murphy 
Murray 
Nelson 
Paul 
Portman 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Rubio 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott 
Sessions 
Shaheen 
Shelby 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Thune 
Toomey 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Vitter 
Walsh 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 

The nomination was confirmed. 
VOTE ON HARPOOL NOMINATION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there is now 2 min-
utes of debate equally divided prior to 
a vote on the Harpool nomination. 

The Senator from Vermont. 
Mr. LEAHY. I yield back all time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, all time is yielded back. 
The question is, Will the Senate ad-

vise and consent to the nomination of 
M. Douglas Harpool, of Missouri, to be 
United States District Judge for the 
Western District of Missouri? 

Mr. WICKER. Madam President, I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 

any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. MENEN-
DEZ) is necessarily absent. 

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senator 
is necessarily absent: the Senator from 
Tennessee (Mr. CORKER). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Tennessee (Mr. CORKER) 
would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 93, 
nays 5, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 85 Ex.] 
YEAS—93 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Baldwin 
Barrasso 
Begich 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Booker 
Boozman 
Boxer 
Brown 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Coats 
Cochran 
Collins 
Coons 
Cornyn 
Cruz 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Feinstein 
Fischer 
Flake 
Franken 

Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hagan 
Harkin 
Hatch 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johanns 
Johnson (SD) 
Johnson (WI) 
Kaine 
King 
Kirk 
Klobuchar 
Landrieu 
Leahy 
Lee 
Levin 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Merkley 
Mikulski 
Moran 

Murkowski 
Murphy 
Murray 
Nelson 
Paul 
Portman 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Roberts 
Rockefeller 
Rubio 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott 
Sessions 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Thune 
Toomey 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Vitter 
Walsh 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 

NAYS—5 

Coburn 
Crapo 

McCain 
Risch 

Shelby 

NOT VOTING—2 

Corker Menendez 

The nomination was confirmed. 
VOTE ON MCHUGH NOMINATION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there is now 2 min-
utes of debate equally divided prior to 
a vote on the McHugh nomination. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. I yield back 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, all time is yielded back. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The question is, Will the Senate ad-

vise and consent to the nomination of 
Gerald Austin McHugh, Jr., of Pennsyl-
vania, to be United States District 
Judge for the Eastern District of Penn-
sylvania? 

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

the roll. 

The result was announced—yeas 59, 
nays 41, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 86 Ex.] 

YEAS—59 

Baldwin 
Begich 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Boxer 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coats 
Collins 
Coons 
Donnelly 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Franken 
Gillibrand 
Hagan 

Harkin 
Hatch 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Hirono 
Johnson (SD) 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Levin 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCain 
McCaskill 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 
Murkowski 
Murphy 

Murray 
Nelson 
Reed 
Reid 
Rockefeller 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Toomey 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Walsh 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—41 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Barrasso 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Chambliss 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Enzi 

Fischer 
Flake 
Graham 
Grassley 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johanns 
Johnson (WI) 
Kirk 
Landrieu 
Lee 
McConnell 

Moran 
Paul 
Portman 
Pryor 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rubio 
Scott 
Sessions 
Shelby 
Thune 
Vitter 
Wicker 

The nomination was confirmed. 
VOTE ON SMITH NOMINATION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Ms. 
BALDWIN). Under the previous order, 
there is now 2 minutes of debate equal-
ly divided prior to a vote on the Smith 
nomination. Who yields time? 

Mr. CORKER. Madam President, I 
yield back all time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
is yielded back. 

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nomination of 
Edward G. Smith, of Pennsylvania, to 
be U.S. District Judge for the Eastern 
District of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CORKER. Madam President, I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
The result was announced—yeas 69, 

nays 31, as follows: 
[Rollcall Vote No. 87 Ex.] 

YEAS—69 

Alexander 
Ayotte 
Barrasso 
Bennet 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Brown 
Burr 
Carper 
Casey 
Chambliss 
Coats 
Coburn 
Cochran 
Collins 
Coons 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Durbin 

Enzi 
Fischer 
Flake 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hatch 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johanns 
Johnson (SD) 
Johnson (WI) 
Kaine 
King 
Kirk 
Klobuchar 
Landrieu 
Leahy 

Lee 
Levin 
Manchin 
McCain 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Moran 
Murkowski 
Murphy 
Nelson 
Paul 
Portman 
Pryor 
Reed 
Reid 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rubio 
Scott 
Sessions 
Shelby 
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Thune 
Toomey 

Vitter 
Warner 

Whitehouse 
Wicker 

NAYS—31 

Baldwin 
Begich 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Boxer 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Donnelly 
Feinstein 
Franken 
Gillibrand 

Hagan 
Harkin 
Heinrich 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Mikulski 
Murray 
Rockefeller 
Sanders 
Schatz 

Schumer 
Shaheen 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Walsh 
Warren 
Wyden 

The nomination was confirmed. 
f 

NOMINATION OF JOSEPH WILLIAM 
WESTPHAL TO BE AMBASSADOR 
EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENI-
POTENTIARY OF THE UNITED 
STATES OF AMERICA TO THE 
KINGDOM OF SAUDI ARABIA 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the clerk will re-
port the Westphal nomination. 

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Joseph William Westphal, of 
New York, to be Ambassador Extraor-
dinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the King-
dom of Saudi Arabia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there is now 2 min-
utes of debate equally divided prior to 
a vote on the Westphal nomination. 

The Senator from Oklahoma. 
Mr. INHOFE. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent that I be recog-
nized for perhaps more than 2 minutes 
or such time as I may consume. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. INHOFE. Madam President, I ask 

my colleagues to recognize they have 
an opportunity now to support some-
one who is most deserving for the posi-
tion of Ambassador to the Kingdom of 
Saudi Arabia. His name is Dr. Joseph 
William Westphal. While he is not an 
Oklahoma man, in his heart I think he 
is. He spent most of his time or much 
of his time in Oklahoma. He is a good 
personal friend of mine. He actually at-
tended and graduated from the Univer-
sity of Oklahoma. Then he came back 
and was head of the political science 
department at Oklahoma State Univer-
sity—kind of an unusual combination. 

Joe Westphal is one who has had a 
career in academia—and I don’t really 
care that much about that, except for 
his two exposures in Oklahoma—but he 
also was the chancellor at the Univer-
sity of Maine, he taught public policy 
as the adjunct professor at Georgetown 
University, and he has been a Capitol 
Hill professional staff member for a 
long time. He actually was on the 
House Budget Committee for a long pe-
riod of time. He was also a special as-
sistant to our Senator THAD COCHRAN, 
although this has been some time ago. 

In the executive branch, Joe served 
as the Army assistant secretary, then 
the Acting Secretary of the Army— 
that was 2001—and then as the 30th 
Under Secretary of the Army for the 
past 5 years. 

As I say, he is a good friend of mine. 
What is different about him is, there 
are a lot of people who have a career, 
have a background in academia, but 
then there are the ones who have 
shown they also have a heart—they 
have a reason for what they are doing 
and they have a love for using the posi-
tion they hold to help other people, and 
that is what Joe Westphal has done for 
a long period of time. 

When Joe was Under Secretary—I 
think he was actually Acting Secretary 
of the Army—we were together in 
southern Oklahoma at Fort Sill. Fort 
Sill is outside of Lawton, OK, in the 
southwestern part of the State, and we 
had two schools down there, one called 
Geronimo and the other was Sheridan. 
Not Sheraton, like the hotel chain, but 
the Sheridan Indians, and we all know 
who Geronimo is. These were old 
schools. They are public schools, but 
the roofs leaked, and they had been 
around for a long period of time. The 
majority of the kids who went to 
school there are the sons and daughters 
of our military people. And because of 
his heart, for them, we went down to-
gether and we looked at this and saw 
something could be done to help these 
kids. So we put together—and he did 
through the Army—using it, perfectly 
legitimately, for the percentage of the 
population in the school who were ac-
tually the sons and daughters of mili-
tary people, and we built a school that 
is now a model for schools and estab-
lishments that are in conjunction with 
large cities. It is something that now a 
lot of kids are very happy as they grad-
uate from the Freedom Elementary 
School at Fort Sill, OK. Oklahoma has 
at this school 1,000 servicemember chil-
dren. So we replaced the old one for 
them. 

I also remember when we had a re-
quest—and I am sure the Chair knows, 
because he has made requests of the 
bureaucracy before, and sometimes it 
takes longer than it would be other-
wise, longer than it should take—be-
cause we had a need in my State of 
Oklahoma for a museum to have an old 
Huey helicopter that had been used in 
the military many years ago. We tried 
everything we could to get that done, 
and one phone call from this guy 
named Dr. Joseph William Westphal, 
and it was done. 

I probably shouldn’t say this to my 
Democratic friends over here, but I 
have been such a good friend of his, I 
was afraid to express myself for fear 
President Obama might change his 
mind. But nonetheless he is now up for 
confirmation—I understand we are 
going to do that by voice vote—and I 
can’t imagine anyone wouldn’t take 
advantage of the opportunity to vote 
for Dr. Joseph Westphal to be U.S. Am-
bassador to the Kingdom of Saudi Ara-
bia. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

BROWN). Is there further debate? 
If not, the question is, Will the Sen-

ate advise and consent to the nomina-

tion of Joseph W. Westphal to be Am-
bassador Extraordinary and Pleni-
potentiary of the United States of 
America to the Kingdom of Saudi Ara-
bia? 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table. 

The President will be immediately 
notified of the Senate’s action. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

PROTECTING VOLUNTEER FIRE-
FIGHTERS AND EMERGENCY RE-
SPONDERS ACT OF 2014—MOTION 
TO PROCEED—Continued 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ate will resume legislative session. 
The Senator from Georgia is recog-

nized. 
REMEMBERING KATE PUZEY 

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I rise 
today to discuss the fifth anniversary 
of the tragic murder of a Georgia cit-
izen who volunteered for the Peace 
Corps, who traveled to West Africa to 
the nation of Benin and lost her life. 
She lost her life because she did the 
right thing—she reported the abuse of 
children in a village school where she 
taught. 

The reason I have recently returned 
from Benin is that I have taken this 
case on as a personal passion, to see to 
it that justice and some closure comes 
to the family of this wonderful young 
lady. Her name was Kate Puzey. Kate 
Puzey was top of her class, valedic-
torian, outstanding student, and she 
wanted to go out and save the world, to 
help the world and fulfill the dream 
John Kennedy professed in 1961 when 
he created the Peace Corps. 

So Kate Puzey went to Benin and she 
found that one of the village natives in 
the village where she was teaching was 
abusing children in the school where 
she was teaching. In this very remote 
area, she took the only communication 
mechanism she had to report the viola-
tion of these children to the appro-
priate authorities in Cotonou, Benin. 
Unfortunately, because those commu-
nications were not secure, a relative of 
the person she reported notified the 
person she had reported that he had 
been reported. That night, in her hut in 
the Nation of Benin, her throat was cut 
and she died. She died because she did 
the right thing. 

This Senate, 2 years ago, joined me 
and Senator BOXER in passing the 
Peace Corps Protection Act, which is 
now named the Kate Puzey Peace 
Corps Volunteer Protection Act. This 
provides a mechanism and a way where 
Peace Corps volunteers can report vio-
lations or trauma of a sexual nature, 
gender-based violence, or any other 
type of violence against themselves or 
in any other place where they might be 
as a servant of the Peace Corps. Be-
cause of that, there are now ombuds-
men and ways and mechanisms where 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 03:12 Mar 27, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00021 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A26MR6.011 S26MRPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

3T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES1762 March 26, 2014 
our Peace Corps volunteers can safely 
report violations and damage and have 
the protection not only of the United 
States but of the nation where they 
serve. 

But back to the point of my trip to 
Benin, which took place this last week. 
This was my second visit to Benin, be-
cause what I want to see is a continu-
ation of the investigation of the death 
of this young lady until there is a trial 
and closure available for her and her 
family, just as any of us would want 
were we the parent of a young lady who 
had lost her life on behalf of the United 
States of America. 

I rise to pay particular tribute first 
to Secretary Kerry; to the United Na-
tions’ Samantha Power; to the State 
Department of the United States of 
America; to Michael Raynor, the Am-
bassador in Benin; to Todd Whatley, 
the Deputy Chief of Mission; to Kevin 
Armstrong, the USAID Director; to 
Billy Alfano, to Marilyn Gayton, and 
to Robert Freedom—Bob Friedman— 
the Peace Corps representative in 
Benin, all of whom have made the in-
vestigation and the fulfillment of 
bringing this case to a reality their top 
priority. 

Three years ago, when I went to 
Benin for the first time, it was to en-
courage President Yayi of Benin to 
allow the United States to come in and 
assist in the investigation and the 
prosecution of the case—a rare thing to 
happen in a French colony which is 
governed by French law. To our credit 
and to President Yayi’s credit he al-
lowed the United States and Jennifer 
Dent, the FBI agent in charge in 
Lagos, to come in to Benin and begin 
assisting the investigation. 

I went back last week during our 
break because it looked as though the 
case was dying. It looked as though the 
intensity of the interest was dying. 
And it was so important to me and for 
the family in my home State of Geor-
gia to see to it we in some way finally 
bring closure, either right or wrong, for 
the terrible things that happened. I am 
happy to report the visit was success-
ful. 

President Yayi spent over 4 hours 
with the family members and myself. 
He committed the judiciary and the in-
vestigatory body in the Nation of 
Benin to accept the assistance of the 
U.S. FBI and our technology. During 
the course of our visit, he removed and 
separated the prisoners, as had been re-
quested by the FBI, to see to it those 
who are being held and thought to be 
guilty in this case could no longer com-
municate in the prisons where they 
were held. 

I don’t know what the ultimate re-
sult will be, and I want justice to be 
done. I want the right person to be per-
secuted and prosecuted, and the right 
person to pay the price, but I want clo-
sure for this family. 

I want to thank the American Em-
bassy, the State Department, and 
Samantha Power at the U.N. for the in-
tensity they have put into this inves-

tigation, as well as the U.S. FBI, and in 
particular Victor Lloyd, special agent 
in Lagos, Nigeria, for all the time he 
has dedicated. We seem to be at a point 
where everything is coming together 
toward a prosecution and, ultimately, 
a trial. When that happens, it will hap-
pen primarily because the U.S. Govern-
ment, the people of the United States 
of America, both President Bush and 
President Obama, and all in this Con-
gress have dedicated themselves to the 
interest of one child’s life—Kate Puzey. 

It is important the people of this 
country know that we as a body will 
come together behind any injured 
American, any loss of life, anybody 
who has deployed themselves on behalf 
of this country in the service of peace 
and prosperity. They deserve to know 
the U.S. Congress and this U.S. Senate 
are standing ready to help. 

But I am here in particular to pay 
tribute to the Embassy of Benin, to 
FBI Special Agent Victor Lloyd, and to 
all those who have helped and assisted 
in seeing to it the prosecution of the 
case in the murder of Kate Puzey 
comes to a final conclusion. I am grate-
ful for their service to America, grate-
ful for what they have done for the 
Puzey family in Georgia, and grateful 
that I live in a country that protects 
and loves those who have represented 
our interests wherever it may be, on 
whatever shore it may be, and in what-
ever country it may be. 

May God bless America, may God 
bless the Peace Corps, and may God 
bless the family of Kate Puzey. 

I yield back, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

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

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

FOR-PROFIT COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, as I 

speak, all over the country telephones 
are ringing. When the recipient of the 
call picks up, they are greeted by the 
friendly voice of a college recruiter 
from a for-profit college or university. 
It is easy to go back to school, this re-
cruiter will tell those who answer the 
phone. In fact, we can sign you up for 
Federal loans right now. 

That is the key. These for-profit col-
leges and universities target individ-
uals who qualify for easy Federal 
money. Pell grants and GI bill benefits 
are preferred. And all the promises 
sound so good to those who are receiv-
ing these phone calls. After all, going 
back to school is supposed to be the 
path to success and more money in 
your life. But before they know what 
has hit them, these people who an-
swered the phone call from for-profit 
schools and universities find out they 
are taking on more debt than they can 
even understand and may end up with a 
so-called education that is worthless. 

That is what happened to Jaqueta 
Cherry from North Carolina. After try-
ing a community college, Jaqueta was 
lured by the kind voice on the other 

end of the phone and the fancy com-
mercials on TV. She saw them in North 
Carolina. You see them across the 
United States. Get on a bus in Chicago 
and look around at all the signs trying 
to lure young people on those buses 
into for-profit colleges and univer-
sities. 

Jaqueta said: The schools blew up my 
phone. 

She enrolled at Everest College, 
which is part of the Corinthian College 
chain. The California attorney general 
is currently suing this chain of schools, 
and the Department of Education is in-
vestigating allegations that they lied 
to the Federal Government about their 
job placements. 

In the meantime, Jaqueta’s living 
situation changed, and she had to drop 
out and couldn’t continue her studies 
at Everest. It wasn’t long before she 
was tracked down by another for-profit 
school through a pop-up ad she clicked 
on, on the Internet. If someone is col-
lege age and gets on the Internet, they 
will see these ads bombarding them 
from for-profit colleges and univer-
sities. She got a call the next day from 
the Education Management Corpora-
tion’s The Art Institutes and signed up 
for an online program. 

After taking out more loans, Jaqueta 
found herself unable to continue her 
courses. Her roommate had moved out, 
left her with unpaid bills, and her only 
access to the Internet was a phone that 
was turned off 2 days prior to her final 
exams. At that point she was thou-
sands of dollars in debt with nothing to 
show for it. Guess what. The calls kept 
coming. DeVry—the second or third 
largest for-profit school in the United 
States, based in Chicago, currently 
being investigated by the Federal 
Trade Commission for their advertising 
and marketing policies—called her, and 
then ITT Tech called her as well. They 
are being sued by the Consumer Finan-
cial Protection Bureau for pressuring 
students into high-cost private loans. 

The calls she gets from Everest and 
The Art Institutes these days are not 
the kind voices they used to be. 
‘‘They’re very mean and threatening,’’ 
she says. Not surprising. You see, 
Jaqueta is no longer an ATM machine 
from which they can draw Federal dol-
lars. 

For many years for-profit schools 
were allowed to operate relatively free-
ly and often one step ahead of the regu-
lators. I am hopeful that with the in-
vestigations I mentioned and the many 
others that are occurring State by 
State, we may be turning a corner. We 
need to hold these schools—all schools 
but especially for-profit schools—ac-
countable to taxpayers, who often sub-
sidize up to 90 percent of their oper-
ations, and to students, who ultimately 
are their victims. 

If we take all the Federal money that 
goes to for-profit colleges and univer-
sities and total it up, it is around $20 
billion. This private sector group would 
be the equivalent of the ninth largest 
Federal agency in Washington. They 
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survive on Federal money. The only 
thing different is, of course, their em-
ployees aren’t Federal employees and 
their CEOs make more money than any 
employee of the Federal Government 
could ever dream of. 

There are a lot of agencies involved 
in looking at these for-profit colleges 
and universities—Department of Edu-
cation, Securities and Exchange Com-
mission, Consumer Financial Protec-
tion Bureau, Federal Trade Commis-
sion, Department of Defense, and oth-
ers. It is important that they work to-
gether. 

This morning I held a hearing in my 
Defense Appropriations Subcommittee. 
In front of me was the Secretary of the 
Navy, the Commandant of the Marine 
Corps, and the Chief of Naval Oper-
ations, and we talked about these 
schools. I can tell you in private what 
they told me. They are saddened at 
how many military families are lured 
into these schools and waste their GI 
benefits, going online to places called 
the American Military University— 
boy, doesn’t that sound official. That 
sounds like the real thing. It is another 
for-profit school that just happened to 
pick a name which appeals to a lot of 
soldiers, sailors, airmen, and marines. 

A nephew of mine was a doorman 
right up here. Then he served in the 
Army and was sent overseas to Afghan-
istan. I was so proud of him. He got 
home safely. Then he was sent to 
Korea. He came home safely. Now he is 
out of the Army. He contacted me once 
and said: I have good news for you. I 
avoided all those for-profit schools you 
warned me about, and I signed up with 
the American Military University. 

He didn’t know any better. He 
thought for sure that this was real. It 
is really not. I advised him that there 
is one university from his home State, 
the University of Maryland, which has 
been offering courses to the military 
for decades—and their hours are trans-
ferable when he comes home. 

Oh, he said. I should have thought of 
that. 

What the Navy told us this morning 
is they are now sitting down with the 
sailors and their families and saying: 
Think twice before you sign up for 
these for-profit schools. You are wast-
ing your GI benefits on schools that 
could be worthless. Think twice about 
whether those hours are transferable 
when you get out of the service. 

Sadly, there are too many American 
citizens—young people primarily and 
even members of the military—who 
were lured into these awful schools be-
fore anybody warned them. 

Senator TOM HARKIN of Iowa and I 
are working on a bill we will introduce 
next week to ensure that the agencies 
currently investigating all of these for- 
profit schools are coordinating their ef-
forts. He and I teamed up on this issue 
a long time ago. It is going to be a 
shame when Senator HARKIN retires 
from the Senate this year, but the for- 
profit schools should know that the 
spotlight TOM HARKIN turned on with 

his committee hearings is going to con-
tinue even after he leaves. 

An industry that receives more than 
$25 billion in Federal dollars and has 
such a terrible record needs aggressive 
oversight. We don’t owe it to just the 
taxpayers who are coming up with $25 
billion for these schools; we owe it to 
the students who are lured into these 
schools, lured into debt, and end up 
many times with nothing to show for 
it. 

We need to keep three numbers in 
mind when we think about the for-prof-
it colleges and universities, and I al-
ways warn people that these three 
numbers will be on the final, so listen 
closely. 

Ten percent of the students who 
graduate from high school go to for- 
profit colleges and universities; yet 
they receive 20 percent of all the Fed-
eral aid to education because they cost 
twice as much. For-profit colleges and 
universities account for 46 percent of 
all student loan defaults. So 10 percent 
of the students, 46 percent of the de-
faults. Why? They charge too much, 
they lure these students deep into debt, 
and the students can’t finish school or 
end up with worthless diplomas when 
they graduate. 

The sad reality is that the Federal 
Government is complicit. We are 
complicit because we don’t blow the 
whistle on these schools, which should 
never, ever—never—qualify for Pell 
grants and Federal student loans. 

There is a kicker. Unlike virtually 
every other debt you can incur in life, 
student loans are not dischargeable in 
bankruptcy. I have had students 
$150,000 in debt after 4 years in school 
and their lives are virtually ruined. 
They had no idea what they were get-
ting into. When they were private 
loans, those loans grew geometrically 
whenever they failed to pay. Where are 
those students today? They are living 
in their parents’ basement. They can-
not afford to get married, they cannot 
buy a car, and if they get married, they 
cannot afford to have children. They 
certainly cannot afford to borrow 
money to go to a real college or univer-
sity. They are stuck, and we ought to 
do something about it. 

Student loans in this country are ex-
ploding. They are trapping generations 
of students such as Jaqueta in poverty, 
and they are hurting their opportuni-
ties for being full members in our soci-
ety and economy. We have to address 
head-on these for-profit colleges which 
are a scourge on education. There are a 
few exceptions, but by and large this 
industry with 46 percent of the student 
loan defaults is shameful. 

Chairman HARKIN is going to hold a 
hearing in the Senate HELP Com-
mittee this week on the student loan 
programs. I am going to work with him 
and submit some testimony. Senator 
JACK REED of Rhode Island and Senator 
ELIZABETH WARREN of Massachusetts 
and I are putting together a package of 
bills. We are going to address this issue 
from a lot of different perspectives. 

There is no reason a college student 
should sign up for a private loan with 
higher interest rates and worse condi-
tions for payback when they are still 
eligible for government loans which 
are more flexible and have lower inter-
est rates. Yet some of these irrespon-
sible schools steer their kids into pri-
vate loans. The kids don’t know any 
better, neither do their parents. Sec-
ondly, they end up loaning money to 
these students and to their families 
that they will never, ever be able to 
pay back. Senator REED says they 
ought to have some skin in the game. 
At some point if they have been over-
extended in loans, they ought to have 
to eat some of those losses when the 
students cannot pay it back. 

Senator WARREN is tackling an even 
bigger issue about refinancing college 
loans. What is it all about? It is about 
giving a fair shot to these families and 
these students. We are going to talk a 
lot about this. 

When I think of where I am today, it 
is because of my mother who checked 
my report card every 6 weeks and told 
me I could always do better and be-
cause of that I ended up in college and 
law school and here I stand. I borrowed 
money from the government to do it 
and couldn’t have done it otherwise. So 
I believe in education, and I certainly 
believe kids from lower and middle-in-
come families, when they need to bor-
row money, should have that oppor-
tunity. What is happening today is out 
of hand. The debt we are piling on stu-
dents and their families is unconscion-
able, not just the for-profit schools but 
across the board. 

On this side of the aisle we believe 
these students deserve an opportunity, 
and they shouldn’t be saddled with a 
debt that can literally ruin their lives. 
We are going to be working on this 
issue as part of our effort this year to 
define what Congress can do to make 
this a better nation for working fami-
lies across the board to make sure ev-
eryone—everyone—has a fair shot. 

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

ator from Michigan is recognized. 
HEALTH CARE 

Ms. STABENOW. Thank you very 
much, Mr. President. 

We are 5 days away from the deadline 
to begin enrolling for health insurance 
under the Affordable Care Act—5 days 
for folks who don’t have insurance now 
or want to see if they can find a better 
deal under their local marketplace or 
Federal marketplace under the Afford-
able Care Act. 

We have heard the stories about the 
trouble with the Web site last October, 
but there are so many stories we 
haven’t heard of people successfully 
signing up now for health care cov-
erage. Those are the stories we want to 
talk about, in terms of the millions of 
people who are finding, in fact, for the 
first time they can have peace of mind, 
knowing they can find affordable 
health insurance and not only from a 
cost standpoint. 
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Every woman who is able to get in-

surance now knows she is not going to 
be rated differently and have higher 
costs from the insurance company just 
because she is a woman—being a 
woman previously was somehow a pre-
existing condition—or if she is wanting 
to have a baby, she knows she can have 
her maternity care covered, which was 
not true for millions of women. In fact, 
going to the private marketplace prior 
to health care reform, about 60 percent 
of the insurance policies didn’t cover 
something as important and basic as 
maternity care, unbelievably. So we 
are talking about people who are get-
ting covered and people who have peace 
of mind, knowing they have affordable 
coverage and they can’t get dropped if 
they get sick. 

In fact, now going forward, if anyone 
has a policy, they cannot get dropped 
just because they get sick. Anyone who 
has cancer or diabetes—children with 
juvenile diabetes or heart disease—all 
of the various concerns and chronic 
diseases people have, knows they can 
find insurance; that they will not be 
blocked from getting medical care and 
health insurance because of a pre-
existing condition. 

So far over 5 million people have al-
ready enrolled in private health insur-
ance plans through the new market-
places, including over 144,000 in my 
home State of Michigan, people who 
are finally in a position where they 
have peace of mind at night, knowing 
they have health insurance for them-
selves and their families if somebody 
gets sick. If they need preventive care, 
they are not going to have out-of-pock-
et costs to get the cancer screening, 
the mammogram, and other preventive 
care. 

In Michigan 144,000 individuals have 
signed up for health care, which is 
nearly 16,000 more people than was ac-
tually predicted at this point in time, 
because people want and need afford-
able health care. This is not a frill. We 
cannot control whether somebody in 
the family gets sick. Now there are 
things we can do to do our best to stay 
healthy, but we never know when 
something is going to happen, no mat-
ter our age or our circumstance. We all 
understand. We all want to make sure 
our children are covered, whether they 
are 3 years old or 30 years old. We want 
to make sure our moms and dads are 
covered, and we want to make sure we 
have coverage as a small business 
owner, that there is access to afford-
able coverage. People are signing up 
because this is personal for them and 
for their families. 

I wish to share success stories of 
three of my constituents today. The 
first story is about LaNika, a 34-year- 
old volleyball coach from Flint, MI, 
who lived without health insurance for 
years while she focused on developing 
her career path. She didn’t think she 
needed health insurance because she 
was healthy. One day she had an acci-
dent. She was playing volleyball, and 
she and another woman collided, leav-

ing her with a concussion. We all know 
head injuries are serious. So she had no 
choice but to go to the emergency 
room without having health insurance. 

By the way, we all know that people 
who go to the emergency room without 
health insurance get treated, as they 
should, and then everybody with insur-
ance—this is the way we have done it 
for decades—everybody with insurance 
sees their rates go up to pay for folks 
going into the emergency room, get-
ting care in the most expensive way 
possible, which is going to the emer-
gency room for care, rather than seeing 
a doctor. 

In this particular case LaNika said 
this was her aha moment. After going 
to the ER, LaNika logged on to 
healthcare.gov to see if she could get 
covered. She entered her information, 
she compared plans, and she selected 
the best plan for her. She ended up se-
lecting a silver plan from Michigan’s 
largest health insurance company for 
less than $100 a month because of her 
income level. 

The whole process, she said, took an 
hour. She said that getting her insur-
ance card was like a breath of fresh air 
because she knew that if disaster 
struck again she would be covered. 
Peace of mind, as they say in the com-
mercials, is priceless. Now she can go 
see a doctor without worrying about a 
bill she cannot afford to pay. 

Another constituent, Jim, from 
Shelby, MI, shared his story too. He 
had seen all the bad press, he said, on 
the Affordable Care Act on TV and so-
cial media and thought it wasn’t worth 
it to sign up. He planned to sign his 
family up for COBRA coverage because 
he had worked and was going to sign up 
for COBRA to keep his former employ-
er’s coverage going but found out that 
wasn’t an option. He decided to give 
healthcare.gov a try. After filling out 
his basic information, he saw how low 
his costs for good coverage would be 
and he signed up his family. Because he 
had such a positive experience, he 
began sharing it on Facebook so other 
people could see how easy it was to get 
covered. A recent post of his read: 
‘‘There are only a few days left to sign 
up. Don’t let this opportunity pass 
without taking a look,’’ which is our 
message today. Don’t let this oppor-
tunity pass without taking a look. 

Another constituent, Bryan, from 
Okemos called my East Lansing office 
because he was upset that his health 
plan had been canceled. The replace-
ment plan he was offered by his insurer 
wasn’t affordable. He let us know how 
upset he was. He then asked what he 
was supposed to do. 

We suggested he go to healthcare.gov 
to see if he could find a more affordable 
option that would meet his needs. He 
said he didn’t have a computer. So we 
gave him the 1–800 number to call. He 
was skeptical, of course, that he would 
find a good plan. He expected to have 
to wait on the phone for hours to talk 
to somebody, but we encouraged him to 
give it a try. 

He called the office back shortly with 
some good news. He had called the 1– 
800 number and someone answered 
right away. They were very friendly 
and helpful, he said. They helped Bryan 
find a plan that had better coverage 
than his old plan. On top of that, it was 
$60 per month cheaper than his old 
plan, and he was able to add dental 
coverage too. He apologized for his first 
call. 

We certainly understand that when 
people get those kinds of notices that 
the insurance they have has been can-
celed, of course everyone responds with 
panic and being upset with what is 
going on, what is going to happen to 
me. But the good news is that he was 
able to call the 1–800 number and, in 
fact, find better coverage that was 
lower priced and he is now also covered 
for important dental care. He said he is 
extremely happy with the Affordable 
Care Act. 

LaNika’s, Jim’s, and Ryan’s stories 
aren’t unique. They are very typical. 
Despite all of the hype and all of the ef-
forts that have gone on, they are very 
typical. It is important that people get 
beyond all the politics of health care, 
which for the life of me I don’t know 
why we are not all working together to 
make sure people have the health care 
they need and the information they 
need—for all the politics that have 
come before, for people to get beyond 
that and just find out for themselves if 
it will work. Hopefully, it will and they 
will have the same kind of results that 
LaNika and Jim and Ryan had. 

To everyone in America who doesn’t 
have health insurance right now and 
needs to sign up but hasn’t yet, there is 
less than 1 week to begin the process. 
Once you have begun, I want to make 
sure you complete it. 

I appreciate the President’s willing-
ness to allow more people time to com-
plete that process because health care 
is an essential in life that literally can 
be about life or death for a person or 
their family. I would suggest that folks 
not get left behind but get covered as 
LaNika, Jim, and Bryan did. It is 
quick, it will give you peace of mind, 
and we are hopeful you will find it to 
be something that is very good for you 
and your family. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from California is recognized. 

Mrs. BOXER. I thank Senator STABE-
NOW not only for her statement, but 
she has talked a lot about people she 
meets in her State and they say to her: 
Senator, all we want is a fair shot. Be-
fore Senator STABENOW leaves the floor 
I wanted to say I hear the same thing 
at home as well. When it comes to in-
surance all people want is a fair shot at 
affordable insurance. That is why we 
are here today. We are here to cele-
brate the fourth anniversary of the Af-
fordable Care Act. 

I say for the record, we have millions 
of reasons in California to say thank 
you for the Affordable Care Act, and I 
will go through some of the numbers. 
We have exceeded our goals. We have 
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now signed up 1 million, and that is 
300,000 over our goal. We now know 
President Obama has extended the 
signup period for those who are signing 
up on the national exchange. We are 
not sure yet whether California is 
going to extend its time. Anyone with-
in the sound of my voice—those in 
California—need to know that we have 
not yet extended the time, so join the 
millions of Californians who have 
signed up through the exchanges. 

Let’s be clear: This is a real partisan 
battle. The House Republicans have 
been bragging about the 54 times they 
voted to repeal the Affordable Care 
Act, but I have to tell them before they 
vote again to tear this law down and 
vilify this law for the 55th time: Pay 
attention to the people in my State 
and all over the country. 

I will go through the math of what is 
happening here. In addition to the 1 
million people in California who have 
signed up on the exchange, we have 
400,000 young adults who are staying on 
their parents’ insurance policies and 1.8 
million people on Medicaid. When I say 
we have more than a million reasons to 
say thank you for this law, we really 
do. 

I have some other numbers to add to 
this. Eight million Californians now 
have access to free preventive care, in-
cluding mammograms, birth control, 
and immunizations; 16 million Califor-
nians with preexisting conditions, such 
as asthma, cancer, and diabetes are 
guaranteed coverage—including 2.2 
million children. California seniors and 
people with disabilities are saving 
money on prescription drugs—350,000, 
thanks to the work we did to close that 
doughnut hole, and 12 million Califor-
nians have new insurance protections 
and no longer have to worry about hit-
ting annual limits on their health care. 

I say to the Republicans: Wake up 
and see what is happening in your com-
munities. Don’t take my word for it. 
Listen to some of my Californians: 

Just got my Obamacare Covered CA insur-
ance plan. I’m ecstatic. Saving $400 a month. 

Another Californian said: ‘‘Loving 
my new health coverage, way to go 
California.’’ 

Another person wrote: 
Just paid my first premium for Covered CA 

healthcare. A 42% reduction for a nearly 
identical plan. 

Bobby Dutta from Sacramento 
writes: 

I was being crushed by the heavy burden of 
health insurance premium costs. I had a PPO 
plan with Anthem Blue Cross and was paying 
$1,324 per month for a family of two. Now, for 
a comparable plan through ACA, my pre-
miums are $61 per month. 

Earth to Republicans: People are sav-
ing so much money because of the Af-
fordable Care Act. They are getting 
peace of mind. Why would Republicans 
want to repeal a law that is helping so 
many people in California and across 
the country? I have never seen a law so 
vilified. 

Today I went back to the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD—and I want to share 

this with Senator MURPHY, who has or-
ganized this today. I thought this was 
the only law Republicans vilified, but I 
went back to take a look at when So-
cial Security was debated and passed. 

In 1935, on the floor of the House dur-
ing the debate on Social Security, a 
Republican Congressman from Ohio 
said: 

This is compulsion of the rankest kind. 

That was how he talked about Social 
Security. He called it rank. 

Do not be misled by the title. The title 
says ‘‘Old Age Benefits.’’ Shame on you for 
putting such a misleading and unfair title on 
such a nefarious bill. Old-age benefits? Think 
of it! What a travesty! . . . 

Another Republican Congressman 
from Pennsylvania said: 

. . . security for the individual, whether 
worker or aged, will be a mockery and a 
sham if . . . [we] allot to our people the role 
of puppets of a socialistic state . . . 

Doesn’t this sound familiar? If you do 
anything for people, Republicans will 
call you a socialist. They call Social 
Security socialist. 

He says: 
We cannot provide a sense of security by 

programs for the destruction of wealth . . . 

That is how he described Social Secu-
rity. Listen, people pay into Social Se-
curity. It is an insurance plan. People 
pay premiums for their health care. 

I have to say it: The Republicans are 
vilifying the Affordable Care Act just 
as they vilified Social Security and 
they vilified Medicare. 

Let’s look at what Republicans said 
about Medicare. In 1965 a Representa-
tive from Missouri said: 

. . . we cannot stand idly by now, as the 
Nation is urged to embark on an ill-con-
ceived adventure in government medicine, 
the end of which no one can see, and from 
which the patient is certain to be the ulti-
mate sufferer. 

I say to my colleagues: This is unbe-
lievable. In 1965, the Republicans said 
that government medicine, which they 
called Medicare, even though you have 
a private doctor, would lead to patients 
suffering. If you ask patients who have 
Medicare now if they like it, they love 
it. Even the rightwing tea partiers who 
came to Washington had signs that 
said: ‘‘Hands off my Medicare.’’ The 
Republicans vilified Medicare. 

How about another one? A Repub-
lican from Wyoming had this to say 
about Medicare: 

I am disturbed about the effect this legisla-
tion would have upon our economy and upon 
our private insurance system . . . 

In 1995, Dick Armey, the Republican 
House majority leader, said that Medi-
care is ‘‘a program I would have no 
part of in a free world.’’ 

I want people to understand that 
when the Republicans vilify the Afford-
able Care Act, they are doing exactly 
what they did on Social Security and 
Medicare. They were on the wrong side 
of history then and they are on the 
wrong side of history now. And, of 
course, Newt Gingrich said Medicare 
was ‘‘going to wither on the vine.’’ 
Well, it would, if Republicans con-
trolled this place. 

Senate Majority Leader Dole said in 
1996, ‘‘I was there, fighting the fight, 
voting against Medicare . . . because 
we knew it wouldn’t work in 1965.’’ 

Folks, there is a big difference be-
tween the parties. When you see the 
Republicans start to vote again to re-
peal the Affordable Care Act, that is 
what they wanted to do to Social Secu-
rity and that is what they wanted to do 
to Medicare. We stopped them then, 
and we will stop them now. All they 
want to do is repeal all of these great 
benefits that are helping millions of 
people, and I say to them: Enough al-
ready. Enough. Work with us. Let’s 
make sure everyone in America has 
that sense of security that they can 
handle whatever health impacts hit 
their families. 

I thank my colleague from Con-
necticut. 

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

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, we 
are here to point out that there are an 
awful lot of Americans who are win-
ning because of the Affordable Care 
Act—whether it is a mom with kids 
who have gotten out of college but 
couldn’t get health care on their own 
who can now stay on mom and dad’s 
policy. That is one less thing for her to 
worry about—her 22- or 23-year-old 
children; that is a pretty big win. 

Olive, who has been in touch with 
me, is a Rhode Islander from 
Woonsocket. She used to go into the 
doughnut hole every year because her 
husband has Alzheimer’s and needs ex-
pensive medication. She saved $2,400 in 
the first year alone. That is a signifi-
cant benefit for Olive. 

We have people who are trapped in 
their jobs because they couldn’t get 
away. They were chained to their jobs 
because of the need of insurance. 
Alana, from Warwick, was one such 
person. She was working at one of our 
universities. She liked her job, but she 
really wanted to be a Web entre-
preneur. She was tied to her job by em-
ployer-supplied health care. She went 
to HealthSource Rhode Island back in 
December and found a plan that 
worked for her. The plan’s premium 
was so low she told me it sent her 
‘‘over the moon.’’ She has become the 
proud owner of her own Rhode Island 
small business because she had the con-
fidence she could go forward. Stories 
such as Alana’s abound not just in 
Rhode Island but across the country. 

When I first came into our Rhode Is-
land health exchange, the first person I 
saw who was ahead of me in line had 
boxes of Dunkin’ Donuts and two big 
boxes of coffee. They had been there 
earlier in the afternoon, and the people 
who worked there were able to help 
them sign up for health insurance for 
the first time for their family. They 
were so thrilled they brought in dough-
nuts and coffee as a thank-you. That is 
the story we see. 

I have to say that we have to look at 
what the problem was with health care. 
This is where we should be working to-
gether. Look at where the costs are 
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going; that is health care costs. In 1960, 
$27 billion, and $2.7 trillion in 2011. This 
was out of control. This was not going 
to be sustainable. Something abso-
lutely, positively has to be done to get 
health care under control. 

The unsung part of the Affordable 
Care Act is the part that begins the 
change in our delivery system reform 
so we can make our system affordable. 
Do we do it by taking things away 
from people? No. We do it by making 
the system better. How do we know 
that will work? 

Here is a graph of all the major coun-
tries that are various kinds of competi-
tors with us: Switzerland, Norway, 
Netherlands, Great Britain, Japan, and 
basically the rest of the major indus-
trial nations. If you plot their life ex-
pectancy in years and their population 
against how much they spend per cap-
ita on health care, you get a pretty 
solid grouping through here, and you 
get a pretty clear curve that can be 
drawn through that. 

Well, here is the U.S.A. We are way 
more per capita than the most expen-
sive country—better than $2,000 per 
person more per capita than the other 
most expensive countries in the world. 
Look at us for life expectancy. We 
come in around Chile and the Czech Re-
public, and we are below all of our com-
petitors. 

There is huge room for improve-
ment—better health care at lower costs 
that will extend our lives and reduce 
the costs. If we just move back into 
this pack, we would save $1 trillion a 
year in health care in this country— 
not just the government, but across 
the country. It would help businesses, 
it would help taxpayers, and it would 
help everybody. 

There are different ways to do it. 
Here is one little example. This is peo-
ple who are readmitted after they have 
gone into the hospital. What was hap-
pening was that after people got out of 
the hospital and went back to their 
nursing home or back to their house, 
their discharge plan was not very good. 
Their doctor may not have even known 
they were getting out, and they didn’t 
know what to do with their medica-
tions. So what happens? Two weeks or 
a month later, they are back in the 
hospital again. We decided to do some-
thing about it in the Affordable Care 
Act. 

This is the readmission rate. It was 
rocking along around 19 percent, and 
then along comes our bill in 2011, and it 
starts to drop. It starts to drop pretty 
dramatically. If we can keep that up, 
we save the money of all of those re-
admissions. You don’t pay for a read-
mission that never happens. It is an ab-
solute economic savings. Plus, the fam-
ily doesn’t have to worry about grand-
ma going back into the hospital again 
and picking up a hospital-acquired in-
fection or some other cost like that. 

I thank the Senator from Con-
necticut, Senator MURPHY, for orga-
nizing us on the floor today. 

I want to summarize that there is a 
great human interest story to tell 

about the Affordable Care Act that is 
helping families not only in Rhode Is-
land but across the country; and more-
over, it is a great tool for us as I hope 
we can work together to improve our 
delivery system of health care so we 
are delivering better health care to 
Americans for a lower cost. We know 
we can do it. For crying out loud, if 
Greece and these other countries can 
do it, then by God so can the United 
States of America. 

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

ator from Connecticut. 
Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, I thank 

Senator WHITEHOUSE, who is an ex-
traordinary leader on the issue of try-
ing to control costs and improving 
quality. Senator STABENOW and Sen-
ator BOXER have been down here talk-
ing about the importance of the Afford-
able Care Act long before I got to this 
body, and I thank them for being with 
us as well. 

Our message is pretty simple. Our 
message is that the Affordable Care 
Act is working. We know that because 
just yesterday we had record numbers 
of people who went onto the Web site 
to try to sign up for coverage. They 
placed calls into the call centers. We 
had 1.2 million people who went on the 
Web site yesterday looking for cov-
erage. About 390,000 people placed a 
call. 

We are seeing extraordinary levels of 
signups day after day. It looks as 
though we are on pace to achieve the 
goal to help those 6 million individuals 
sign up. That is not surprising because 
folks have been crying out in despera-
tion for a better way for years and 
years. People such as one constituent 
of mine, Sean Hannon, from Weston, 
CT—I talked about him earlier on the 
floor today. He had a plan for him and 
his family that cost about $1,400 a 
month. Under the Affordable Care Act 
and the Connecticut Exchange, he is 
now paying $309. He wrote a really won-
derful letter talking about what that 
means to him and his family, and he 
ended with this. He said: 

We are sharing all of this personal infor-
mation— 

His family is sharing this personal 
information— 
because there is an aggressive campaign un-
derway to dismantle this valuable program. 
The misinformation being put out there is 
skewing public opinion and this must not 
happen. 

Part of the reason why we have de-
cided to come to the floor week after 
week is because Republicans who are 
spreading mythology about this law 
not working for people are chilling in-
terest all across the country in signing 
up. Part of the reason why we are here 
on the floor is because there are Gov-
ernors and State legislatures all 
around the country that are working to 
undermine the law rather than to im-
plement the law. But in States such as 
California and Connecticut, that are 
actually working to make the law 
work, we are seeing record numbers of 

people sign up, and we are seeing story 
after story such as the Hannons. 

In Connecticut, we had a goal of sign-
ing up about 100,000 to 120,000 people be-
tween Medicaid and the health care ex-
changes. Right now we have 170,000 
people signed up. I don’t know what 
our final number will be, but I imagine 
it will likely be double, if not more, of 
what our original estimate was. Why? 
Because we are actually going out and 
making it easy, simple for people to 
sign up. When we go out and make it 
easy for people to get affordable insur-
ance, guess what. They want it. 

Now that we are celebrating the 4- 
year mark of this law’s being signed by 
President Obama, it is worthwhile to 
talk for a second about what the re-
ality was before the law was passed and 
what the reality of the law is today be-
cause that explains why we are seeing 
this overflow of interest in this final 
week of signup. 

Before the passage of this law, there 
were 3.4 million seniors who were Medi-
care Part D enrollees—that is the pre-
scription drug benefit—who were fall-
ing into the doughnut hole. There was 
about 15 percent of those using drugs in 
that doughnut hole who were skipping 
or stopping medications when they 
reached that gap in coverage. The aver-
age senior could be paying out as much 
as $160 in cost-sharing for certain pro-
cedures such as colorectal cancer 
screenings, paying lots and lots of 
money in preventive health care 
copays that had effectively stopped a 
lot of seniors from getting that 
wellness coverage they so badly need-
ed. 

So what has happened after the pas-
sage of the law? There are 7.9 million 
seniors who are now in the doughnut 
hole and saving, on average, about 
$1,200 in drug costs. That is $9.9 billion 
being saved by seniors because of the 
Affordable Care Act. Thirty-seven mil-
lion seniors all across the country have 
taken advantage of the free preventive 
care, getting at least one free preven-
tive service now that the law is in ef-
fect. 

Let’s look at the other end of the age 
spectrum. Before this law was passed, 
31.4 percent of young adults between 
ages 19 and 25 lacked coverage. That 
was nearly double the national rate. 
We are seeing young people flock to 
sign up for these health care ex-
changes, but even before that, about 3 
million young adults all across the 
country had gained coverage because 
the health care law allows them to 
stay on their parents’ coverage until 
age 26. 

Before the law, women often paid 50 
percent more in premiums because of 
gender rating—the idea that one could 
be charged more as a woman simply be-
cause she is a woman. Put another 
way, being female was listed by many 
insurance companies as a preexisting 
condition. After the law, gender rating 
was banned, and women are on equity 
with men in terms of the rates they 
pay. 
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For middle-class families that have 

been struggling with health care costs 
because of a crippling illness, they now 
never have to worry about losing cov-
erage simply because someone gets 
sick or not being able to afford cov-
erage in the first place because of a 
preexisting condition. A world in which 
60 percent of all personal bankruptcies 
were reported to be related to medical 
costs will be history in this country. 

Four years after the passage of the 
law, that is the reality of what life was 
like before: Seniors paying thousands 
of dollars more in prescription drug 
costs, young adults unable to get cov-
erage, women paying more for health 
care simply because they are women. 
The new reality is much different. 

I imagine that is also why a new poll 
out this week tells us that 60 percent of 
Americans want to keep the Affordable 
Care Act in place. They may entertain 
some minor changes to the law, but 
less than 20 percent of Americans want 
to see this law repealed. 

There is a total incongruity between 
what people out there believe, what 
they are experiencing, and what we are 
hearing as the reality from our Repub-
lican colleagues. That is why we are 
going to come down to the floor week 
after week and talk about how the Af-
fordable Care Act is working for mil-
lions of Americans. 

Finally, I wish to share one story be-
cause Republicans are very good at 
coming down and telling stories about 
people who have disagreements with 
the law. We are beginning to see an 
overflow of stories and anecdotes from 
people whose lives are being trans-
formed. 

Anne Masterson, from Norwich, CT, 
writes this: 

Because of a minor preexisting condition, I 
was unable to get health insurance as an in-
dividual. I could get it through my business, 
my own law practice. I’ve always opted for 
good coverage, but I paid dearly for it. My 
premiums this year increased $965 a month— 
equivalent to a second mortgage payment. 

Let’s just break that down. What she 
is saying is she could get coverage 
through her business, but she couldn’t 
get coverage as an individual, and that 
was the real story for decades when it 
came to individuals who had a pre-
existing condition. For many of them, 
it wasn’t a matter of just having to pay 
more for health care; they couldn’t get 
insurance at all because of a pre-
existing condition, and that was the 
real world for Anne Masterson. 

She further goes on to say this: 
Part of my practice is representing chil-

dren and the elderly in local probate courts. 
While not very lucrative, it’s one of the most 
professionally satisfying things I do. I feel 
like I make a difference. However, with the 
increased premiums, I don’t know how I 
could continue to pay for my health insur-
ance. 

Let’s break that down for a second. 
Think of all the people all across this 
country who are stuck in a job simply 
because they have to get health care 
for them and their family. Think of all 
of the innovation that is being stymied 

because people can’t go out and start a 
business because it would involve tak-
ing the risk of going for a period of 
time without health care. 

Anne was contemplating giving up 
work she loved, work she was good at, 
representing children and the elderly— 
maybe one of the most important jobs 
we have in our legal system—because 
she couldn’t afford to pay the pre-
miums on that salary. 

She finishes by saying: 
Under the Affordable Care Act silver plan, 

I’ll have the exact same Anthem policy I 
have now—and pay nearly $600 less per 
month. Not only will I have the peace of 
mind of having good health insurance, but 
I’ll also be able to continue representing our 
most vulnerable citizens. 

We should step back and try to think 
about what our job really is here. We 
get consumed with studies and num-
bers and data, but really our job is to 
protect the security of this country 
and to try to increase the quality of 
life for the people we represent. It is 
hard to sometimes measure whether we 
are doing a good job at increasing the 
quality of life, but it is really about 
trying to make sure the people we rep-
resent are happy. 

Happiness comes in all sorts of dif-
ferent ways, but happiness had been 
stolen from millions of families across 
the country because every morning 
they would wake up thinking about 
how sick they were or how sick their 
child was or how sick their husband or 
wife was and their inability to pay for 
it. 

We hear those words ‘‘peace of mind’’ 
come up over and over when people 
talk about the Affordable Care Act. 
Yes, they are getting better coverage. 
Yes, they are healthier, but they just 
feel better about their existence in this 
world because they no longer have to 
worry about being part of the 60 per-
cent of bankruptcies caused by medical 
debt. They no longer have to worry 
whether their child is going to have to 
have their life dictated by the terms of 
their illness. 

We can talk about the 5 million peo-
ple who have signed up in exchanges all 
across the country or the fact that, as 
Senator WHITEHOUSE says, the Federal 
Government is slated to save $1.2 tril-
lion as compared to previous estimates 
on health care costs. We can talk about 
the $9 billion that seniors are saving 
because of the Affordable Care Act 
when it comes to prescription drug 
costs. But if we really want to talk 
about the transformation in the Af-
fordable Care Act, if we really want to 
read into all of these letters we are get-
ting in increasing volumes, it is about 
the fact that people don’t have to wake 
up every day worrying about health 
care, worrying about getting sick, wor-
rying about how they are going to pay 
for an illness. 

Maybe, in the end, when this law is 
fully implemented and ultimately Re-
publicans come to this floor and defend 
it, just as they do Medicare, that will 
be the true measure of how the Afford-
able Care Act works. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL). The clerk will call the 
roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

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

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

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

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

UKRAINE 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, tomor-
row we are going to have an oppor-
tunity to vote on S. 2124, and I am 
pleased to learn that it looks as if 
there is going to be overwhelming sup-
port in the Senate for the passage of S. 
2124. This is the legislation that helps 
Ukraine in dealing with the invasion 
by Russia. 

Russia’s illegal actions of using its 
military to overtake Crimea, a part of 
Ukraine, violate numerous inter-
national obligations that Russia has 
committed to. 

I have the honor of chairing the U.S. 
Helsinki Commission. The Helsinki Ac-
cords were entered into in 1975. Russia 
was one of the leading forces for form-
ing the OSCE. 

Russia’s taking over of Crimea vio-
lates its commitments it made under 
the Helsinki Final Act. It violates the 
1994 Budapest Memorandum, which was 
signed by the United States, the United 
Kingdom, Ukraine, and Russia, that 
guaranteed basically Ukraine’s integ-
rity of its land. It violates the 1997 
Ukraine-Russia bilateral treaty. It vio-
lates the U.N. Charter. The list goes on 
and on and on. 

So I believe it is absolutely essential 
that we have a strong voice in standing 
with the people of Ukraine. There was 
absolutely no justification whatsoever 
for Russia’s action. There was no 
threat to any of the ethnic commu-
nities in Ukraine. All the rights of the 
people were being protected. The coun-
try was in transition from a corrupt 
government to a government that re-
spected the rights of its citizens. If 
there was any provocation whatsoever 
of any unrest, it was caused by Russia’s 
presence in Ukraine. 

We got reports from the chief rabbi 
in Kiev that Russia was staging anti- 
Semitic provocations in Crimea, and 
the list goes on and on as to what Rus-
sia was doing in order to try to give 
some justification for its actions. 

Russia’s thinly veiled landgrab, 
cloaked in the cloth of self-determina-
tion, must not go unchallenged. Here is 
what I think is critically important: 
This is a dangerous precedent. We saw 
Russia use a similar action in Georgia, 
and now in Crimea in Ukraine. There 
are other territorial issues involved 
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around the world. If this goes un-
checked, if we do not speak with a uni-
fied voice, it just encourages more irre-
sponsible action by Russia in other 
countries. 

We know that we have concerns 
about the South China Sea. We know 
we have concerns about Moldova. 
There are many other areas where Rus-
sia could be involved in its border 
areas. 

So all of these issues are matters for 
us to speak with a strong unified voice. 
S. 2124 does that. It does it in two prin-
cipal ways. 

First, it imposes the sanctions 
against those responsible for Russia’s 
invasion into Crimea, Ukraine. It pro-
vides sanctions so that these individ-
uals are not permitted to come to the 
United States. There are economic 
sanctions in regard to the use of our 
banking system. These are similar 
sanctions to what are now being im-
posed by our European allies. 

We need to isolate Russia. As we all 
know, the G8, which included Russia, is 
now a G7 without Russia. Russia needs 
to know that there will be sanctions 
imposed, and they will be stronger 
sanctions unless they stop this aggres-
sive action. 

In addition, the legislation provides 
economic assistance to the new Gov-
ernment of Ukraine. Just 2 weeks ago 
the Prime Minister of Ukraine was 
here and met with Members of the Sen-
ate. I tell you, it was inspirational to 
listen to his vision for Ukraine as a 
democratic, independent state, with 
full integration into Europe. That is 
important. He is preparing for a May 25 
election for the Presidency of Ukraine. 

These are all very, very positive 
steps. But if Ukraine does not have the 
economic foothold to be able to develop 
the type of economy and strength in 
their country, it will be difficult for 
Ukraine to be maintained as a viable 
independent state. 

Here is where the United States and 
our European allies, and I hope the 
global community, come together, as 
we have in this legislation, to provide 
economic help on a restructured eco-
nomic plan for Ukraine that will help 
them move forward in a very construc-
tive way. 

Mr. President, I must tell you I am 
disappointed, though, that the reforms 
of the IMF will be eliminated from this 
legislation. I think that is regrettable. 
We are entering into a plan for Ukraine 
that very much depends upon the 
IMF’s—the International Monetary 
Fund’s—plan to make sure that the 
moneys we are spending, Europe is 
spending, and other countries are loan-
ing and providing to Ukraine are based 
upon a sound economic plan that will 
work. That is why the IMF is there. 
And they will be there. But the United 
States needs to be a full participant in 
the IMF. We are out of compliance, and 
here is another opportunity lost for us 
to be in full compliance with the IMF. 
I am disappointed about that. 

But as I said as I took the floor, we 
must speak with one voice—the Obama 

administration; the House, the Senate; 
the Congress—as we stand with the 
people of Ukraine for their integrity, 
for their independence, and for the ad-
herence to international principles, 
which Russia has clearly violated. 

With that, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

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

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

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak for up to 
10 minutes as in morning business. 

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

THE MINIMUM WAGE 
Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, on Octo-

ber 16, 1936, President Roosevelt visited 
the then-largest city in Ohio, the town 
my wife and I live in, Cleveland, OH. 
He spoke about why the ‘‘trickle 
down’’ theory does not work—this 
whole view that has been tried a num-
ber of times in our country: trickle 
down economics—that trickle down ec-
onomics does not work. That is when 
you give major tax breaks to the 
wealthiest people in the country. 

President Roosevelt called them 
‘‘economic royalists’’—a term that 
sounds a little out of date but maybe 
fairly descriptive. But President Roo-
sevelt said when you help the wealthy 
get wealthier and wealthier—my Re-
publican colleagues call them the ‘‘job 
creators,’’ but it just does not work 
that way; the hope then is that some of 
that wealth they accumulate—and we 
do not resent their wealth, we do not 
envy their wealth; we just do not think 
it is good economic policy for Toledo 
or Gallipolis or Chillicothe or Cleve-
land—that when the wealthiest people 
get richer and richer, it does not really 
trickle down and create jobs. 

Forget Franklin Roosevelt for a 
minute. Look at two decades in very 
recent memory—the 1990s during the 
Clinton years and the 8 years during 
the Bush years. From 1993 to 2000, the 
Clinton years, we actually reduced the 
budget deficit to the point where there 
was a surplus. There was an increase in 
taxes on upper income people and some 
budget cuts. But what happened during 
that 8 years is that 21 million private 
sector jobs were added to our economy 
between 1993 and 2000—21 million pri-
vate sector jobs. 

Then President Bush took office. 
Twice—once in 2001 and once in 2003— 
with the assistance of kind of a bought- 
and-sold special interest Congress in 
those days, President Bush gave major 
tax cuts to the wealthiest people in 
this country. You know the theory, 
‘‘trickle down.’’ You give tax breaks to 
the rich and it trickles down to mod-
erate-income, middle-class people and 
creates jobs. Well, the middle class 
shrank during those 8 years. President 

Bush gave major tax cuts to the rich 
twice. Do you know how many jobs 
were created during those 8 years? 
Under 1 million private sector jobs. 

So from 1993 to 2000 when we did not 
follow trickle-down economics, there 
were 21 million private sector jobs. 
During the 8 years of the Bush admin-
istration, there were big tax cuts for 
the rich—twice. There was essentially 
no real job creation in the private sec-
tor. 

A number of my colleagues want to 
continue that policy. But let’s look at 
it the other way. The real job creation 
is not tax breaks for the richest people, 
it trickles down, and maybe some jobs 
will be created for the middle class and 
for low-income people. Let’s look at it 
the other way. Let’s look at it as the 
real job creation is from the bottom 
up. One of the ways to do that is a min-
imum wage increase. It will not mean 
everything, but look at this. The min-
imum wage today is worth $7.25 an 
hour nationally, in some States a little 
bit higher. My State is 90 cents higher 
than that, I believe. But the minimum 
wage today has one-third less buying 
power than it did in 1968. In 1968 a cou-
ple with minimum wage jobs—a hus-
band and wife—actually had an OK 
standard of living. They were not doing 
great, but they were making it. They 
could afford to pay their rent. They 
could afford a car. They could afford 
some things. They were doing sort of 
OK. 

The minimum wage today—again, a 
minimum wage job—has one-third less 
buying power than it had in 1968. But 
think about this: The minimum wage 
for tipped employees—I imagine a 
number of the pages who are sitting 
here today are not indicative; it is real-
ly older people generally who have had 
minimum wage jobs and have had jobs 
where they rely on tips. It is a myth 
that minimum wage jobs are held by 
mostly teenagers. They are not. Min-
imum wage jobs are often held by peo-
ple supporting themselves, and they 
are supporting kids sometimes on min-
imum wage jobs. They are not teen-
agers or mostly in their twenties and 
thirties. 

But get this. Do you know how much 
the tipped minimum wage is? It is $2.13 
an hour. That means when you see a 
valet at an airport—if you go to Cleve-
land Hopkins Airport and you see 
someone pushing a wheelchair with an 
often older disabled person in it, those 
are tipped jobs. Those people do not 
even make $7.25 an hour. But they can 
make as little as $2.13 an hour. Do you 
know the last time they got a raise, 
the last time the tipped minimum wage 
was raised? It was 1992. For 20-plus 
years the tipped minimum wage has 
been $2.13 an hour. It has been that for 
20 years. That means that the waitress 
in the diner, the server in the diner, 
the valet in front of the restaurant, the 
person pushing the wheelchair or driv-
ing the cart at the airport, the person 
working in the hotel, their minimum 
wage is $2.13 an hour. 
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The people opposed to this minimum 

wage increase—to me, some of the 
most self-absorbed interest groups in 
this country and some of the best off— 
say: Well, nobody really makes that be-
cause people get these tips. 

Well, if they work at a really high- 
end restaurant where the average pa-
tron will spend $75 or $100, buy a few 
drinks, where there is an expensive 
menu and all of that, the waiters do a 
little better. They make $50,000 or 
$60,000 or $70,000 a year if they are busy 
enough and if they are working enough 
hours, some even more than that. But 
in the diner where three retirees will 
come in on a Tuesday morning and 
drink coffee and sit there for 2 hours 
and take up a table, that waitress is 
usually a woman who is a sub-min-
imum wage tipped employee. The peo-
ple may leave $1 on the table, and she 
has worked for 2 hours. All they buy is 
coffee, and she keeps filling it up and 
filling it up. Think about the wear and 
tear on her body. She is standing on 
her feet all the time. She is working 
hard. You know, we like to think we 
work hard in the Senate. We do, but we 
do not do that and it is not so hard on 
our bodies. 

When I think about this minimum 
wage—I am never angry about politics. 
One of my heroes was Hubert Hum-
phrey. They called him the ‘‘Happy 
Warrior’’ because he always fought for 
justice but he was not angry. But there 
are some things that make me angry 
about this job, such as when I see some 
of my colleagues—and there are a num-
ber of them—vote for pay increases for 
themselves and then vote against the 
minimum wage. They may tell you 
they work hard. They are not working 
harder than that person pushing the 
cart at the airport. They are not work-
ing harder than the woman in the diner 
who is filling the coffee cup. 

I urge my colleagues to do something 
that Pope Francis mentioned. Pope 
Francis exhorted his parish priests to 
go out and smell like the flock. You 
think about the Biblical allegory of 
that, the sheep and the Old Testament 
and the shepherd. When he said ‘‘go out 
and smell like the flock’’ to his parish 
priests, what he was saying is pretty 
obvious: Go out and find out how they 
live. Go out and try to live among 
them. Go out and do what they do. Go 
out and understand their way of life. 

I ask my colleagues to think about 
it. I am not asking them to live on a 
minimum wage job. I am not asking 
them to wait tables. But I do ask them 
to spend some time talking to people 
about the hopes and dreams for their 
children and in their lives, people who 
are minimum wage workers, people 
making $7.25 an hour and working 
hard, people who are making less than 
that and rely on tips that may or may 
not be there. 

It is justice. Are we going to reward 
work? If so, we ought to increase the 
minimum wage. At the same time, we 
ought to expand the earned-income tax 
credit. It actually rewards work. If you 

are a trickle-down economics guy—and 
most of them are guys—and you be-
lieve that you reward people by cutting 
their taxes so they will work harder, 
maybe we ought to think about re-
warding hand-working lower income 
people with tax breaks. For someone 
making $28,000 a year, that extra thou-
sand dollars really means they can 
maybe put a little aside for their kid’s 
community college or maybe they can 
actually go out to eat once in a while 
or maybe they can occasionally buy a 
really nice dinner for their kids or 
maybe they can buy school supplies or 
whatever with that extra thousand or 
two thousand dollars from the earned- 
income tax credit. 

We need to increase the minimum 
wage and the earned-income tax credit. 
It will not only be better for those fam-
ilies, it will help the economy because 
you put money into the economy. The 
unemployed worker or a minimum 
wage worker is going to spend that 
money. They are not going to invest it 
in a Swiss bank account the way some 
wealthy people might; they are going 
to spend that money, and that is going 
to create jobs in the local community. 
So increasing the minimum wage and 
expanding the earned-income tax cred-
it is good for those families, it is good 
for those communities, and it is good 
for our economy. It is something we 
ought to do. 

I yield the floor and suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CASEY. I would ask unanimous 
consent that the quorum call be re-
scinded. 

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

UNEMPLOYMENT EXTENSION 
Mr. CASEY. Thank you very much. 
I rise tonight to speak about emer-

gency unemployment compensation. 
We know by the acronyms around here 
people refer to unemployment insur-
ance as UI. What we are talking about 
in the real world are literally millions 
of Americans affected in one way or an-
other because they have been out of 
work, unemployed for long periods of 
time. 

By one estimate the number of Amer-
icans who have been out of work for 6 
months or longer—and many of these 
individuals have been out of work for a 
lot more than 6 months, but when the 
line is drawn of 6 months or longer, it 
is more than 4 million Americans. It is 
a big number. I will talk a little bit 
more about the Pennsylvania impact 
and walk through some of those num-
bers. 

This legislation that is finally com-
ing together after many weeks is going 
to be, and I think must be, a bipartisan 
compromise. That is the only way to 
move forward. It is an effort to provide 
an essential lifeline—that is not an 

overstatement and may be an under-
statement—an essential lifeline to 
middle-class families who rely upon 
the program to stay afloat as they are 
actively seeking work. I think what is 
sometimes lost in the discussion is 
these are folks who are trying to work, 
trying to find a job again. 

I would have preferred a much longer 
extension than the one that is being 
discussed and worked on. I also would 
have hoped that people relying upon 
this type of compensation—emergency 
unemployment compensation—would 
not have to see their benefits lapse. Ex-
tending this program has always been 
bipartisan, and we need to make sure 
we keep it in that vein. While our econ-
omy has made substantial improve-
ments, we have a long way to go. Fami-
lies are still hurting and they need 
help. 

Unfortunately, when families read 
the business page of their local news-
paper, some of the numbers look pretty 
good. But if you are out of work for 
any period of time, especially 6 months 
or longer, it doesn’t really matter what 
is on the business page or what the 
overall assessment is; it is very dif-
ficult for that individual or family be-
cause they are not working, and be-
cause they are not working they are 
not able to help their family. 

We know that in addition to being 
the lifeline for families—an essential 
connection to any kind of economic se-
curity—the other reason it is impor-
tant to have the emergency unemploy-
ment compensation passed is because 
of the economic boost it provides. 
Emergency unemployment compensa-
tion provides an economic jump start. 

Just by way of example, in 2012, 
Mark Zandi, one of our more respected 
economists on both sides of the aisle, 
found that for every dollar of emer-
gency unemployment compensation 
there was a $1.52 economic impact—or 
new economic activity resulted. That 
is the old spend a buck, and what do 
you get for spending the buck? You 
spend a buck on this, you get a buck 
fifty-two in return. That is a substan-
tial return on that investment. 

Recent analysis specifically focusing 
on the extension of benefits in 2014 has 
also found a large economic boost. The 
Economic Policy Institute has esti-
mated that extending unemployment 
benefits in 2014 would generate $37.8 
billion in economic activity. We know 
that this is an issue—unemployment, 
emergency unemployment or long- 
term unemployment—that varies de-
pending on the State, but we know 
every State has been affected and al-
most every community has been af-
fected in a very substantial way. 

Pennsylvania is a big and diverse 
State with more than 12 million people. 
In some ways it tends to broadly re-
flect what is happening in various 
parts of the country. In Pennsylvania 
73,300 people immediately stopped re-
ceiving unemployment benefits when 
the emergency unemployment com-
pensation expired on December 28, 2014. 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 03:12 Mar 27, 2014 Jkt 039060 PO 00000 Frm 00029 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G26MR6.053 S26MRPT1tja
m

es
 o

n 
D

S
K

3T
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES1770 March 26, 2014 
That was kind of the beginning of the 
current crisis for these families. They 
have been living through a very dif-
ficult economy for years now. They 
have been out of work for many 
months, and in some cases more than a 
year or two, but the current crisis 
started for them on December 28. 

I can’t even imagine what it is like 
for them. You are at the end of the hol-
iday season, you are out of work, you 
have been robbed of your dignity and 
your ability to contribute to your fam-
ily’s well-being, and on top of all of 
that—in the middle of the holiday sea-
son when it is supposed to be a time of 
hope and optimism and gift giving and 
all kinds of family time—you, and per-
haps another member of the family, 
lose your emergency unemployment 
compensation. That is where it started. 

Because Congress didn’t have a bipar-
tisan consensus until recently, the 
days and weeks started to add up. So 
when you go from December 28 to 
March 1—and we can take another look 
at the numbers—unfortunately, and 
not surprisingly, those numbers went 
up. As of March 1, 105,000 Pennsylva-
nians lost their benefits. It gets worse 
than that. If it continues, and there is 
not some relief provided through May— 
and this is the period that would be 
covered by the bill—it is estimated 
that 158,400 Pennsylvanians and some 
2,795,300 Americans who could benefit 
from this bill will lose their unemploy-
ment compensation. 

It is very simple in terms of the 
choice we have to make. We need to de-
cide in the very near future—we hope 
starting this week so we can begin the 
process of finally getting this done— 
whether we will help almost 2.8 million 
Americans and almost 160,000 Penn-
sylvanians. It is a very simple choice. 
We are going to take either one path or 
the other. I hope and pray we take the 
path that helps those almost 3 million 
Americans and almost 160,000 Penn-
sylvanians. 

Earlier I mentioned the economic im-
pact of passing this kind of legislation. 
We know that in Pennsylvania, for ex-
ample, one estimate shows that extend-
ing benefits would provide a boost to 
consumption and economic activity 
which would save an estimated 15,000 
jobs. That is another way to measure 
the impact of this program. 

It is my hope that the Senate can 
swiftly pass this bipartisan legislation 
to extend emergency unemployment 
compensation and that the House will 
take it up and pass it without delay. 
We can’t allow politics to stand in the 
way of helping families in need. 

This is a basic and fundamental 
issue. These families and individuals 
have waited far too long. I will con-
clude with just one example. A couple 
of Sundays ago—maybe 3 weeks ago—I 
was walking out of church in our 
neighborhood and a woman came up to 
me. I didn’t know her, but I recognized 
her from the neighborhood. She asked 
me about this issue. She said: I’m out 
of work; when do you think it will 

pass? She asked me the same question 
a couple of weeks before that. I said: I 
think we are getting to the point where 
there is a consensus. On that particular 
Sunday—just a couple of weeks ago— 
she asked me again. When she started 
to ask the question, she asked it with 
a seriousness and an earnestness and a 
kind of worry in her voice that caught 
my attention. I said something like: I 
think we are starting to get there, but 
I can’t say for sure when. When I gave 
that answer, she looked at me and she 
started to become very emotional and 
said: I hope you are reaching the point 
where you can pass something because 
it is going to be very difficult for me to 
hang on any longer. 

This is very tough. I felt at that mo-
ment—as an elected official who was 
given power by the voters to vote and 
represent them—if not powerless, I was 
not doing nearly enough for her. I am 
part of an institution that has not 
come together yet—in the Senate and 
in the other body as well. We have not 
come together to answer her question 
with full confidence and to say: Yes, we 
understand. We understand what you 
are up against to the extent we can— 
not having lived through this our-
selves—and we are going to act this 
week or tomorrow or the next day. 

Not having a specific answer for her 
gave me a sense of not just frustration 
but a sense of failure. There was a 
sense of urgency that she brought to 
my attention, and I believe almost 
every Member here could probably tell 
a similar story. 

We have to act. We have to get this 
done, and we have to make sure we un-
dertake every effort in the next few 
days—and I hope we are talking days 
now—to get this done so we can finally 
provide a measure of relief which is 
short term but will have the effect of 
providing a measure of relief to fami-
lies who have suffered in ways I can’t 
even imagine. 

With that, I yield the floor and sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The bill clerk proceeded to call the 
roll. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
HEINRICH). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

NOMINATION OF JOHN B. OWENS 
TO BE UNITED STATES CIRCUIT 
JUDGE FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I move to 

proceed to executive session to con-
sider Calendar No. 573. 

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

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of John B. Owens, of California, 
to be United States Circuit Judge for 
the Ninth Circuit. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I have a 
cloture motion at 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 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, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the nomination 
of John B. Owens, of California, to be United 
States Circuit Judge for the Ninth Circuit. 

Harry Reid, Patrick J. Leahy, Patty 
Murray, Bill Nelson, Robert P. Casey, 
Jr., Jack Reed, Tammy Baldwin, Jon 
Tester, Tom Udall, Bernard Sanders, 
Michael F. Bennet, Christopher A. 
Coons, Elizabeth Warren, Charles E. 
Schumer, Sheldon Whitehouse, Richard 
Blumenthal, Richard J. Durbin. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the mandatory 
quorum under rule XXII be waived. 

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

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I now move 
to proceed to legislative session. 

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

The motion was agreed to. 

f 

PROTECTING VOLUNTEER FIRE-
FIGHTERS AND EMERGENCY RE-
SPONDERS ACT OF 2014—MOTION 
TO PROCEED—Continued 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, is the mo-
tion to proceed to H.R. 3979 now pend-
ing? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo-
tion to proceed is now pending. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, that being 
the case, I have a cloture motion that 
has been filed. 

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

The 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, hereby move 
to bring to a close debate on the motion to 
proceed to Calendar No. 333, H.R. 3979, an act 
to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
to ensure that emergency services volunteers 
are not taken into account as employees 
under the shared responsibility requirements 
contained in the Patient Protection and Af-
fordable Care Act. 

Harry Reid, Jack Reed, Patty Murray, 
Bill Nelson, Robert P. Casey, Jr., 
Tammy Baldwin, Jon Tester, Tom 
Udall, Bernard Sanders, Michael F. 
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Bennet, Christopher A. Coons, Eliza-
beth Warren, Charles E. Schumer, 
Sheldon Whitehouse, Richard 
Blumenthal, Richard J. Durbin, Pat-
rick J. Leahy. 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the mandatory 
quorum under rule XXII be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 
UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT—EXECUTIVE 

CALENDAR 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that following disposi-
tion of H.R. 4152, the Senate proceed to 
executive session to consider Calendar 
No. 689; that there be 2 minutes of de-
bate equally divided in the usual form 
prior to a vote on the nomination; that 
the motion to reconsider be considered 
made and laid on the table, with no in-
tervening action or debate; that no fur-
ther motions be in order; that any re-
lated statements be printed in the 
RECORD; that the President be imme-
diately notified of the Senate’s action 
and the Senate resume legislative ses-
sion. 

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

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent the Senate proceed to a 
period of morning business with Sen-
ators allowed to speak for up to 10 min-
utes each. 

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

f 

HEROIN AND OPIOID ADDICTION 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, last week 
I had the privilege of chairing a field 
hearing of the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee in Rutland, VT. The committee 
received powerful testimony about 
community solutions to breaking the 
cycle of addiction to heroin and other 
opioids. The hearing marked the fourth 
time in the past 6 years that the Judi-
ciary Committee traveled to Vermont 
to explore issues related to drug abuse. 
As in many States, opioid addiction 
has ripped through parts of Vermont. 
Overdoses have reached record levels, 
while communities have struggled to 
keep pace with the demand for treat-
ment. Sadly, this story is not unique. 
We are confronting a localized problem 
with regional echoes and national im-
plications. Some of what we face is 
similar to the addiction outbreaks in 
large cities, and other aspects are par-
ticular to rural areas. 

What struck me in Rutland last week 
is how Vermonters have worked to-
gether—and are continuing to work to-
gether—to get ahead of this problem, 
with innovative prevention, treatment, 
and law enforcement strategies. 

The city of Rutland has an important 
story to tell. Its addiction crisis has re-
ceived national attention. But I 
brought the Judiciary Committee to 
Rutland not to explore the horrors the 
city once faced; rather, I wanted us to 

learn how the people of Rutland are re-
claiming their community, block by 
block. One effort that has shown great 
promise is Project VISION—Viable Ini-
tiatives and Solutions through Involve-
ment of Neighborhoods—developed by 
city and community leaders to address 
the many issues related to opioid 
abuse: addiction and treatment, pre-
vention, quality of life, and crime and 
safety issues. 

The chief of the Rutland Police De-
partment, James Baker, testified at 
the hearing. Chief Baker explained that 
the police department for the first 
time is housing social workers, a do-
mestic violence advocate, a mental 
health specialist, an early intervention 
coordinator, an assistant attorney gen-
eral, a school resource officer, a crime 
analyst, and a building inspector. All 
are working in concert toward one 
goal: ‘‘Not on our streets; not in our 
town.’’ When Chief Baker asked how 
many in the audience were connected 
with Project VISION, over half of the 
standing-room-only audience raised 
their hands. Project VISION has prov-
en adept at pursuing emerging, com-
munity-driven strategies. Just this 
week, community leaders and police in 
Rutland are considering implementing 
drug market intervention. This is a 
promising tactic designed to clear 
neighborhoods of nonviolent street- 
level dealers by bringing them in front 
of community leaders and giving them 
a stark choice: Stop selling today or go 
to jail tomorrow. Rutland has clearly 
risen to the challenge of combatting 
heroin and opioid abuse. 

Other witnesses at the hearing de-
scribed communities in action, work-
ing together to find inventive and tai-
lored solutions. The U.S. attorney for 
Vermont, Tristram Coffin, who has had 
remarkable success leading enforce-
ment efforts in the State, described 
how he has taken the message of pre-
vention to Vermont schools, partnering 
with the father of a young man who 
tragically died of a heroin overdose. 
Dr. Harry Chen, the Vermont Depart-
ment of Health commissioner and a ca-
reer emergency room physician, de-
scribed what it means to recognize ad-
diction as a public health issue, ex-
panding access to prevention and treat-
ment services to all corners of the 
state. Mary Alice McKenzie, director of 
the Boys & Girls Club in Burlington, 
made clear how important it is to pro-
vide young people early and safe alter-
natives to drug use. The director of the 
Vermont State Police, Colonel Tom 
L’Esperance, described how State po-
lice will soon carry naloxone, a drug 
that immediately reverses the effects 
of a heroin overdose. Addicts in 
Vermont now know that police are not 
just there to arrest but to save lives. 

It is important that the Judiciary 
Committee hear about a range of expe-
riences, as opioid addiction has plagued 
communities large and small, rural and 
urban. This is why I encouraged all 
Vermonters to submit testimony on 
strategies to curb addiction, which will 

be incorporated into the permanent 
record of the U.S. Senate. The response 
was remarkable. We received testi-
mony from law enforcement officers, 
first responders, substance abuse coun-
selors, doctors, public health officials, 
mental health practitioners, profes-
sors, school counselors and teachers, 
concerned parents, Governor Peter 
Shumlin—who is sharply focusing his 
administration on these problems—and 
many, many others. 

Taken together, the testimony sub-
mitted to the committee offers a blue-
print for communities ready to get 
ahead of addiction. It is clear that suc-
cess requires community investment. 
Only after a community identifies ad-
diction as a problem can it commit to 
defeating it. This is where Vermont is 
ahead of the curve. We tend to come 
from close-knit communities in 
Vermont. When we hear about victims 
of overdoses, and concerns about a 
growing problem, nearly all 
Vermonters can name someone who is 
affected. I suspect that is why we have 
had a number of excellent initiatives 
already enacted—it did not take long 
for heroin and opioid abuse to affect all 
Vermonters. And it did not take long 
for Vermont to take steps to resolve 
the problem. Nowhere is this more evi-
dent than in Rutland. 

It is equally clear from the submitted 
testimony that success requires close 
collaboration among prevention, treat-
ment, and law enforcement efforts. 
From my years as a Vermont pros-
ecutor, I recall how important such 
collaboration is, but never have I seen 
a law enforcement community as com-
mitted to prevention and treatment ef-
forts as I do now. We know we cannot 
arrest our way out of this problem. If 
the underlying cause of criminal be-
havior is an addiction, treatment is 
often a more humane and cost-effective 
alternative to arrests and prison. 

As we continue to review testimony 
submitted to the committee, I look for-
ward to working with other members 
of the Judiciary and Appropriations 
Committees to ensure that these com-
munity-driven responses receive the 
support necessary to succeed. I will 
continue to work to fund youth men-
toring and prevention organizations on 
the front lines, like the Boys & Girls 
Clubs, and I will continue to work to 
fully fund Byrne-JAG and COPS grants 
to enable law enforcement agencies to 
devote the necessary time and re-
sources to develop durable solutions 
with community partners. We also 
need to continue to support drug court 
and diversion models to substitute 
treatment for prison when appropriate. 
Many programs funded through the 
Second Chance Act provide offenders a 
real opportunity to succeed once re-
leased from prison by ensuring they 
have the resources to become produc-
tive members of their community. 

I also look forward to discussing ef-
fective law enforcement strategies and 
partnerships with Michele Leonhart, 
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Administrator of the Drug Enforce-
ment Agency, when she comes before 
the Judiciary Committee next month. 

We all understand that the ability of 
the Federal Government to provide any 
assistance is increasingly challenged in 
light of our burgeoning prison popu-
lation, which is largely driven by in-
flexible and unfair drug mandatory 
minimums. Federal prison and deten-
tion costs have risen to account for 
nearly one-third of the budget for the 
Department of Justice. This 
unsustainable growth in our prison 
costs siphons resources from other cru-
cial law enforcement priorities every 
year. It is vital that Congress pass our 
bipartisan Smarter Sentencing Act, 
which would make modest reductions 
to mandatory minimums for non-
violent drug offenses and help preserve 
funding for assistance to state and 
local law enforcement agencies and to 
victim services. 

Addiction to heroin and other opioids 
is a community problem, demanding 
community solutions. I can report that 
Vermonters have stepped up to this 
challenge. Obstacles remain, but 
Vermont communities have rallied to 
develop lasting solutions and get ahead 
of addiction. After seeing this commit-
ment firsthand, I left Rutland hopeful. 
And very proud. 

f 

DEVELOPING EUROPE’S ENERGY 
SUPPLIES 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I wish to 
call for new aid to Eastern Europe to 
strengthen our allies in the face of 
Russia’s annexation of Crimea. 

Some of my colleagues have sug-
gested that we can do this by imme-
diately increasing our export of domes-
tically produced and processed lique-
fied natural gas. I have been cautiously 
optimistic on the domestic production 
of this energy source, relying heavily 
on the need for the environmental reg-
ulation of such activities. But in the 
case of Eastern Europe there is little 
that we can do domestically to quickly 
help their situation. 

For more than a century, America’s 
real power has been exporting the keys 
to economic growth and security. 
Therefore, it is time to do something 
real to bolster Europe’s energy secu-
rity by helping them develop Eastern 
Europe’s substantial natural gas re-
serves and reduce the leverage Russia 
has over its energy dependent neigh-
bors. 

The most powerful tool the United 
States can give Eastern Europe is not 
exported natural gas that will not get 
to Europe for years, if ever. It is em-
powering our European allies to de-
velop their own energy resources, like 
the major shale gas deposits in Poland. 

It is clear that energy—and natural 
gas in particular—is at the very heart 
of Russia’s influence over that part of 
the world. Europe is dependent on Rus-
sia for nearly one-third of its natural 
gas. And while countries in Western 
Europe have had some success in diver-

sifying their energy supplies, as former 
State Department Special Envoy and 
Coordinator for International Energy 
Affairs David Goldwyn testified yester-
day, Eastern Europe is still heavily de-
pendent upon Russia for energy. 

Russia is not above using that de-
pendence as a hammer and has been 
eager to remind us of that fact. For in-
stance, Moscow shut off the gas lines in 
2006 and again in the winter of 2009, 
leaving millions temporarily without 
heat. In 2013, when the country of 
Moldova sought to pursue stronger ties 
with Europe, Russia’s deputy prime 
minister issued a barely veiled threat 
to the Moldovans, saying ‘‘we hope you 
will not freeze.’’ 

As I noted, some have suggested the 
answer to this problem is to automati-
cally approve natural gas exports from 
the United States. 

This position simply ignores the 
facts about how the gas market actu-
ally works. 

U.S. LNG facilities are not slated to 
come online until the end of next year, 
at the earliest, while any new approv-
als would not provide any natural gas 
exports for at least several years. Fur-
ther, unless Congress directed exports 
to go to Ukraine, the gas would go to 
the country paying the highest price, 
which would likely be in Asia. 

I support the Energy Department’s 
current, measured process for consid-
ering export requests. The Energy De-
partment has already approved more 
than 9 billion cubic feet per day of ex-
ports, which exceeds what most ana-
lysts believe is the current inter-
national market for U.S. natural gas. 
It is helping our European allies bol-
ster their energy security by devel-
oping the major shale gas deposits in 
Poland and elsewhere. 

United States entrepreneurs trig-
gered the shale revolution with a com-
bination of innovation and technical 
know-how. This created tens of thou-
sands of jobs and produced stable en-
ergy supplies that are 50 percent clean-
er than traditional fossil fuels. It 
helped us with our energy security and 
it can do the same for Europe. 

That is exactly what we should be 
doing to help NATO allies that are jus-
tifiably worried following Russia’s ille-
gal actions in Ukraine. 

So what I am proposing today is to 
increase funding for a State Depart-
ment program that helps spur natural 
gas development abroad. My common-
sense amendment would direct $10 mil-
lion within the Economic Support 
Fund toward the Unconventional Gas 
Technical Engagement Program to 
help Eastern European countries de-
velop the regulations and technical ex-
pertise they need to access their own 
gas. 

Let me be clear—this assistance 
would go to countries, like Poland, 
that have asked for American help to 
harness their own gas reserves. I am 
aware that Europe is having its own 
debate about shale gas, and this 
amendment would not force any nation 

to participate. In doing so, it will help 
our European allies throw off the yoke 
of dependence on Russian gas. 

I want to be clear that this amend-
ment cannot free Eastern Europe from 
Russian influence. Russia has other 
ways of bullying its neighbors eco-
nomically. Moscow temporarily banned 
imports from Ukraine, for example, 
and it also banned imports of Moldovan 
wine—a very significant part of 
Moldova’s economy. 

This is clearly only one step of many 
needed to send a message to President 
Putin. But as the former chairman of 
the Energy and Natural Resources 
Committee I know that a stable energy 
supply is the lifeblood of any economy 
and a very important component to a 
secure nation. 

I believe there is bipartisan support 
for America to give our allies the tools 
they need to become more secure and 
less dependent on the whims of Mr. 
Putin. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

TRIBUTE TO DR. MURRAY W. 
WEST 

∑ Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I wish to 
honor Baltimore physician Murray W. 
West, a valued member of Maryland’s 
medical community. At the end of this 
month, Dr. West, a family physician, 
will retire from clinical practice after 
more than 30 years. 

Born in Washington, DC, on Sep-
tember 11, 1954, Murray West moved to 
Philadelphia at age 10. From 1975 to 
1976, he attended Queen Mary College 
in London, and he was awarded a bach-
elor of science degree from Antioch 
College in 1977. 

A 1981 graduate of the University of 
Pennsylvania School of Medicine, Dr. 
West completed his residency in family 
practice at the Georgetown University 
Department of Family Medicine here 
in Washington, DC. After 3 years with 
the Indian Health Service in Yuma, 
AZ, Dr. West moved to Maryland, 
where he earned a master of public 
health degree from the Johns Hopkins 
School of Public Health in 1993. Since 
1986, he has treated patients exclu-
sively at nonprofit health centers in 
our State—Arundel Village, Wash-
ington Village, Peoples Community, 
and the Belair-Edison Family Health 
Center, where he served as medical di-
rector from 2001 until 2007. 

On Thursday, March 28, family mem-
bers, colleagues, and friends will gather 
to celebrate this committed practi-
tioner whose career epitomizes dedica-
tion to public health and quality care. 
I ask my Senate colleagues to join me 
in wishing Dr. West all the best in his 
retirement.∑ 

f 

TRIBUTE TO CHIEF MASTER 
SERGEANT SAMUEL L. JOHNSON 

∑ Mr. CHAMBLISS. Mr. President, I 
wish to recognize and pay tribute to 
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CMSAF Samuel L. Johnson on the oc-
casion of his retirement from the U.S. 
Air Force. 

Chief Johnson has given much to this 
Nation through his dedicated and self-
less service. His Air Force career start-
ed in the great State of Georgia on De-
cember 21, 1984, following his gradua-
tion from Echols County High School 
near Statenville. When Chief Johnson 
began his career, he got exactly what 
he asked for—the ability to see the 
world. His first assignment took him to 
the United Kingdom, where he laid the 
foundation for a tremendous career as 
a security policeman. His career would 
take him to the ICBM fields of Wyo-
ming, followed by his first tour in the 
Republic of Korea. Chief Johnson 
would end up in the United Kingdom 
once again, then to the Emerald Coast 
of Florida, followed by his first tour in 
Texas. He would spend a couple of 
years in our Nation’s Capital before 
heading back to Korea. He would then 
return to the States, landing himself 
his first tour in south Georgia. Long 
from ending his travels, Chief Johnson 
would take one more assignment to 
Texas, followed by a year in Qatar. Fi-
nally, Chief Johnson landed back in 
south Georgia for his second assign-
ment there, which would be his last as-
signment in the Air Force. During his 
career, along with all of the aforemen-
tioned permanent duty station 
changes, Chief Johnson deployed in 
support of Operation Desert Shield and 
Desert Storm, Operation Enduring 
Freedom, Operation Iraqi Freedom, and 
Operation New Dawn. Chief Johnson 
sewed on his final stripe, earning him a 
spot in the top 1 percent of all enlisted 
members of the military allowed by 
law, on September 1, 2009. 

Chief Johnson is the recipient of the 
following major medals and decora-
tions for his service and accomplish-
ments: two Bronze Star Medals, five 
Meritorious Service Medals, four Air 
Force Commendation Medals, four Air 
Force Achievement Medals, the Air 
Force Combat Action Medal, the Air 
Force Combat Readiness Medal, the 
National Defense Service Medal, the 
Armed Forces Expeditionary Medal, 
the Southwest Asia Service Medal, the 
Iraq Campaign Medal, the Afghanistan 
Campaign Medal, the Global War on 
Terrorism Expeditionary Medal, the 
Korean Defense Service Medal, and the 
NATO Medal. 

Throughout his distinguished career 
he has represented our country and the 
Air Force with dignity and honor. On 
behalf of the Senate and the United 
States of America, I thank CMSAF 
Samuel L. Johnson for his service and 
sacrifices over the past 30 years. I wish 
him Godspeed and continued happiness 
as he starts a new chapter in his life.∑ 

f 

LIHEAP ACTION DAY 
∑ Mr. REED. Mr. President, today is 
National LIHEAP Action Day. Advo-
cates from many different States are 
here to make the case for the Low In-

come Home Energy Assistance Pro-
gram, known as LIHEAP. This impor-
tant initiative helps low-income Rhode 
Island families and millions of vulner-
able Americans across the country pay 
their energy bills. Simply put, access 
to affordable home energy is a matter 
of health and safety for many low-in-
come households, children, and seniors. 

In Rhode Island this year, LIHEAP 
provided roughly $24 million, which al-
lowed the State to deliver assistance to 
27,700 households. However, despite bi-
partisan efforts that I have led with 
my colleague from Maine, Senator COL-
LINS, to press for robust support for the 
program, funding reductions in 2011 
and 2012, along with sequester cuts, 
have led to a decrease in the number of 
households served. As a result, nearly 
1.5 million vulnerable households have 
lost access to this vital lifeline. 

With one of the harshest winters in 
decades and the high cost of energy ex-
perienced in some regions of the coun-
try, including high natural gas and 
heating oil prices in New England, the 
importance of the LIHEAP program is 
even more pronounced. According to 
the Energy Information Administra-
tion, the average cost of home heating 
this winter will rise to nearly $1,000 on 
average, a 6 percent increase over last 
year. These cost increases are hap-
pening at a time when households are 
receiving lower benefits. The average 
LIHEAP payments have been reduced 
by more than $100 since 2010, dropping 
from $520 in fiscal year 2010 to $406 in 
fiscal year 2013. 

I urge my colleagues to recognize the 
need to provide access to affordable 
home energy for the most vulnerable 
households in our States and join me in 
support of LIHEAP. This assistance is 
an indispensable lifeline, helping to en-
sure that recipients do not have to 
choose between paying their energy 
bills and affording other basic neces-
sities such as food and medicine.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE 

At 11:05 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 bill, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 2824. An act to amend the Sur-
face Mining Control and Reclamation 
Act of 1977 to stop the ongoing waste 
by the Department of the Interior of 
taxpayer resources and implement the 
final rule on excess spoil, mining 
waste, and buffers for perennial and 
intermittent streams, and for other 
purposes. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

At 5:06 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the Speaker has signed 
the following enrolled bill: 

H.R. 4275. An act to amend the Em-
ployee Retirement Income Security 
Act of 1974 and the Internal Revenue 

Code of 1986 to provide for cooperative 
and small employer charity pension 
plans. 

The enrolled bill was subsequently 
signed by the President pro tempore 
(Mr. LEAHY). 

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 

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

S. 2157. A bill to amend titles XVIII and 
XIX of the Social Security Act to repeal the 
Medicare sustainable growth rate and to im-
prove Medicare and Medicaid payments, and 
for other purposes. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–4983. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adminis-
tration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fisheries of the 
Northeastern United States; Atlantic Her-
ring Fishery; Amendment 5’’ (RIN 0648–AY47) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on March 7, 2014; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4984. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adminis-
tration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fisheries of the Ex-
clusive Economic Zone off Alaska; Bering 
Sea and Aleutian Islands Management Area; 
Amendment 102’’ (RIN 0648–BD03) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on March 
7, 2014; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4985. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory 
Programs, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adminis-
tration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Fisheries of the Ex-
clusive Economic Zone off Alaska; Ground-
fish of the Gulf of Alaska; Amendment 95 to 
the Fishery Management Plan for Ground-
fish’’ (RIN 0648–BC39) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on March 12, 
2014; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4986. A communication from the Dep-
uty Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic Zone 
off Alaska; Atka Mackerel in the Bering Sea 
and Aleutian Islands Management Area’’ 
(RIN0648–XD125) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on March 7, 2014; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–4987. A communication from the Dep-
uty Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries, 
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of Mexico, 
and South Atlantic; Coastal Migratory Pe-
lagic Resources of the Gulf of Mexico and 
South Atlantic; Trip Limit Reduction’’ 
(RIN0648–XD134) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on March 7, 2014; to the 
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Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–4988. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable Fish-
eries, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Fisheries off West Coast States; 
Modifications of the West Coast Commercial 
and Recreational Salmon Fisheries; Inseason 
Actions #12 Through #34’’ (RIN0648–XC964) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on March 5, 2014; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4989. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable Fish-
eries, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of 
Mexico, and South Atlantic; 2013 Commer-
cial Accountability Measure and Closure for 
South Atlantic Vermilion Snapper’’ 
(RIN0648–XC984) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on March 5, 2014; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–4990. A communication from the Acting 
Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable Fish-
eries, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of 
Mexico, and South Atlantic; Shrimp Fishery 
off the Southern Atlantic States; Closure of 
the Penaeid Shrimp Fishery off South Caro-
lina’’ (RIN0648–XD122) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on March 7, 2014; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–4991. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone: Maintenance Dredging 35-Foot 
Channel and Rock Removal; Portland Har-
bor, Portland, ME’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket 
No. USCG–2014–0010)) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on March 6, 2014; 
to the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation. 

EC–4992. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zones; Eleventh Coast Guard Dis-
trict Annual Fireworks Events’’ ((RIN1625– 
AA00) (Docket No. USCG–2013–0362)) received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on March 6, 2014; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4993. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Havasu Triathlon; Lake 
Havasu, AZ’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. 
USCG–2014–0004)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on March 6, 2014; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–4994. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zones; Annual Events Requiring 
Safety Zones in the Captain of the Port Lake 
Michigan Zone’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. 
USCG–2013–1033)) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on March 6, 2014; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–4995. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Drawbridge Operation Regulation; 
Terrebonne Bayou, LA’’ ((RIN1625–AA09) 
(Docket No. USCG–2013–1072)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on 

March 6, 2014; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4996. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Drawbridge Operation Regulation; Inner 
Harbor Navigational Canal, New Orleans, 
LA’’ ((RIN1625–AA09) (Docket No. USCG– 
2013–0562)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on March 6, 2014; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–4997. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Great Lakes Pilotage Rates—2014 Annual 
Review and Adjustment’’ ((RIN1625–AC07) 
(Docket No. USCG–2013–0534)) received in the 
Office of the President of the Senate on 
March 6, 2014; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–4998. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Regulated Navigation Area; Southern Oahu 
Tsunami Vessel Evacuation Honolulu, HI’’ 
((RIN1625–AA11) (Docket No. USCG–2012– 
0080)) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on March 6, 2014; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–4999. A communication from the Con-
gressional Review Coordinator, Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service, Department 
of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Importa-
tion of Jackfruit, Pineapple, and Starfruit 
From Malaysia Into the Continental United 
States’’ ((RIN0579–AD46) (Docket No. APHIS– 
2011–0019)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on March 19, 2014; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry. 

EC–5000. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Ipconazole; Pesticide Tolerances’’ 
(FRL No. 9907–25) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on March 19, 2014; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC–5001. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Heat-killed Burkholderia spp. Strain 
A396 Cells and Spent Fermentation Media; 
Exemption from the Requirement of a Toler-
ance’’ (FRL No. 9907–41) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on March 19, 2014; to 
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

EC–5002. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and 
Readiness), transmitting the report of ten 
(10) officers authorized to wear the insignia 
of the grade of major general or brigadier 
general in accordance with title 10, United 
States Code, section 777; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

EC–5003. A communication from the Chair-
man, Nuclear Weapons Council, Department 
of Defense and Department of Energy, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
the nuclear stockpile and stockpile steward-
ship program requirements for fiscal year 
2015 and over the next four years; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–5004. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and 
Readiness), transmitting, pursuant to law, a 

report describing activities under the Sec-
retary of Defense personnel management 
demonstration project authorities for De-
partment of Defense Science and Technology 
Reinvention Laboratories (STRLs) for cal-
endar year 2013; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC–5005. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Joint Staff, Department of Defense, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report of a 
delay in submission of a report relative to 
construction requirements related to 
antiterrorism and force protection or urban 
training requirements; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC–5006. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Navy, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report relative to the Program Ac-
quisition Unit Cost (PAUC) and Average Pro-
curement Unit Cost (APUC) for the Joint 
Precision Approach and Landing System 
(JPALS) Increment 1A program; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

EC–5007. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense (Legislative Af-
fairs), transmitting, pursuant to law, a re-
port relative to Department of Defense (DoD) 
programs, policies, and procedures regarding 
security at Department of Defense installa-
tions and the security clearance process; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–5008. A communication from the Prin-
cipal Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense 
(Reserve Affairs), transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the National Guard and Reserve Equip-
ment Report (NGRER) for fiscal year 2015; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–5009. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and 
Readiness), transmitting, pursuant to law, a 
report relative to the Department of De-
fense’s Evaluation of the TRICARE Program 
for fiscal year 2014; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC–5010. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense (Nuclear, Chemical, 
and Biological Defense Programs) transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the 2014 Department of 
Defense Annual Report to Congress on Chem-
ical and Biological Defense; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

f 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEE 

The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. LEVIN for the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

*Eric Rosenbach, of Pennsylvania, to be an 
Assistant Secretary of Defense. 

*David B. Shear, of New York, to be an As-
sistant Secretary of Defense. 

*Michael J. McCord, of Ohio, to be Under 
Secretary of Defense (Comptroller). 

*Robert O. Work, of Virginia, to be Deputy 
Secretary of Defense. 

Christine E. Wormuth, of Virginia, to be 
Under Secretary of Defense for Policy. 

*Air Force nomination of Gen. Paul J. 
Selva, to be General. 

Air Force nomination of Maj. Gen. An-
thony J. Rock, to be Lieutenant General. 

Air Force nomination of Maj. Gen. Thomas 
J. Trask, to be Lieutenant General. 

Air Force nomination of Col. Andrew J. 
Toth, to be Brigadier General. 

Air Force nomination of Lt. Gen. Darren 
W. McDew, to be General. 

Air Force nomination of Lt. Gen. Bradley 
A. Heithold, to be Lieutenant General. 

Air Force nomination of Col. Robert I. Mil-
ler, to be Brigadier General. 

Army nomination of Lt. Gen. William B. 
Garrett III, to be Lieutenant General. 

Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Herbert R. 
McMaster, Jr., to be Lieutenant General. 
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Army nomination of Col. Robert D. 

Tenhet, to be Brigadier General. 
Army nomination of Col. Bertram C. Prov-

idence, to be Brigadier General. 
Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Bennet S. 

Sacolick, to be Lieutenant General. 
*Navy nomination of Vice Adm. Michael S. 

Rogers, to be Admiral. 
Navy nomination of Vice Adm. John W. 

Miller, to be Vice Admiral. 
Navy nomination of Capt. David A. Lane, 

to be Rear Admiral (lower half). 
Marine Corps nominations beginning with 

Brig. Gen. Brian D. Beaudreault and ending 
with Brig. Gen. Gary L. Thomas, which 
nominations were received by the Senate and 
appeared in the Congressional Record on 
February 24, 2014. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, for the 
Committee on Armed Services I report 
favorably the following nomination 
lists which were printed in the 
RECORDS on the dates indicated, and 
ask unanimous consent, to save the ex-
pense of reprinting on the Executive 
Calendar that these nominations lie at 
the Secretary’s desk for the informa-
tion of Senators . 

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

Air Force nomination of Darvin E. Win-
ters, Jr., to be Major. 

Air Force nominations beginning with 
Bruce E. Sternke and ending with Elizabeth 
M. F. Libao, which nominations were re-
ceived by the Senate and appeared in the 
Congressional Record on February 26, 2014. 

Air Force nomination of Jose A. Sanchez, 
to be Colonel. 

Army nomination of Jeffrey A. Uherka, to 
be Major. 

Army nomination of Steven K. White, to 
be Major. 

Army nominations beginning with Daniel 
B. Thompson and ending with Todd A. Mor-
ris, which nominations were received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on February 26, 2014. 

Army nominations beginning with Peter P. 
Aleria and ending with Shay L. D. Worthy, 
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on March 10, 2014. 

Marine Corps nomination of Jason K. 
Fettig, to be Lieutenant Colonel. 

Marine Corps nomination of Michelle A. 
Rakers, to be Major. 

Navy nomination of Ogwo U. Ogwo, to be 
Lieutenant Commander. 

Navy nomination of William Rabchenia, to 
be Captain. 

Navy nominations beginning with Matthew 
M. Anthony and ending with Thomas A. Wil-
liams, which nominations were received by 
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on February 26, 2014. 

*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. MARKEY: 
S. 2158. A bill to amend the Federal Power 

Act to protect the bulk-power system and 
electric infrastructure critical to the defense 
of the United States against cybersecurity 
and physical and other threats and 
vulnerabilities; to the Committee on Energy 
and Natural Resources. 

By Mr. GRAHAM (for himself, Mr. LEE, 
Ms. AYOTTE, and Mrs. FEINSTEIN): 

S. 2159. A bill to restore long-standing 
United States policy that the Wire Act pro-
hibits all forms of Internet gambling, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Mr. HOEVEN (for himself, Mr. 
TESTER, Mr. BARRASSO, and Ms. 
HEITKAMP): 

S. 2160. A bill to amend the Indian Child 
Protection and Family Violence Prevention 
Act to require background checks before fos-
ter care placements are ordered in tribal 
court proceedings, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. INHOFE (for himself, Mr. 
MCCONNELL, Mr. CORNYN, Mr. THUNE, 
Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. VIT-
TER, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. 
CHAMBLISS, Mr. COATS, Mr. COBURN, 
Mr. CRUZ, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. ISAKSON, 
Mr. JOHNSON of Wisconsin, Mr. 
MORAN, Mr. RISCH, Mr. SCOTT, Mr. 
SHELBY, Mr. ENZI, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. 
LEE, Mr. JOHANNS, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, Mr. WICKER, Mr. BOOZMAN, 
Mr. BURR, and Mr. GRAHAM): 

S. 2161. A bill to prohibit the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency from issuing any final rule under the 
Clean Air Act until the date on which the 
Administrator improves certain employment 
effect analyses under that Act; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

By Mrs. MURRAY (for herself, Mr. 
REED, and Mr. BROWN): 

S. 2162. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to establish a deduction for 
married couples who are both employed and 
have young children and to increase the 
earned income tax credit for childless work-
ers, and to provide for budget offsets; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. UDALL of Colorado (for himself 
and Mr. BENNET): 

S. 2163. A bill to establish an emergency 
watershed protection disaster assistance 
fund to be available to the Secretary of Agri-
culture to provide assistance for any natural 
disaster; to the Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition, and Forestry. 

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. CORNYN: 
S. Res. 399. A resolution expressing support 

for the American GI Forum; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 313 

At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 
name of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. INHOFE) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 313, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for the 
tax treatment of ABLE accounts estab-
lished under State programs for the 
care of family members with disabil-
ities, and for other purposes. 

S. 403 
At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 

name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. WALSH) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 403, a bill to amend the Elemen-
tary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 to address and take action to pre-
vent bullying and harassment of stu-
dents. 

S. 635 
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 

names of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
SCHATZ), the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) and the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. BENNET) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 635, a bill to amend the Gramm- 
Leach-Bliley Act to provide an excep-
tion to the annual written privacy no-
tice requirement. 

S. 862 
At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the 

name of the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. SESSIONS) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 862, a bill to amend section 
5000A of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to provide an additional religious 
exemption from the individual health 
coverage mandate. 

S. 890 
At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name 

of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. ROB-
ERTS) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
890, a bill to clarify the definition of 
navigable waters, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1066 
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 

the name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mrs. MCCASKILL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1066, a bill to allow cer-
tain student loan borrowers to refi-
nance Federal student loans. 

S. 1088 
At the request of Mr. FRANKEN, the 

name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. WALSH) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1088, a bill to end discrimination 
based on actual or perceived sexual ori-
entation or gender identity in public 
schools, and for other purposes. 

S. 1174 
At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL, 

the name of the Senator from Wis-
consin (Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1174, a bill to award a 
Congressional Gold Medal to the 65th 
Infantry Regiment, known as the 
Borinqueneers. 

S. 1336 
At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the name 

of the Senator from Oklahoma (Mr. 
INHOFE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1336, a bill to amend the National 
Voter Registration Act of 1993 to per-
mit States to require proof of citizen-
ship for registration to vote in elec-
tions for Federal office. 

S. 1468 
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 

names of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. WICKER), the Senator from Michi-
gan (Mr. LEVIN) and the Senator from 
Rhode Island (Mr. REED) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1468, a bill to require 
the Secretary of Commerce to estab-
lish the Network for Manufacturing In-
novation and for other purposes. 
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S. 1476 

At the request of Mr. REED, the name 
of the Senator from Washington (Mrs. 
MURRAY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1476, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to expand the de-
nial of deduction for certain excessive 
employee remuneration, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1507 
At the request of Ms. HEITKAMP, the 

name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1507, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to clarify the 
treatment of general welfare benefits 
provided by Indian tribes. 

S. 1555 
At the request of Mr. WICKER, the 

name of the Senator from Maine (Mr. 
KING) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1555, a bill to amend titles XVIII and 
XIX of the Social Security Act to pro-
vide for a delay in the implementation 
schedule of the reductions in dispropor-
tionate share hospital payments, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 1729 
At the request of Mr. BEGICH, the 

names of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Ms. LANDRIEU), the Senator from 
Maine (Mr. KING) and the Senator from 
West Virginia (Mr. MANCHIN) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1729, a bill to 
amend the Patient Protection and Af-
fordable Care Act to provide further 
options with respect to levels of cov-
erage under qualified health plans. 

S. 1767 
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 

name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1767, a bill to amend title 
49, United States Code, to require gas 
pipeline facilities to accelerate the re-
pair, rehabilitation, and replacement 
of high-risk pipelines used in com-
merce, and for other purposes. 

S. 1768 
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 

name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1768, a bill to establish 
State revolving loan funds to repair or 
replace natural gas distribution pipe-
lines. 

S. 1799 
At the request of Mr. COONS, the 

name of the Senator from Utah (Mr. 
HATCH) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1799, a bill to reauthorize subtitle A of 
the Victims of Child Abuse Act of 1990. 

S. 1823 
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 

name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1823, a bill to amend part 
E of title IV of the Social Security Act 
to better enable State child welfare 
agencies to prevent human trafficking 
of children and serve the needs of chil-
dren who are victims of human traf-
ficking, and for other purposes. 

S. 1862 
At the request of Mr. BLUNT, the 

name of the Senator from Wisconsin 

(Ms. BALDWIN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1862, a bill to grant the Con-
gressional Gold Medal, collectively, to 
the Monuments Men, in recognition of 
their heroic role in the preservation, 
protection, and restitution of monu-
ments, works of art, and artifacts of 
cultural importance during and fol-
lowing World War II. 

S. 2037 

At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 
name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
DONNELLY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 2037, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to remove the 
96-hour physician certification require-
ment for inpatient critical access hos-
pital services. 

S. 2075 

At the request of Mr. WARNER, the 
names of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. GRAHAM), the Senator from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. CASEY) and the Sen-
ator from Arkansas (Mr. PRYOR) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 2075, a bill to 
prohibit a reduction in funding for the 
defense commissary system in fiscal 
year 2015 pending the report of the 
Military Compensation and Retirement 
Modernization Commission. 

S. 2082 

At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 
name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Mr. FRANKEN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2082, a bill to provide for the 
development of criteria under the 
Medicare program for medically nec-
essary short inpatient hospital stays, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 2091 

At the request of Mr. HELLER, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2091, a bill to amend title 
38, United States Code, to improve the 
processing by the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs of claims for benefits 
under laws administered by the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2103 

At the request of Mr. BOOZMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Idaho (Mr. 
CRAPO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2103, a bill to direct the Administrator 
of the Federal Aviation Administration 
to issue or revise regulations with re-
spect to the medical certification of 
certain small aircraft pilots, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2125 

At the request of Mr. JOHNSON of 
South Dakota, the name of the Senator 
from Iowa (Mr. HARKIN) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 2125, a bill to amend the 
Communications Act of 1934 to ensure 
the integrity of voice communications 
and to prevent unjust or unreasonable 
discrimination among areas of the 
United States in the delivery of such 
communications. 

S. 2140 

At the request of Mr. HEINRICH, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Mrs. FEINSTEIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2140, a bill to improve the 

transition between experimental per-
mits and commercial licenses for com-
mercial reusable launch vehicles. 

S. 2153 

At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 
names of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. BURR), the Senator from Indi-
ana (Mr. COATS), the Senator from 
Texas (Mr. CRUZ), the Senator from 
Iowa (Mr. GRASSLEY), the Senator from 
Oklahoma (Mr. INHOFE), the Senator 
from Nebraska (Mr. JOHANNS), the Sen-
ator from Kentucky (Mr. MCCONNELL), 
the Senator from Idaho (Mr. RISCH), 
the Senator from Kansas (Mr. ROB-
ERTS), the Senator from South Dakota 
(Mr. THUNE) and the Senator from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. WICKER) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 2153, a bill to establish a 
National Regulatory Budget, and for 
other purposes. 

S.J. RES. 17 

At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S.J. 
Res. 17, a joint resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States authorizing Congress to 
prohibit the physical desecration of the 
flag of the United States. 

S. RES. 384 

At the request of Mr. KAINE, the 
name of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CORNYN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
Res. 384, a resolution expressing the 
sense of the Senate concerning the hu-
manitarian crisis in Syria and neigh-
boring countries, resulting humani-
tarian and development challenges, and 
the urgent need for a political solution 
to the crisis. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mrs. MURRAY (for herself, 
Mr. REED, and Mr. BROWN): 

S. 2162. A bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to establish a de-
duction for married couples who are 
both employed and have young chil-
dren and to increase the earned income 
tax credit for childless workers, and to 
provide for budget offsets; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, our 
workforce has changed a lot in the last 
few decades. Thirty years ago the ma-
jority of families with children had 
only one parent working outside the 
home. More of the country’s low-wage 
workers were teenagers earning some 
extra spending money. Today two- 
thirds of families with children rely on 
earnings from both parents, and mil-
lions of low-wage workers in our coun-
try are far less likely to be teens 
supplementing their allowance and far 
more likely to be adults struggling to 
support their families. It has also got-
ten a lot harder for young people just 
starting out to find work that puts 
them on a strong path. There is a very 
concerning pattern of young people 
dropping out of the labor force rather 
than keeping up their search. 

These are the kinds of trends we need 
to be thinking about as we look for 
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ways to help today’s workforce succeed 
in today’s economy. There are many 
steps we can and absolutely should 
take to tackle the barriers our workers 
and our families are facing. We should 
start with raising the minimum wage 
because no one working full time in the 
United States today should live in pov-
erty. Low-wage workers in today’s 
economy, who are putting in very long 
hours while raising their children, pay-
ing taxes, and trying to pay the bills, 
deserve a better shot at success. 

But that is not the last step we 
should take. As we are looking for 
ways to expand opportunity for strug-
gling workers and families, we should 
be using every tool in the box—includ-
ing our Tax Code. Policies such as the 
earned-income tax credit have suc-
ceeded in helping millions of house-
holds lift themselves out of poverty, 
which is why Republicans and Demo-
crats have come together to strengthen 
the EITC so many times in the past. 
But today too many struggling work-
ers and families are left behind under 
our outdated Tax Code. 

It is time to build on these efforts to 
support work, including the critical ex-
pansions of the EITC in 2009, which 
should be made permanent, and we 
need to update our Tax Code so that it 
reflects the needs of today’s workforce. 

I am proud to be here today to intro-
duce the 21st Century Worker Tax Cut 
Act. It is a bill that would complement 
critical reforms, such as raising the 
minimum wage, by providing targeted 
tax cuts designed for today’s work-
force. It is paid for by closing wasteful 
loopholes that both Democrats and Re-
publicans have proposed eliminating. 

The 21st Century Worker Tax Cut Act 
would put in place a new tax deduction 
to help struggling families with two 
workers keep more of what they earn. 
The way our Tax Code is currently 
structured, the second earner in a 
household often pays a higher tax rate 
on his or her earnings. Making matters 
worse, when a second earner decides to 
enter the workforce, the family usually 
faces many new costs, such as 
childcare or transportation, and the 
family can lose eligibility for credits, 
such as the EITC and other benefits. 

Add it all up, and many struggling 
two-earner families today end up tak-
ing home a smaller percentage of their 
paycheck than many of the wealthiest 
households in America. These realities 
often discourage a potential second 
earner, such as a mother who is consid-
ering reentering the workforce to re-
turn to her professional career. 

Struggling families face a lot of chal-
lenges to getting ahead today. The 
very least we can do is keep our Tax 
Code from forcing families to take a 
half step backward for every step for-
ward, and that is exactly the problem 
the 21st Century Worker Tax Cut Act 
will help to solve. 

This bill will give our working fami-
lies a 20-percent deduction on the sec-
ond earner’s income. A mom or dad 
who goes back into the workforce and 

brings home an extra $25,000, for exam-
ple, would get a $5,000 deduction. For a 
family in the 25-percent bracket, that 
means $1,250 back in their pocket for 
groceries, childcare, transportation, or 
retirement savings. 

The bill also reflects the reality that 
workers without dependent children 
and young workers who are just start-
ing out are being left behind under the 
current EITC. My colleague Senator 
BROWN has been a leader on this issue. 
He is a cosponsor of the bill I am intro-
ducing today. 

Unlike low-income workers with kids 
at home, workers without dependent 
children receive little or nothing from 
this credit. As workers file their 2013 
tax returns this spring, a single worker 
with no dependent children is eligible 
for a maximum credit of only $487. She 
is entirely phased out of the credit 
once her income reaches $14,340, which 
is about what a full-time minimum 
wage worker would earn in a year. 
Young, childless workers under 25, who 
are starting out in a tough labor mar-
ket, are not eligible at all. In an econ-
omy today where more low-wage earn-
ers are middle-aged and where young 
people are struggling to gain a toehold 
in the job market, it doesn’t make any 
sense. 

Our bill, the 21st Century Worker 
Tax Cut Act, would increase the EITC 
for workers without dependent children 
to about $1,400 next year and expand 
the income range over which workers 
are eligible for the credit. It would also 
lower the eligibility age for the child-
less worker to qualify for the EITC 
from 25 years old to 21 so that young 
workers without dependents get the 
same incentives that have helped so 
many others get on their feet. The 
Treasury Department estimated that 
EITC changes similar to these would 
help more than 13 million struggling 
workers climb the economic ladder. 

As we expand the EITC, we have a re-
sponsibility to do everything we can to 
make sure this credit is going straight 
to the workers and families who need 
it, and part of that responsibility is to 
make sure that the EITC claims are 
filed correctly. Professional tax return 
preparers complete 70 percent of these 
EITC claims. Under our bill, the 21st 
Century Worker Tax Cut, they would 
receive twice the current penalty if 
they don’t follow due diligence require-
ments put in place by the IRS. 

Workers and families are playing 
fair, and the biggest corporations 
should too, and that is why this bill 
would be paid for by closing loopholes 
that the biggest corporations take ad-
vantage of. The 21st Century Worker 
Tax Cut would draw on a proposal from 
my colleague Senator REED of Rhode 
Island, who is also a cosponsor of this 
bill. His proposal closes a loophole that 
lets corporations claim outsized tax 
breaks by paying their executives 
stock options instead of regular pay-
checks. This bill would also stop multi-
national corporations from shifting 
profits into tax havens such as Ber-

muda and the Cayman Islands to avoid 
paying their fair share. 

There is bipartisan support for clos-
ing those loopholes. Both Democrats 
and House Ways and Means chairman 
DAVE CAMP have proposed eliminating 
each of them. Updating our Tax Code 
to give tax breaks to our struggling 
workers instead of big corporations is 
the right thing to do. 

As we continue this important debate 
about how to expand opportunity to 
those who are struggling today, we 
need to make sure we are giving to-
day’s workforce the best shot in to-
day’s economy. We should increase our 
outdated minimum wage to give mil-
lions of workers a raise, and then 
Democrats and Republicans need to 
come together to update our Tax Code 
and give today’s struggling workers 
the tax relief they deserve. The 21st 
Century Worker Tax Cut would be a 
strong, fiscally responsible step toward 
that bipartisan goal, and I am hopeful 
we can get this done for our workers as 
quickly as possible. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 399—EX-
PRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE 
AMERICAN GI FORUM 

Mr. CORNYN submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: 

S. RES. 399 

Whereas millions of Hispanic veterans re-
turning home from World War II were seg-
regated from other veterans groups and 
wrongfully denied services by the United 
States Department of Veterans Affairs; 

Whereas in response to such inequities, 
Hector P. Garcia, a United States Army vet-
eran and physician from Corpus Christi, 
Texas, founded the American GI Forum 
(AGIF) on March 26, 1948; 

Whereas the motto of AGIF is ‘‘Education 
is our Freedom and Freedom Should be 
Everybody’s Business’’; 

Whereas in 1998, AGIF was granted a Fed-
eral charter pursuant to an Act of Congress 
(Public Law 105–231); 

Whereas one of the purposes stated in the 
AGIF charter is ‘‘fostering and enlarging 
equal educational opportunities, equal eco-
nomic opportunities, equal justice under the 
law, and equal political opportunities for all 
United States citizens, regardless of race, 
color, religion, sex, or national origin’’; 

Whereas the flagship Veterans Service 
Center of the AGIF National Veterans Out-
reach Program is based in San Antonio, 
Texas, and provides a ‘‘continuum of care’’ 
to veterans in need, including employment 
training, counseling, and a homeless vet-
erans reintegration program; 

Whereas the AGIF Residential Center for 
Homeless Veterans has 80 transitional beds 
and 60 single-room apartments dedicated to 
the needs of our Nation’s homeless veterans; 

Whereas AGIF is now the largest Feder-
ally-chartered Hispanic veterans organiza-
tion in the United States, with chapters in 40 
States and Puerto Rico; and 

Whereas AGIF continues to be a beacon of 
hope and an avenue for community involve-
ment for returning veterans: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
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(1) supports and commends the mission, 

goals, and ideals of the American GI Forum 
and its members; and 

(2) encourages others to join with the 
American GI Forum to ensure that veterans 
are never again denied the benefits they have 
earned through their service. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 2869. Mr. TOOMEY (for himself and Mr. 
PRYOR) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 2867 proposed 
by Mr. REID (for Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself 
and Mr. CORKER)) to the bill H.R. 4152, to 
provide for the costs of loan guarantees for 
Ukraine; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 2870. Mr. WYDEN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 2867 proposed by Mr. REID (for Mr. 
MENENDEZ (for himself and Mr. CORKER)) to 
the bill H.R. 4152, supra; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 
SA 2869. Mr. TOOMEY (for himself 

and Mr. PRYOR) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 2867 proposed by Mr. 
REID (for Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself 
and Mr. CORKER)) to the bill H.R. 4152, 
to provide for the costs of loan guaran-
tees for Ukraine; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 7 of the amendment, after line 25, 
add the following: 

(c) USE OF LOAN GUARANTEES TO ENHANCE 
NUCLEAR ENERGY SECURITY AND INDEPEND-
ENCE.—Loans for which loan guarantees are 
provided pursuant to subsection (a) may be 
used by the Government of Ukraine or nu-
clear power utilities in Ukraine to purchase 
nuclear fuel from private sector sources and 
to make other investments to enhance the 
nuclear energy security and independence of 
Ukraine. 

SA 2870. Mr. WYDEN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 2867 proposed by Mr. 
REID (for Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself 
and Mr. CORKER)) to the bill H.R. 4152, 
to provide for the costs of loan guaran-
tees for Ukraine; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end of the amendment, add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. 11. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS 

FOR UNCONVENTIONAL GAS TECH-
NICAL ENGAGEMENT PROGRAM FOR 
ENGAGEMENT IN EASTERN EUROPE. 

From amounts made available to carry out 
chapter 4 of part II of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2346 et seq.; relating to 
the Economic Support Fund), there are au-
thorized to be appropriated for fiscal year 
2015 and each fiscal year thereafter 
$10,000,000 to the Secretary of State for the 
Unconventional Gas Technical Engagement 
Program of the Department of State, to be 
used for engagement on the utilization and 
development of natural gas resources by for-
eign countries, with particular emphasis on 
countries in eastern Europe. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on 

Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on March 26, 
2014, at 2:30 p.m. in room SR–253 of the 
Russell Senate Office Building, to con-
duct a hearing entitled, ‘‘Protecting 
Personal Consumer Information from 
Cyber Attacks and Data Breaches.’’ 

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

COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC 
WORKS 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works be au-
thorized to meet during the session of 
the Senate on March 26, 2014 at 10 a.m., 
in room SD–406 of the Dirksen Senate 
office building, to conduct a hearing 
entitled, ‘‘Oversight Hearing on the 
Environmental Protection Agency’s 
Fiscal Year 2015 Budget.’’ 

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

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Committee on 
Foreign Relations be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on March 26, 2014, at 2:30 p.m., to hold 
a hearing entitled ‘‘Syria After Gene-
va: Next Steps for U.S. Policy.’’ 

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

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND 
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental 
Affairs be authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on March 26, 
2014, at 10 a.m. to conduct a hearing en-
titled ‘‘Strengthening Public-Private 
Partnerships to Reduce Cyber Risks to 
Our Nation’s Critical Infrastructure.’’ 

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

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Committee on 
Indian Affairs be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
March 26, 2014, in room SD–628 of the 
Dirksen Senate Office Building, at 2:30 
p.m., to conduct a hearing entitled 
‘‘The President’s Fiscal Year 2015 
Budget for Tribal Programs.’’ 

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

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
Mr. REID, Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Committee on 
the Judiciary be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate, on 
March 26, 2014, at 10 a.m., in room SD– 
226 of the Dirksen Senate Office Build-
ing, to conduct a hearing entitled ‘‘Re-
authorization of the Satellite Tele-
vision Extension and Localism Act.’’ 

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

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
March 26, 2014, at 10 a.m. in room SD– 

G50 of the Dirksen Senate Office Build-
ing. 

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

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON AGING 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Special Com-
mittee on Aging be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
March 26, 2014, in room SD–562 of the 
Dirksen Senate Office Building at 1:45 
p.m., to conduct a hearing entitled 
‘‘Preventing Medicare Fraud: How Can 
We Best Protect Seniors and Tax-
payers?’’ 

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

SUBCOMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS 
AND CONSUMER PROTECTION 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs 
Subcommittee on Financial Institu-
tions and Consumer Protection be au-
thorized to meet during the session of 
the Senate on March 26, 2014, at 10 
a.m., to conduct a hearing entitled 
‘‘Are Alternative Financial Products 
Serving Consumers?’’ 

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

SUBCOMMITTEE ON READINESS AND 
MANAGEMENT SUPPORT 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Subcommittee 
on Readiness and Management Support 
of the Committee on Armed Services 
be authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on March 26, 2014, at 
2:30 p.m. 

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

SUBCOMMITTEE ON STRATEGIC FORCES 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Subcommittee 
on Strategic Forces of the Committee 
on Armed Services be authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on March 26, 2014, at 2:30 p.m. 

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

SUBCOMMITTEE ON PERSONNEL 
Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-

imous consent that the Subcommittee 
on Personnel of the Committee on 
Armed Services be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
March 26, 2014, at 10 a.m. 

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

f 

AMERICAN FIGHTER ACES CON-
GRESSIONAL GOLD MEDAL ACT 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs Committee be 
discharged from further consideration 
of S. 1827 and the Senate proceed to its 
consideration. 

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

The clerk will report the bill by title. 
The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 1827) to award a Congressional 

Gold Medal to the American Fighter Aces, 
collectively, in recognition of their heroic 
military service and defense of our country’s 
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freedom throughout the history of aviation 
warfare. 

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

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent the bill be read three 
times and passed, the motion to recon-
sider be considered made and laid on 
the table, with no intervening action 
or debate. 

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

The bill (S. 1827) was ordered to a 
third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed, as follows: 

S. 1827 
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 ‘‘American 
Fighter Aces Congressional Gold Medal 
Act’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 
(1) An American Fighter Ace is a fighter 

pilot who has served honorably in a United 
States military service and who has de-
stroyed 5 or more confirmed enemy aircraft 
in aerial combat during a war or conflict in 
which American armed forces have partici-
pated. 

(2) Beginning with World War I, and the 
first use of airplanes in warfare, military 
services have maintained official records of 
individual aerial victory credits during every 
major conflict. Of more than 60,000 United 
States military fighter pilots that have 
taken to the air, less than 1,500 have become 
Fighter Aces. 

(3) Americans became Fighter Aces in the 
Spanish Civil War, Sino-Japanese War, Rus-
sian Civil War, Arab-Israeli War, and others. 
Additionally, American military groups’ re-
cruited United States military pilots to form 
the American Volunteer Group, Eagle Squad-
ron, and others that produced American-born 
Fighter Aces fighting against axis powers 
prior to Pearl Harbor. 

(4) The concept of a Fighter Ace is that 
they fought for freedom and democracy 
across the globe, flying in the face of the 
enemy to defend freedom throughout the his-
tory of aerial combat. American-born citi-
zens became Fighter Aces flying under the 
flag of United States allied countries and be-
came some of the highest scoring Fighter 
Aces of their respective wars. 

(5) American Fighter Aces hail from every 
State in the Union, representing numerous 
ethnic, religious, and cultural backgrounds. 

(6) Fighter Aces possess unique skills that 
have made them successful in aerial combat. 
These include courage, judgment, keen 
marksmanship, concentration, drive, persist-
ence, and split-second thinking that makes 
an Ace a war fighter with unique and valu-
able flight driven skills. 

(7) The Aces’ training, bravery, skills, sac-
rifice, attention to duty, and innovative spir-
it illustrate the most celebrated traits of the 
United States military, including service to 
country and the protection of freedom and 
democracy. 

(8) American Fighter Aces have led distin-
guished careers in the military, education, 
private enterprise, and politics. Many have 
held the rank of General or Admiral and 
played leadership roles in multiple war ef-
forts from WWI to Vietnam through many 
decades. In some cases they became the high-
est ranking officers for following wars. 

(9) The extraordinary heroism of the Amer-
ican Fighter Ace boosted American morale 
at home and encouraged many men and 

women to enlist to fight for America and de-
mocracy across the globe. 

(10) Fighter Aces were among America’s 
most-prized military fighters during wars. 
When they rotated back to the United States 
after combat tours, they trained cadets in 
fighter pilot tactics that they had learned 
over enemy skies. The teaching of combat 
dogfighting to young aviators strengthened 
our fighter pilots to become more successful 
in the skies. The net effect of this was to 
shorten wars and save the lives of young 
Americans. 

(11) Following military service, many 
Fighter Aces became test pilots due to their 
superior flying skills and quick thinking 
abilities. 

(12) The American Fighter Aces are one of 
the most decorated military groups in Amer-
ican history. Twenty-two Fighter Aces have 
achieved the rank of Admiral in the Navy. 
Seventy-nine Fighter Aces have achieved the 
rank of General in the Army, Marines, and 
Air Force. Nineteen Medals of Honor have 
been awarded to individual Fighter Aces. 
SEC. 3. CONGRESSIONAL GOLD MEDAL. 

(a) PRESENTATION AUTHORIZED.—The 
Speaker of the House of Representatives and 
the President pro tempore of the Senate 
shall make appropriate arrangements for the 
presentation, on behalf of the Congress, of a 
gold medal of appropriate design to the 
American Fighter Aces, collectively, in rec-
ognition of their heroic military service and 
defense of our country’s freedom, which has 
spanned the history of aviation warfare. 

(b) DESIGN AND STRIKING.—For the pur-
poses of the award referred to in subsection 
(a), the Secretary of the Treasury (in this 
Act referred to as the ‘‘Secretary’’) shall 
strike the gold medal with suitable emblems, 
devices, and inscriptions, to be determined 
by the Secretary. 

(c) AWARD OF MEDAL.—Following the 
award of the gold medal in honor of the 
American Fighter Aces under subsection (a), 
the gold medal shall be given to the Smith-
sonian Institution, where it shall be avail-
able for display or temporary loan to be dis-
played elsewhere, particularly at appropriate 
locations associated with the American 
Fighter Aces, and that preference should be 
given to locations affiliated with the Smith-
sonian Institution. 
SEC. 4. DUPLICATE MEDALS. 

The Secretary may strike and sell dupli-
cates in bronze of the gold medal struck pur-
suant to section 3, at a price sufficient to 
cover the costs of the medal, including labor, 
materials, dies, use of machinery, and over-
head expenses, and amounts received from 
the sale of such duplicates shall be deposited 
in the United States Mint Public Enterprise 
Fund. 
SEC. 5. STATUS OF MEDALS. 

(a) NATIONAL MEDALS.—The medals struck 
under this Act are national medals for pur-
poses of chapter 51 of title 31, United States 
Code. 

(b) NUMISMATIC ITEMS.—For purposes of 
sections 5134 and 5136 of title 31, United 
States Code, all medals struck under this 
Act shall be considered to be numismatic 
items. 

f 

2014 ARCTIC WINTER GAMES 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent the commerce com-
mittee be discharged from further con-
sideration of S. Res. 387. 

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

The clerk will report the resolution 
by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A resolution (S. Res. 387) celebrating the 

2014 Arctic Winter Games, in Fairbanks, 
Alaska. 

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

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the resolution be 
agreed to, the preamble be agreed to, 
and the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

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

The resolution (S. Res. 387) was 
agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
(The resolution, with its preamble, is 

printed in the RECORD of March 13, 2014, 
under ‘‘Submitted Resolutions’’.) 

f 

ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, MARCH 
27, 2014 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that when the Senate 
completes its business today, it ad-
journ until 9:30 a.m., Thursday, March 
27, 2014; that following the prayer and 
pledge, the morning hour be deemed 
expired, the Journal of proceedings be 
approved to date, and the time for the 
two leaders be reserved for their use 
later in the day; that following any 
leader remarks, the Senate be in a pe-
riod of morning business until 10:30 
a.m., with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each and 
the time equally divided and controlled 
between the two leaders or their des-
ignees, with the Republicans control-
ling the first half and the majority 
controlling the final half; and that fol-
lowing morning business, the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of H.R. 
4152, the Ukraine bill; that notwith-
standing the previous order, the time 
until noon be equally divided and con-
trolled between the two leaders or 
their designees and all other provisions 
of the previous order remain in effect. 

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

f 

PROGRAM 
Mr. REID. There will be a series of 

rollcall votes at noon tomorrow. Addi-
tional votes are possible during tomor-
row’s session. Senators will be notified 
when they are scheduled. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:30 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. REID. Mr. President, if there is 
no further business to come before the 
Senate, I ask unanimous consent that 
it adjourn under the previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 7:18 p.m., adjourned until Thursday, 
March 27, 2014, at 9:30 a.m. 

f 

CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive nominations confirmed by 

the Senate March 26, 2014: 
THE JUDICIARY 

CHRISTOPHER REID COOPER, OF THE DISTRICT OF CO-
LUMBIA, TO BE UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
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M. DOUGLAS HARPOOL, OF MISSOURI, TO BE UNITED 

STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT 
OF MISSOURI. 

GERALD AUSTIN MCHUGH, JR., OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO 
BE UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE EASTERN 
DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA. 

EDWARD G. SMITH, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT 
OF PENNSYLVANIA. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

JOSEPH WILLIAM WESTPHAL, OF NEW YORK, TO BE AM-
BASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE KINGDOM OF 
SAUDI ARABIA. 
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IN MEMORY OF DONALD FLAMINIO 

HON. DAN BENISHEK 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. BENISHEK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
with sadness on the occasion of the passing 
of Donald ‘‘Flip’’ Flaminio, who passed away 
on March 20, 2014. Donald was born in Iron 
Mountain, Michigan, on August 24, 1930. Flip 
was a veteran of the United States Navy, and 
the owner-operator of Quality Cleaners for ten 
years, he married his wife of 61 years, Zella 
‘‘Terri’’ Haggart, in 1953. Flip was a lifelong 
Iron Mountain resident and enjoyed spending 
time with his loved ones. He is survived by 
Terri, and his three daughters. 

In this time of sorrow, I am reminded of the 
quote of philosopher George Santayana, who 
said, ‘‘There is no cure for birth and death 
save to enjoy the interval.’’ I know that Flip 
lived a life of love and that the cherished 
memories of his life will never be forgotten by 
his many friends and family. 

On behalf of all residents of the First Con-
gressional District of Michigan, I wish to ex-
press my sadness and condolences on Flip’s 
passing. It is my hope that we are able to 
emulate Flip’s good nature and example in 
how we conduct ourselves with each other. Al-
though Flip is no longer with us in this world, 
he will remain with us in our hearts, alive and 
well forever. 

f 

IN HONOR OF THE USS ‘‘ROBERT 
G. BRADLEY’’ UPON ITS DECOM-
MISSIONING ON MARCH 28, 2014 

HON. ANDER CRENSHAW 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to pay tribute to the fine Sailors who have 
served on the USS Robert G. Bradley (FFG 
49). On March 28, 2014, this magnificent war-
ship will be decommissioned in Mayport, Flor-
ida. 

The ship and her outstanding crew have 
served tirelessly to ensure that America re-
mains the preeminent naval power on the 
globe. The USS Bradley has served our Na-
tion for nearly 30 years and has continually 
lived up to the ship’s motto of ‘‘Power to Pre-
vail.’’ True to its namesake, Lieutenant Robert 
G. Bradley—who was awarded the Navy 
Cross after dying in a heroic effort to save his 
ship, the USS Princeton—the USS Bradley 
and her crew have embodied selfless service, 
a trait so common in our outstanding men and 
women in uniform. While the ship may be de-
commissioned, the friendships and camara-
derie this ship established on its decks will last 
for ages. 

It is a pleasure and honor to represent the 
great men and women who serve in the 4th 

District of Florida and to see them successfully 
complete the mission of the USS Bradley. 
Their hard work reiterates our community’s im-
portance as an anchor of national security. 

The Sailors of the USS Bradley can stand 
tall in the knowledge that their hard work and 
dedication has contributed to the most impor-
tant missions of our Nation’s defense and we 
are grateful for their tireless efforts and sac-
rifice 

f 

HONORING COLLEGE BOUND OP-
PORTUNITIES FOR ITS OUT-
STANDING SUCCESS, EDU-
CATIONAL PROGRAMS AND COM-
MUNITY IMPACT 

HON. BRADLEY S. SCHNEIDER 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to rise today to honor College Bound 
Opportunities (CBO), an extraordinary commu-
nity organization that is opening doors and 
broadening opportunities for under-resourced 
and low-income students in the suburban Chi-
cago district that I represent. 

Founded in 2006, CBO started with four out-
standing students, growing to nearly 150 
today. Each class of students receives men-
toring and assistance through test prep class-
es, professional development and workshops, 
technology training and financial aid. 

CBO provides a one-on-one mentorship pro-
gram, matching a mentor with a student. For 
six years, these mentors help guide their stu-
dents through the college application process, 
adjustment to college life and even life after 
graduation. This engaged approach achieves 
truly remarkable results: 97 percent of CBO 
scholars graduate from college, compared to 
56 percent nationwide and merely 12 percent 
among low-income students. More than 90 
percent of CBO scholars are first-generation 
college students. At a time when only 11 per-
cent of nationwide first-generation students 
graduate, CBO is making a real difference. 

These statistics speak to the incredible CBO 
impact in the community and the bright futures 
its programs are helping make possible. Many 
of these students would never have the oppor-
tunity to apply to college, let alone graduate, 
without these programs and the generosity of 
CBO’s many dedicated volunteers. 

Recently, I joined CBO to welcome a new 
class of 25 students to the program. In this 
group I saw inspiring potential and many rea-
sons to be confident for the future. The oppor-
tunities CBO makes possible will empower its 
students, enrich our community and perhaps 
one day help change the world. 

HONORING UNIVERSITY OF MICHI-
GAN PRESIDENT MARY SUE 
COLEMAN 

HON. JOHN D. DINGELL 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor the service of Mary Sue Coleman, the 
thirteenth President of the University of Michi-
gan, as she retires at the end of June. I’ve 
had the distinct honor of working closely with 
President Coleman since 2002, when she 
began her hard work on behalf of this fine Uni-
versity, and her spirit and dedication will be 
missed. She has worked to raise standards, 
invest in a higher education for our students, 
and has further elevated the University of 
Michigan and continued its role among the ab-
solute finest education opportunities in the 
land. She has ushered in a period of growth, 
not only across the campus, but also in the 
hearts and minds of the students she so tire-
lessly works for. Through her leadership, the 
University of Michigan and its students have 
remained ‘‘the leaders and best.’’ I thank 
President Coleman for her years of service 
and dedication to the people of Michigan. Go 
Blue! 

f 

RECOGNIZING AUBURNDALE CITY 
HALL 

HON. DANIEL WEBSTER 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to recognize Auburndale City Hall on 
the occasion of its addition to the National 
Register of Historic Places. 

Designed by Polk County architect Roland 
Buckley and contractor Paul Smith, the 87- 
year-old Italian Renaissance-style building has 
housed the library and Chamber of Com-
merce, most of the cities departments and 
even jail cells throughout its existence. It is 
currently home to the city’s Information Tech-
nology Office. 

Noted for its Romanesque architecture, 
open arches and ornate masonry work, City 
Hall is now among four National Historic build-
ings in Auburndale. It joins the Holland Jenks 
house, the Baynard House and the 
Auburndale Citrus Growers Association Pack-
ing House. It is the twelfth city hall in Florida 
to have secured a spot on the Register. 

It is a privilege to serve the residents of 
Auburndale, and I thank them for their tremen-
dous contributions to the Central Florida com-
munity. 
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IN HONOR OF THE USS ‘‘DE WERT’’ 

UPON ITS DECOMMISSIONING ON 
APRIL 4, 2014 

HON. ANDER CRENSHAW 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to pay tribute the fine Sailors who have served 
on the USS De Wert (FFG 45). On April 4, 
2014, this superb warship will be decommis-
sioned in Mayport, Florida. 

The ship and her crew have served tire-
lessly to ensure that America retains its status 
as the strongest naval power in the world. The 
Ship is named for Richard De Wert, a 
Hospitalman who was killed in action while 
aiding an injured comrade during his service in 
the marines. Hospitalman De Wert was award-
ed the Medal of Honor for this amazingly self-
less act. Following in the footsteps of this 
great man, the USS De Wert has served our 
Nation fearlessly for over 30 years. 

I am so honored to be able to represent 
these great men and women who serve in 4th 
District of Florida and it is a privilege to com-
mend them upon their completion of the mis-
sion of the USS De Wert. Their hard work il-
lustrates the importance of the First Coast to 
national defense. While the ship may be de-
commissioned, I know that the ship’s motto of 
‘‘Daring, Dauntless, Defiant’’ will remain a 
guiding force for these Sailors wherever their 
lives may lead. 

The Sailors of the USS De Wert can stand 
tall in the knowledge that their hard work and 
dedication has contributed to the most impor-
tant missions of our nation’s defense and we 
are grateful for their tireless efforts and sac-
rifice. 

f 

CELEBRATING MR. RICHARD 
YOUNG 

HON. JARED HUFFMAN 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. HUFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, it is my pleas-
ure to recognize Mr. Richard Young on his re-
cent retirement from the Crescent City Harbor 
District. Mr. Young’s dedication to the Cres-
cent City Harbor District has never been shak-
en even as he worked to restore the harbor 
after repeated disasters. 

Mr. Young earned a Ph.D. in economics at 
the University of California, Santa Barbara and 
went on to teach in the Naval Postgraduate 
School. He then worked as a commercial fish-
erman, owning the vessels City of Eureka and 
Willola. 

Mr. Young was hired as harbormaster at the 
Crescent City Harbor District in March 2004. 
He became known for building relationships 
with members of the harbor community and 
with regulatory agencies. 

Following the tsunami of 2006, the winter 
storms of 2008 and a major tsunami that crip-
pled the harbor in 2011, Mr. Young led the 
district through massive repairs to rebuild the 
city’s vital harbor. This $54 million effort led to 
the West Coast’s first tsunami-resistant har-
bor—designed to withstand a 50-year tsunami 
event. The harbor’s design also includes 

amenities that residents of California will enjoy 
for years to come. 

Please join me in expressing deep apprecia-
tion to Mr. Richard Young for his long and im-
pressive career, and his exceptional record of 
service. 

f 

REMEMBERING MARGARET E. 
PEACE 

HON. TIM RYAN 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to acknowledge the life of Margaret E. Peace, 
of Newton Falls, Ohio, who passed on Feb-
ruary 13, 2014. Margaret was born on March 
13, 1921 in Greenwood, South Carolina, to 
Clarence and Lillian McCuen Elledge. On De-
cember 5, 1938 she married the love of her 
life Mr. James Peace and the two were hap-
pily married for 74 years before James’ tragic 
passing in June of 2013. 

While living in South Carolina, Margaret 
worked in a cotton mill. Upon moving to New-
ton Falls, Ohio she began working as a wait-
ress at the Superquick restaurant, and soon 
became an active member of the Newton Falls 
First Church of God. Throughout her sixty 
years of attendance, she was heavily active 
with singing in the choir, serving as Sunday 
School teacher, serving as an assistant with 
the Brownie and Girl Scout groups, sitting 
member on the church council, an active 
member on the Women’s Missionary Society 
Board, and she also diligently served as the 
nursing director for over 45 years. 

Not only did Margaret touch the lives of 
those in the church community, she was in-
credibly loved by her extensive network of 
family and friends. She collected hundreds of 
cookbooks over the course of her life, loved 
reading her Bible, and found happiness in her 
flower garden. 

Margaret has joined her loving parents, 
Clarence and Lillian, her tender husband 
James, her son Freddie, her sister Martha and 
brother Bill. She will be missed by a countless 
number of people in the community, and most 
of all by her two sons, James and Eddie 
Peace, her daughter Linda Hospodor, her 
daughter-in-law Kay Peace, and her brother 
Frank Elledge. Margaret will also be fondly re-
membered by numerous grandchildren, great- 
grandchildren, and great-great-grandchildren. 

Margaret was an extraordinary woman, and 
she will live on in the hearts and minds of 
those she has touched. It was an honor to 
work with her in my district, and I will never 
forget her boundless kindness and enduring 
commitment to her community. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. MAC THORNBERRY 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, on Mon-
day, March 24, I was unable to be present for 
two rollcall votes while attending to personal 
matters in Texas. Had I been present, I would 
have voted ‘‘yea’’ on Nos. 136 and 137. 

RECOGNIZING JOSEPH CARUBBA 
AS HE RECEIVES THE ANTHONY 
M. CASTIGLIA ACHIEVEMENT 
AWARD 

HON. BRIAN HIGGINS 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
recognize and congratulate Joseph Carubba, 
the President and Chief Executive Officer of 
Carubba Collision, as he receives the pres-
tigious Anthony M. Castiglia Achievement 
Award from the Italian American Leadership 
Council of Western New York. As we come to-
gether in celebration of St. Joseph’s Day, we 
also celebrate the remarkable contributions 
Joe has made to our region, through his es-
teemed business and generous philanthropic 
efforts. 

Joe began his career in the automobile in-
dustry in the 1970s, as a part-time employee 
at his father Anthony Carubba’s company. Still 
a high school student at Williamsville North, 
Joe learned how to clean cars and sweep 
floors under his father’s tutelage. 

After completing his education at Oklahoma 
A&M and Syracuse University, Joe joined his 
father’s company full-time in 1981. In 1990, 
Joe’s father passed away, and Joe was given 
the full responsibility of managing the busi-
ness. At that time, Carubba Collision was a 
small shop of 5,500 square feet with only 12 
employees. Under Joe’s direction, Carubba 
expanded to four offices, a dealer satellite of-
fice, and six production facilities, occupying al-
most 80,000 square feet. The company now 
employs 130 people and has increased its 
profitability to 20 times that of its numbers in 
the 1980s. 

Today, Carubba Collision is widely known 
for its commitment to excellence and customer 
service. Autochex has awarded Carubba its 
‘‘Best in Service’’ award a total of five times, 
and in 2013, Body Shop Business magazine 
named Joe Carubba their ‘‘Executive of the 
Year.’’ 

The company’s dedication to its customers 
mirrors Joe’s commendable civic involvement. 
He has served on the Board of Directors for 
the Better Business Bureau, the YMCA Lead-
ership Club, and the Alliance of Automotive 
Service Providers, among others. Joe has 
generously supported countless organizations, 
including the Make A Wish Foundation, Cradle 
Beach, Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Women 
& Children’s Hospital, the Parkinson’s Founda-
tion, SUNY at Buffalo, Mercy Flight, the Food 
Bank of Western New York, and the Buffalo 
Niagara Victory Scholarship Awards. Perhaps 
most famously, Carubba Collision has 
partnered with the Buffalo Sabres to create 
the Carubba Collision of the Game, a beloved 
institution among Sabres fans. 

A proud family man who grew up in a close- 
knit Italian-American family, Joe enjoys spend-
ing his spare time with his daughters Jackie 
and Andrea, and his three grandchildren. 

Mr. Speaker, it is with great pride that I rec-
ognize Joe Carubba, a civic-minded business 
owner who exemplifies the American values of 
hard work and good will. Joe built a business 
both by and for the local community, and in 
doing so, turned what was once a small body 
shop into one of the region’s leaders in auto-
mobile repair. I congratulate him as he re-
ceives the Anthony M. Castiglia Achievement 
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Award from Italian American Leadership 
Council of Western New York, and wish him 
the absolute best in all his future endeavors. 

f 

COMMEMORATING HOUSTON 
WAGGONER ON HIS 93RD BIRTH-
DAY 

HON. VANCE M. McALLISTER 
OF LOUISIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. MCALLISTER. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
great pride and pleasure that I rise today to 
commemorate Mr. Houston Waggoner on the 
occasion of his 93rd birthday, which he and 
his loved ones celebrated on March 17. 

Mr. Waggoner is a proud WWII Navy Vet-
eran and the father of eight children. He 
worked for 30 years as a bag plant manager 
before retiring and starting a small business, 
Chatham Automotive Parts and Supply in 
1972. After owning his own business for 18 
years, he retired for a second time in 1990. 
He now resides in Jackson Parish and enjoys 
hunting, fishing, and his involvement with the 
National WWII Museum in New Orleans where 
he is a member. 

Mr. Waggoner exemplifies a strong char-
acter of leadership and dedication. As his fam-
ily and friends continue to celebrate and honor 
him, I ask my colleagues to join me in wishing 
Mr. Waggoner a very happy 93rd birthday. 

f 

REMEMBERING JOSEPH 
CAPOBIANCO 

HON. TIM RYAN 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to pay tribute to Mr. Joseph Capobianco, who 
passed on Wednesday, January 29th in Co-
lumbus, Ohio at the age of 67. Joseph was a 
dear friend of mine, and I am grateful for his 
support over the years. 

Joseph was born in Gaeta, Italy to his loving 
parents, the late Luigi and Antonetta 
Capobianco. He spent his childhood in Italy 
but immigrated to Boston at the age of 10 to 
begin a new life in the United States. 

Joseph dedicated much of his time to St. 
Brendan the Navigator Catholic Church, which 
he served proudly for many years. During his 
service he was significantly involved in Cum 
Christo, the Lay Catholic Renewal Movement, 
and also spent time performing prison min-
istry. In addition to serving his church, Joseph 
found great joy in playing golf and spending 
time with his grandchildren. He also enjoyed 
travelling with his loving wife Linda, particularly 
back to Italy. 

Joseph will be dearly missed by Linda; his 
son, Louis; his grandchildren, Maggie, Joseph 
and Lily; his sisters, Alesandra DiCecca and 
Erasma Simeone; his brother, Cosmo, and a 
number of nieces and nephews. Joseph’s 
passing will be felt by the greater community, 
as he touched the lives of everyone around 
him. I am proud to have known such a philan-
thropic and compassionate Ohioan. 

RECOGNIZING PIPEFITTERS, 
STEAMFITTERS, REFRIGERATION 
AND AIR CONDITIONING SERVICE 
LOCAL 636 

HON. SANDER M. LEVIN 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to rec-
ognize the important contributions that the 
Pipefitters, Steamfitters, Refrigeration and Air 
Conditioning Service Local 636 have made to 
their members as well as working families and 
communities throughout southeast Michigan. 
On Saturday, March 29, 2014, the men and 
women of Local 636 will celebrate the 100th 
anniversary of its founding. 

Since it was chartered on March 17, 1914, 
Local 636 has worked to secure safe working 
conditions, fair wages, health and welfare ben-
efits, and retirement security for its member-
ship. Also notable is Local 636’s longstanding 
commitment to ensuring that its members 
have the training necessary to do the difficult 
and skilled work required of them. In 1936, 
Local 636 began its first organized Apprentice-
ship Training. Today, Local 636’s leaders and 
members are justifiably proud of its 27,000 
square foot Pipefitting Industry Training Cen-
ter, located on 3 acres in Troy, Michigan, 
where apprentices can receive classroom and 
other instruction, and where journeymen can 
continuously update their professional skills. 

Local 636 members have literally helped to 
build the City of Detroit and so much of south-
east Michigan. Early in its history, Local 636 
members helped to build Detroit’s Statler Hotel 
and the Stroh’s Brewery, and they installed 
Carrier centrifugal chillers at the J.L. Hudson 
Company, making it the first air-conditioned 
department store in the United States. Local 
636’s members have helped build the Detroit 
area’s iconic workplaces, including Ford, Gen-
eral Motors and Chrysler plants, Detroit’s Ren-
aissance Center, and the corporate head-
quarters of Compuware. The region’s sports 
and entertainment fans benefit from the work 
that Local 636’s members have done at Cobo 
Hall, the home of the annual North American 
International Auto Show and numerous events 
and conventions each year, the Detroit Red 
Wings’ Joe Louis Arena, the Detroit Tigers’ 
Comerica Park, and the Detroit Lions’ Ford 
Field. 

The members of Local 636 are also com-
mitted to the well-being of people living in 
communities throughout Metro Detroit, contrib-
uting their time and money to causes including 
blood drives, The Wellness House, St. Pat-
rick’s Senior Center, and the ‘‘Heat’s On/ 
Water’s Off’ program. 

Mr. Speaker, for the last century, the men 
and women of Local 636 have stood at the 
forefront of the labor movement in Michigan, 
and have made vital contributions to commu-
nities throughout the Metro Detroit area. I am 
proud to represent so many members of Local 
636 in Michigan’s 9th Congressional District. I 
hope you and my colleagues will join me in 
congratulating the men and women of Local 
636 as they mark 100 years of excellence, 
and in wishing them continued success in their 
second century. 

HONORING THE DISTINGUISH 
GENTLEMEN ORGANIZATION 

HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 
OF MISSISSIPPI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor an extraordinary 
group of young men, The Distinguish Gentle-
men. 

‘‘The steps of a good man are ordered by 
the Lord; and he delighteth in his way,’’ Psalm 
37:23. This is the vision of John Jossell in 
wanting to start a male mentoring organization 
called, ‘‘The Distinguish Gentlemen.’’ Pon-
dering a sense of directions with the vision, a 
group of male students approached him with a 
desire to start a step team. Considering their 
approach, he decided to incorporate his vision 
in a step team. 

The Distinguish Gentlemen started in 2010 
at Quitman County Middle School in Marks, 
MS. It consist of 20 young, aspiring men that 
have an interest in building a close relation-
ship with Christ, amongst their mentoring 
group, and within the community. Many of the 
male group members come from poor, single 
parent household. They joined the organiza-
tion with behavioral problems, lack of goals, 
and misunderstanding of themselves, depres-
sion, and anger issues, etc. 

Some have testified that knowing the true 
meaning of a father was when they met their 
organization leader, Mr. Jossell. The goal of 
the organization is to shape at-risk students 
into better young men in the Lord and 
amongst their families. 

Throughout the year, The Distinguish Gen-
tlemen participates in community and church 
functions through ‘‘stepping’’, volunteer work, 
and mime. They have traveled many cities 
and in some states winning 1st Place in a step 
show competition. They have received stand-
ing ovation in their ministry of mime in dif-
ferent churches and community activities. Be-
cause of the discipline, time, and guidance 
given by Mr. Jossell and other men, The Dis-
tinguish Gentlemen have improved their 
grades in all subjects, developed a more posi-
tive attitude, and become better leaders in 
their perspective homes. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing The Distinguish Gentlemen Or-
ganization for their dedication, hard work and 
commitment. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. KENNY MARCHANT 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. MARCHANT. Mr. Speaker, I was un-
avoidably delayed in returning to Washington, 
DC on Monday, March 24, 2014 and missed 
the following two rollcall votes. 

On rollcall vote 136, passage of H.R. 
3060—A bill to designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 232 
Southwest Johnson Avenue in Burleson, 
Texas, as the ‘‘Sergeant William Moody Post 
Office Building,’’ I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

On rollcall vote 137, passage of H.R. 
1813—A bill to designate the facility of the 
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United States Postal Service located at 162 
Northeast Avenue in Tallmadge, Ohio, as the 
‘‘Lance Corporal Daniel Nathan Deyarmin Post 
Office Building,’’ I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

f 

IN MEMORY OF PASTOR TIMOTHY 
J. WINTERS’ LIFETIME OF SERV-
ICE 

HON. JUAN VARGAS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. VARGAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor the memory of Dr. Timothy J. Winters, 
Pastor Emeritus who led the Bayview Baptist 
Church in San Diego from 1973 to 2013 and 
offered spiritual guidance to thousands of peo-
ple within the region. 

Pastor Winters came to San Diego by way 
of the United States Navy, in which he served 
until his honorable discharge. Following his 
career with the U.S. Navy, Pastor Winters be-
came a San Diego Police officer for over 10 
years. Some of those who served with him 
spoke warmly of his ‘‘no nonsense’’ attitude on 
the job and the leather jacket he became 
known for wearing almost as a part of his uni-
form. 

Pastor Winters presided over the Bayview 
Baptist Church when it built the 40,000 square 
foot Martin Luther King, Jr. Christian Center, 
which houses its ever-expanding Christian 
Education ministry and the Nubia Leadership 
Academy. Pastor Winters was a minister of vi-
sion who expanded the Bayview Baptist 
Church from 60 families to a congregation of 
more than 2,500 followers. 

Pastor Winters is survived by his wife, Mrs. 
Betty Winters, daughters Phyllis and Tori, 
grandchildren, extended family members, 
close friends, including Senior Pastor Terry 
Wayne Brooks, and the Bayview Baptist 
Church family. 

Pastor Winters was an exemplary member 
of our community and showed an admirable 
commitment to improving the spiritual lives of 
residents within San Diego County. I would 
like to commend him for his leadership and 
thank him for his contributions to the commu-
nity. 

f 

THE RETIREMENT OF RANDALL 
PUGH 

HON. DOUG COLLINS 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, it is 
a pleasure to recognize Georgia native Ran-
dall Pugh as he prepares for his retirement at 
the end of the month. Randall has dedicated 
his nearly 50–year career to the vital work of 
rural electrification, and I especially want to 
highlight his two decades of service at Jack-
son Electric Membership Corporation (EMC). 

Randall’s career began in 1968 at the Wal-
ton EMC in Monroe, Georgia. He held various 
management positions in the company and 
served as general manager for nine years. 
Randall came to Jackson EMC to serve as 
President and Chief Executive Officer of the 
nation’s second-largest electric cooperative, 
measured by customers served, in 1984. 

Randall’s simple philosophy of providing 
solid customer service helped grow Jackson 
EMC into the provider reliable electric service 
for more than 209,000 customers in 10 North-
east Georgia counties, making it a vital utility 
provider in my district. He also served as di-
rector of the Oglethorpe Power Corporation 
Board of Directors and as a member of the 
Georgia System Operations Corporation Board 
of Directors. 

In addition to his vibrant professional life, 
Randall is an active part of his community. He 
is a Member of the Executive Board of the 
Boy Scouts of America’s Northeast Georgia 
Council. Randall is a member and past presi-
dent of the Jackson County Area Chamber of 
Commerce as well as the Jefferson Rotary 
Club. He is also a member of the Board of Di-
rectors for both the Georgia Chamber of Com-
merce and the Georgia Department of Eco-
nomic Development. 

I’m sure that Randall’s family—especially his 
wife, Patricia—is looking forward to spending 
more time with him as he enters this next 
phase of life. 

I join our community in congratulating Ran-
dall for all his accomplishments and wish him 
the very best in the future. 

f 

HONORING ALPHA EPSILON LAMB-
DA CHAPTER OF ALPHA PHI 
ALPHA FRATERNITY, INCOR-
PORATED 

HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 
OF MISSISSIPPI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor a remarkable Alpha 
Epsilon Lambda of Alpha Phi Alpha Fraternity, 
Incorporated. On June 10, 1927, Alpha Epsi-
lon Lambda was organized in Jackson, Mis-
sissippi with Brother D.J. Jackson officiating 
for the General Organization. 

Alpha Epsilon Lambda has the distinction of 
being the first chapter of Alpha Phi Alpha, 
alumni or undergraduate, in the State of Mis-
sissippi. The charter members were Brothers: 
S.R. Redmond, D.J. Thomas, J.W.E. Bowen, 
H.C. Latham, E.A. Lanier, E.R. Lawerence, 
F.W. Martin, and Frederick Hall. The establish-
ment of Alpha Epsilon Lambda, like many 
other graduate chapters, was the result of 
graduate brothers requesting the General Or-
ganization to set them apart as local chapters 
because of their desires to establish closer 
unity among themselves and renew old Alpha 
ties. 

Alpha Epsilon Lambda provides a pool of 
leadership which serves as the advisory arm 
for three undergraduate chapters in the metro 
Jackson area: Gamma Upsilon at Tougaloo 
College, Delta Phi at Jackson State University 
and Omicron Gamma at Milsaps/Belhaven 
Colleges. 

The Chapter is committed to fostering the 
growth and development of the collegiate 
brothers in order that they may become and 
remain actively involved in all aspects of the 
Fraternity. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing Alpha Epsilon Lambda of Alpha 
Phi Alpha Fraternity, Incorporated for their 
dedication to serving others. 

RECOGNIZING THE LONE PEAK 
HIGH SCHOOL BASKETBALL TEAM 

HON. JASON CHAFFETZ 
OF UTAH 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. CHAFFETZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ac-
knowledge the Lone Peak High School bas-
ketball team, who made history in Utah this 
month. For the first time ever, the state bas-
ketball championship has been won by the 
same team for 4 consecutive years. 

The Lone Peak Knights, led by a group of 
seniors with unprecedented success, com-
pleted their latest championship run with a de-
cisive victory over the outstanding Pleasant 
Grove High School. 

Congratulations to the greatest team in Utah 
high school basketball on making history with 
their 4 consecutive seasons of excellence cul-
minating in the 2014 5A State Championship. 
Coach Quincy Lewis deserves recognition for 
producing consistent results, including last 
year’s award for best high school basketball 
team in the Nation according to website Max 
Preps. 

I recognize the contributions of each player 
to this historic achievement. In particular, I ac-
knowledge the unprecedented success of the 
senior players who have contributed to each 
of the 4 state championship titles won during 
their career at Lone Peak High. Seniors T.J. 
Hawes, Zach Frampton, Jantzen Allphin, 
McKay Webster and Spencer Curtis have now 
played their last game as Knights, but they 
can be proud of their contributions to this team 
during their high school careers. 

Finishing their season with a 23–3 record, 
the Knights scored a blistering 14 3–point 
shots during the championship game. Spec-
tacular performances by Hawes and Frampton 
made the victory a decisive one. Hawes 
scored a game high 29 points, including mak-
ing 8 of 14 shots from three-point range. 
Frampton dominated the scoreboard in the 
early part of the game with 21 points before 
halftime and ultimately ending the night with a 
double double. 

The win must also be credited to the im-
pressive execution of younger players who will 
continue to build on the success of this sea-
son. 

Mr. Speaker, high school basketball is a 
competitive sport that places great physical 
demands on players. These young people 
have worked hard to balance the rigorous de-
mands of their sport with impressive academic 
achievements. They reflect the best today’s 
youth have to offer. I honor their commitment, 
dedication and achievements and look forward 
to the contributions each one is sure to make 
in the future, both on and off the basketball 
court. 

f 

WOMEN’S HISTORY MONTH 

HON. ALAN GRAYSON 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

RECOGNIZING THE SERVICE AND LEADERSHIP OF VAL 
DEMINGS 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise today, in 
honor of Women’s History Month, to recognize 
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Chief Valdez B. Demings. Val, the youngest of 
seven children, was born to James and 
Elouise Butler in Jacksonville, Florida. She at-
tended Duval County Public Schools and is a 
graduate of Wolfson High School. She re-
ceived her Bachelor of Science degree in 
Criminology from Florida State University and 
her Master of Arts degree in Public Adminis-
tration from Webster University. Val is also a 
graduate of the 226th session of the FBI Na-
tional Academy as well as the FBI National 
Executive Institute. 

After working as a social worker in foster 
care, Val moved to Orlando in 1983 to attend 
the Orlando Police Academy. She was elected 
president of her class at the Academy and 
later received the Board of Trustees Award for 
overall excellence. Val’s many assignments 
with the Orlando Police Department included 
assignments in the West Patrol Division, the 
Criminal Investigation Division, Crime Preven-
tion, Explorer and Cadet Unit, Public Informa-
tion Office, Internal Affairs, and as Com-
mander of the Airport Division. She also 
served as the Commander of Special Oper-
ations where she managed special events, 
dignitary protection, traffic enforcement, traffic 
homicide, marine patrol, the K–9 and Vehicles 
for Hire units, and the Reserve and Auxiliary 
units. In addition to her regular job assign-
ments, Val served 12 years on the Crisis Ne-
gotiation Team, was Commander of the Crit-
ical Incident Stress Debriefing Team, and was 
Executive Vice President of the International 
Association of Airport and Seaport Police. 

In 2007, Val was selected to serve as Chief 
for the Orlando Police Department. She was 
the first woman to ever hold the position. Her 
tenure was marked by a dramatic forty percent 
reduction in violent crime, including robberies, 
shootings and murders. 

After twenty-seven years at the Orlando Po-
lice Department, including three and a half 
years as the Department’s top cop, Demings 
decided to retire from the force and continue 
her commitment to public service in another 
way. In 2012, Val Demings ran for the United 
States House of Representatives in Florida’s 
tenth congressional district. 

Today, Chief Demings stays involved in her 
community through numerous social service 
activities. She is an active member of Saint 
Mark A.M.E. Church, where she is a Steward, 
Trustee, and Chairperson of the Annual 
Church Women’s Conference. She is also 
President of the Women’s Missionary Society 
through which she has participated in mission 
trips to Peru and Haiti. 

Val is very active in her community through 
numerous social service activities. She is 
Chairperson of the Committee on Global 
Housing and Homelessness, and serves on 
the boards of Heart of Florida United Way, 
Central Florida Police Athletic League, United 
Negro College Fund, and Guardian Care 
Nursing and Rehabilitative Center. In addition 
to several other affiliations, Val was named 
one of Orlando’s ‘‘50 Most Powerful People.’’ 

Val is married to Jerry L. Demings, Sheriff 
of Orange County and former Orlando Police 
Chief. They have three sons, Austin, Antoine, 
and Antonio. 

I am happy to honor Val Demings, during 
Women’s History Month, for her service and 
contributions to the Central Florida community. 

RECOGNIZING THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF ERIN SULLIVAN 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today, in honor of Wom-
en’s History Month, to recognize Erin Sullivan. 
Ms. Sullivan is the daughter of an Irish immi-
grant mother who came to the United States 
as a teenager in the 1960s with only a third 
grade level of education. Her Irish-American 
father was a fervent believer in social justice 
and responsive government. A proud graduate 
of the University at Albany, State University of 
New York, Ms. Sullivan was the first in her 
family to graduate from college. 

Today Ms. Sullivan is the editor of Orlando 
Weekly, an alternative newsweekly dedicated 
to strengthening the community by keeping 
readers informed about important local issues, 
events and politics. She began her career in 
journalism at a business newspaper in Albany, 
N.Y., but soon discovered a desire to report 
on issues that impacted people’s lives, so 
changed her focus to political and issues- 
based reporting. Ms. Sullivan covered state 
government in New York for five years before 
moving to Baltimore, Md., where she became 
the managing editor for the award-winning in-
vestigative weekly, Baltimore City Paper. 

In 2010, she moved to Orlando to take over 
as editor of Orlando Weekly, where she re-en-
visioned the paper as an invaluable commu-
nity asset that keeps the Central Florida com-
munity apprised of important local and state 
news, politics, and social issues. She is also 
a regular commentator on National Public 
Radio affiliate WMFE 90.7 News FM, where 
she has created a weekly segment that fo-
cuses on topical local news stories that other 
media outlets often overlook. 

Over the years, Ms. Sullivan has earned 
awards and recognition for public-service re-
porting, feature reporting, and news writing. 
She appears on local TV news shows to offer 
alternative viewpoints on issues that are often 
treated one-dimensionally. She has also led 
workshops and seminars for young journalists 
on developing their skills as reporters. 

Ms. Sullivan is also dedicated to giving back 
to the community through public service. She 
has served on the board of the Association for 
Alternative Newsweeklies and Baltimore City’s 
Animal Control Advisory Board, and is a 
founding member of a nonprofit organization 
that offers humane-education workshops for 
schoolchildren living in Baltimore’s inner city. 
Currently an animal rescue volunteer for the 
Humane Society of the United States, Ms. Sul-
livan spends as much time as she can edu-
cating people about the link between animal 
cruelty and domestic violence and about how 
the humane treatment of animals intersects 
with creating a stronger, more compassionate, 
and evolved community. 

I am happy to honor Erin Sullivan, during 
Women’s History Month, for her contributions 
to the Central Florida community. 

RECOGNIZING THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF MICHELE RENEE 
LEVY 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today, in honor of Wom-
en’s History Month, to recognize Michele 
Renee Levy. Michele was born in The Bronx, 
New York on August 25, 1942. She grew up 
in the city and attended public schools. Her fa-
ther was a political activist and union leader, 
so she and her brother learned at an early 
age to never cross a picket line and to respect 

the working people of this country. Michele’s 
dad was a history buff who made dinner table 
discussions a learning experience. It was ex-
pected that she would study hard and get the 
grades necessary to attend the local univer-
sity, the City College of New York (CCNY). 

During college, Michele became involved in 
student politics. It was the 1960s, and there 
was so much to protest. She took part in stu-
dent rallies at CCNY to ‘‘ban the bomb’’ and 
became active in the civil rights movement 
when she joined the Congress of Racial 
Equality (CORE). When her brother was draft-
ed and sent to Vietnam she took her two chil-
dren (a toddler and an infant) to anti-war pro-
tests in the New York area. 

In 1973, Michele and her family moved to 
Orlando and she began a career as a social 
worker. She worked for the state of Florida in 
what was then the Department of Family Serv-
ices, determining eligibility for welfare, food 
stamps, and Medicaid. Several years later she 
began working for the Agency for Persons 
with Disabilities where she worked with chil-
dren and adults with developmental disabil-
ities. Michele retired in 2005 and began her 
own company, MRL Training Consultants 
through which she trained job coaches, sup-
ported living coaches, and direct care staff. 

In 2007, Michele joined the League of 
Women Voters to become more involved with 
community and local politics. She joined the 
Local Government Committee where she met 
other women who were active community 
leaders. Michele became Chair of the 
League’s Government Committee where she 
championed changes to the Orange County 
Charter which would make citizen access 
easier. She used the public comments part of 
local government meetings to speak out about 
the issues impacting the Central Florida com-
munity. 

More recently, as the Co-President of the 
League of Women Voters of Orange County, 
she highlighted the Orlando Orange County 
Expressway Authority’s ethical reasons for not 
hiring former State Representative Steve 
Precourt. She received an appreciative letter 
from Mayor Teresa Jacobs for her attention to 
the issue. 

Michele was also active in a local campaign 
against an amendment to the Orange County 
Charter that would have required a mail-in bal-
lot, abolished the Tax Collector’s office, and 
made it more difficult for a citizen-initiative to 
be put on the ballot. The amendment did not 
pass. 

Michele believes that all citizens have an 
obligation to, at the very least, participate in 
their government by voting, and by partici-
pating to the best of your abilities. One of her 
favorite quotes is by the founder of the 
League of Women Voters, Carrie Chapman 
Catt, who said, ‘‘[t]o the wrongs that need re-
sistance, to the right that needs assistance, to 
the future in the distance, give yourselves.’’ 

I am happy to honor Michele Renee Levy, 
during Women’s History Month, for her con-
tributions to the Central Florida community. 
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RECOGNIZING THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF LINDA 

SUTHERLAND 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today, in honor of Wom-
en’s History Month, to recognize Linda Suther-
land. Ms. Sutherland has served as the Exec-
utive Director of the Orange County Healthy 
Start Coalition since February 2001. She over-
sees a $3 million budget and related staff and 
programs which support the Coalition of over 
160 members, as well as a variety of direct 
maternal and child health and social services 
offered to the community. These services in-
clude a Fatherhood program, ACA enrollment 
help, and Children’s Health Insurance 
(KidCare). The Coalition served over 7,000 
women and 5,000 infants last year. 

The Coalition is responsible for identifying 
needs in the community, and designing and 
supporting related services for mothers and 
babies who are at-risk. Through its work, the 
Coalition ensures that every baby gets a 
‘‘healthy start’’ in life. In order to develop and 
maintain the Coalition and build community 
collaborations with the purpose of improving 
target health indices, Ms. Sutherland works 
with a wide variety of area maternal and child 
health providers, community agencies, and 
service providers. 

As Healthy Start Director, Ms. Sutherland 
has taken an interest in health disparities, 
serving as Founding Member of the Primary 
Care Access Network, Chair of the Central FL 
Partnership on Health Disparities, and initi-
ating programs specifically to reduce racial 
disparities in birth outcomes. She also serves 
on the March of Dimes State Planning Coun-
cil. 

Prior to her work with the Coalition, she 
served as the President of the Orange County 
Council of PTAs and then on the Orange 
County School Board for twelve years, from 
1990–2002. During her tenure she served as 
both Chairman and Vice Chairman of the local 
School Board and as President of the State 
School Board Association. She also rep-
resented Florida on the Council of Great City 
Schools and the National School Board Asso-
ciation. 

Ms. Sutherland was invited to the White 
House by then First Lady Laura Bush and 
former First Lady Barbara Bush for a discus-
sion on early literacy and school readiness in 
2001. Her areas of special interest and advo-
cacy have always been early childhood 
issues, especially related to early intervention 
and prevention, and legislative matters affect-
ing the welfare of children which have involved 
working closely with neighborhood groups, 
community leaders, and political representa-
tives. 

First and foremost a child advocate, Ms. 
Sutherland has spent considerable time learn-
ing about brain research, child health and best 
practices of parenting, and educating. She 
was a pioneer in advocating for the impor-
tance of investing in the early years for better 
long term outcomes. She is a sought-after 
speaker at events related to the well-being of 
children. She also serves on many boards re-
sponding to issues facing children and families 
in Central Florida and around the state, includ-

ing the Florida Children’s Campaign and the 
Children’s Cabinet of Orange County. 

Ms. Sutherland has been married to her 
best friend, Doug, for 40 years and they have 
one son, Andrew. 

I am happy to honor Linda Sutherland, dur-
ing Women’s History Month, for her contribu-
tions to the Central Florida community. 

RECOGNIZING THE CONTRIBUTIONS OF DEBORAH C. 
GERMAN, M.D. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today, in honor of Wom-
en’s History Month, to recognize Dr. Deborah 
C. German, a physician, educator, and admin-
istrator. Dr. German has served as Vice Presi-
dent for Medical Affairs at the University of 
Central Florida (UCF) since July 2010 and as 
the Founding Dean of UCF’s College of Medi-
cine since December 2006. 

After receiving her M.D. from Harvard Med-
ical School, Dr. German worked at a number 
of prestigious institutions. She was Resident in 
Medicine at the University of Rochester, Fel-
low and faculty member at Duke, Associate 
Dean for Students and Senior Associate Dean 
of Medical Education at Vanderbilt, President 
and CEO of Saint Thomas Hospital in Nash-
ville, and Association of American Medical 
Colleges (AAMC) Petersdorf Scholar-in-Resi-
dence. 

In her current position at UCF, Dr. German 
is working with a team of over 2,400 full-time, 
part-time, and volunteer faculty and staff mem-
bers to develop a 21st century research-based 
medical school as part of Orlando’s emerging 
Medical City. Recognizing the central role of 
the College of Medicine in Lake Nona, she 
takes an active leadership role in facilitating 
partnerships and expanding the reach of the 
Medical City. Dr. German led a community ef-
fort to fund scholarships for tuition and living 
expenses for the entire Charter Class. This 
was the first such effort in the history of Amer-
ican medicine, and to date has not been 
matched by any other college. 

Dr. German’s service to her community has 
been recognized by several local and national 
organizations. She is the recipient of honors 
and awards including the Athena Award from 
the City of Nashville in 2000, the AAMC 
Women in Medicine Leadership Development 
Award in 2002, the Orlando Sentinel Editorial 
Board’s Central Floridian of the Year in 2002, 
the National Library of Medicine’s a Local Leg-
end of Medicine in 2005, Orlando Sentinel’s 
‘‘25 Most Powerful People in Central Florida’’ 
in 2012, and the Orlando Blueprint Women of 
Distinction Award Honoree in 2014. 

I am happy to honor Dr. Deborah C. Ger-
man, during Women’s History Month, for her 
contributions to the Central Florida community. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. TAMMY DUCKWORTH 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Ms. DUCKWORTH. Mr. Speaker, on Tues-
day, March 25, 2014, I was unavoidably de-

tained due to a family emergency and missed 
the following votes: 

An amendment, offered by Mr. LOWENTHAL, 
numbered 1 printed in Part B of House Report 
113–374 to require States to implement the 
June 30, 1983 Office of Surface Mining Rec-
lamation and Enforcement stream buffer zone 
rule, unless a State has a program with great-
er stream protection. Had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘yes’’ on this amendment. 

An amendment, offered by Mr. CARTWRIGHT, 
numbered 2 printed in Part B of House Report 
113–374 to ensure that States maintain the 
ability to issue their own stream buffer rules. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘yes’’ 
on this amendment. 

A Motion to Recommit, offered by Mr. BERA. 
Had I been present, I would have voted ‘‘yes’’ 
on this amendment. 

H.R. 2824, a bill to amend the Surface Min-
ing Control and Reclamation Act of 1977 to 
stop the ongoing waste by the Department of 
the Interior of taxpayer resources and imple-
ment the final rule on excess spoil, mining 
waste, and buffers for perennial and intermit-
tent streams, and for other purposes. Had I 
been present, I would have voted ‘‘no’’ on this 
bill. H.R. 2824 is another cynical attempt to 
threaten the clean air and clean water my con-
stituents in Illinois’ 8th district rely on. Passage 
of this bill would undoubtedly open up our pre-
cious waterways to toxic mine waste and roll 
back the gains the Clean Water Act, the Sur-
face Mining Control and Reclamation Act 
(SMCRA), and Endangered Species Act have 
had for our communities. I have voted in the 
past to limit the materials that can be dumped 
in our waterways, including an amendment by 
Mr. MORAN on H.R. 2609, and would have 
voted again to protect the miles of waterways 
and numerous communities that would be af-
fected under H.R. 2824. 

f 

HONORING BETA DELTA OMEGA 
CHAPTER OF ALPHA KAPPA 
ALPHA SORORITY, INCOR-
PORATED 

HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 
OF MISSISSIPPI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor a remarkable Beta 
Delta Omega Chapter of Alpha Kappa Alpha 
Sorority, Incorporated that was organized on 
May 28, 1934 at Tougaloo College in 
Tougaloo, Mississippi while Margaret Davis 
Bowen was the South Eastern Regional Direc-
tor and Ida M. Jackson was the Eighth Su-
preme Basileus. Its charter members were 
Inez B. Prosser, Katie M. Wilson, Helen Grif-
fin, Aquila Jones, Florence O. Alexander, and 
L. Zenobia Coleman. 

Beta Delta Omega Chapter has a current 
membership of over 150 women and is the 
largest Chapter in the state of Mississippi. The 
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Chapter’s Program currently focuses on social 
justice, poverty, health, the African-American 
family, economic security, political awareness 
and the world community. Its work often in-
volves collaborating with other organizations to 
facilitate numerous projects. 

Beta Delta Omega is continually engaged in 
programming efforts that promote education, 
economic empowerment, healthy living, the 
Black family, the arts, and community involve-
ment. In addition, the Chapter has distin-
guished itself by having the immediate past 
International Supreme Tamiouchos, Glenda 
Glover and the immediate past South Eastern 
Regional Director, Juanita Sims Doty, as 
members of the chapter. Also, two other South 
Eastern Regional Directors were/are members 
of Beta Delta Omega Chapter: 1) 14th South 
Eastern Regional Director Ernestine Holloway 
(deceased); and 2) 17th South Eastern Re-
gional Director Esther Rigsby. 

The Chapter’s foci on building leaders and 
instituting effective chapter operations keep all 
members mindful of the goals of its charter 
members. Beta Delta Omega continues to 
make history with commitment, dedicated 
service, and exceptional programming. It is 
through ‘‘service to all mankind’’ that the so-
rority will prosper and be an ever present light 
in the community. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing Beta Delta Omega Chapter of 
Alpha Kappa Alpha Sorority, Incorporated for 
their dedication to serving others. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. STEVE COHEN 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I was unavoid-
ably detained in a meeting in my office and 
was unable to be present for rollcall Vote 
number 138, the Lowenthal Amendment to 
H.R. 2824. 

Had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘yes.’’ 

f 

WOMEN’S HISTORY MONTH 

HON. LORETTA SANCHEZ 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of California. Mr. 
Speaker, in March, we celebrate Women’s 
History Month; a time to revere on the vital 
contributions women have made to American 
history. Today, 140 women for every 100 men 
will earn a degree in American colleges while 
still experiencing a pay of 81 cents for every 
dollar men make. 

In the health insurance market, women have 
often paid more and faced discrimination due 
to health status and gender. However, imple-
mentation of the ACA has provided the pros-
pect of health coverage for up to 18.6 million 
previously uninsured women. In addition, there 
are more than 200,000 women in the military 
who serve on active duty. It is important to 
recognize their service, and honor them by 
providing them with the same opportunities as 
the men have in the military, along with an en-
vironment free from sexual assault. 

Women remain the unsung heroes of our 
society. While progress has been celebrated, 
it is critical to the future economic and social 
fabric of the nation to work towards creating a 
more equitable environment that harvests fu-
ture generations of prosperous and thriving 
women. 

f 

HONORING DR. ROGER UNGER 

HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to honor Dr. Roger 
Unger, a distinguished leader in my commu-
nity on the occasion of being awarded the 
2014 Rolf Luft Award. The award is from 
Karolinksa Institute, a medical university in 
Sweden that is also home to the Nobel As-
sembly, which annually honors one scientist 
worldwide for outstanding contributions to en-
docrinology and diabetes research. 

Dr. Unger is a graduate of Yale University 
and earned his medical degree at Columbia 
University. He was elected to the National 
Academy of the Sciences in 1986 and to the 
American Academy of Arts and Sciences in 
1994. Dr. Unger currently serves as professor 
of internal medicine at UT Southwestern Med-
ical Center, an institution which is a gem in my 
Congressional district. As one of the Nation’s 
premier diabetic researchers, Dr. Unger has 
exemplified scientific and educational excel-
lence. 

Serving as a UT Southwestern faculty mem-
ber since 1956 and director of the Touchstone 
Center for Diabetes Research from 1986 to 
2007, he has shown an unwavering commit-
ment to excellence in the sciences and has 
ensured that the future of Americans is a 
bright one through his research. While working 
at the Dallas VA Medical Center in 1959, Dr. 
Unger developed a test to measure concentra-
tions of glucagon and established that 
glucagon was a true pancreatic hormone re-
leased in opposing partnership with insulin to 
maintain normal blood glucose (sugar) levels. 
His most recent discovery proves that a 
glucagon-suppressing hormone called 
somatostatin can normalize the glucose levels 
of type 1 diabetic patients. 

The award he received recognizes his dec-
ades of contributions to diabetes research. UT 
Southwestern and our country have benefitted 
immensely from Dr. Unger’s service. Dr. 
Unger deserves to be commended. In order to 
keep the United States at the leading edge of 
discovery, it will take more amazing professors 
such as Dr. Unger. 

I wish to commend Dr. Unger and thank him 
for his service to this great nation. As leader 
in diabetic research, he has created positive 
pathways for the future of those affected by 
this illness. 

f 

HONORING MISSISSIPPI NAACP 

HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 
OF MISSISSIPPI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor a remarkable Mis-

sissippi NAACP. The first branch in Mississippi 
was chartered in Vicksburg, Mississippi in 
1918 and re-charted on April 8, 1940. 

In 1945, members of branches from across 
the state came together to charter the Mis-
sissippi State Conference of Branches to co-
ordinate the efforts of local branches and to 
carry out the mission and vision of the national 
organization statewide. 

The Mississippi State Conference was on 
the forefront of all the major battles of the civil 
rights movement in Mississippi during the 50’s, 
60’s and 70’s through and collaborating with 
other civil rights organizations to organize 
demonstrations, protests, selective buying 
campaigns, sit-ins, marches and legal action, 
all aimed at securing equal rights under the 
law for ALL citizens of the state. 

Since its founding, the State Conference 
has been led by some notable leaders includ-
ing: 

Aaron E. Henry, State Conference President 
for 33 years and perhaps the chief architect of 
integration in Mississippi; 

Medgar Evers, the civil rights martyr, who 
served as executive director and led voter reg-
istration campaigns; 

Winston Hudson, who served as a state 
vice president and advocated for Head Start 
programs and rural health clinics; 

C.C. Bryant who served as a state vice 
president for many years and assisted stu-
dents in the McComb area with establishing 
the first freedom school; and 

Dr. Gilbert Mason of Biloxi who forced the 
integration of the Biloxi Breach. 

Retired Supreme Court Justice Fred Banks 
is currently the longest serving member of the 
National NAACP Board of Directors and 
serves as a distinguished member of the ex-
ecutive committee. 

Today, the Mississippi State Conference 
consists of 112 units, which include branches, 
college chapters, and youth councils. NAACP 
has a revolving membership of over 11,000 
members across the state and at least one 
member in 74 of the 82 counties in Mis-
sissippi. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing Mississippi NAACP for their 
dedication to serving. 

f 

HONORING KEIFER MARSHALL, JR. 

HON. JOHN R. CARTER 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor Keifer Marshall, Jr., recipient of the 
Drayton and Elizabeth McClane Community 
Achievement Award for individuals who truly 
exemplify public service leadership. Marshall’s 
life of sacrifice and activism reflects the very 
best values of central Texas. 

Marshall, a native son of Temple, TX, 
bravely stepped forward when his country 
needed him most and served in the U.S. Ma-
rine Corps during WWII. Stationed in the Pa-
cific Theater, he fought the ferocity of the Jap-
anese head on. At Iwo Jima, the casualties of 
his company were the severest of the entire 
campaign. Out of 250 Marines, Marshall was 
one of the lucky few to survive. 

This proud Marine is also a committed cit-
izen. Marshall returned to Temple and began 
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the next chapter of his life of extraordinary 
service. A member of numerous councils and 
boards, he later became a City Councilman 
and a two-term Mayor. Marshall was President 
of the Temple Chamber of Commerce, was 
commissioned a Kentucky Colonel, and was 
awarded Temple Citizen of the Year honors in 
1992. He remains a respected leader who’s 
made a real and positive impact on his com-
munity. 

Ronald Reagan once said, ‘‘Some people 
live an entire lifetime wondering if they’ve 
made a difference in the world, Marines don’t 
have that problem.’’ Keifer Marshall is a local 
treasure and a fitting recipient of the Drayton 
and Elizabeth McClane Community Achieve-
ment Award. I join all who celebrate his self-
less service to his nation and his hometown. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO BRIGADIER GENERAL 
STANFORD ‘‘STAN’’ E. BROWN, 
USAF, (RET) 

HON. KEN CALVERT 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor and pay tribute to an individual whose 
dedication and contributions to the community 
of Riverside, CA are exceptional. Riverside 
has been fortunate to have dynamic and dedi-
cated community leaders who willingly and un-
selfishly give their time and talent and make 
their communities a better place to live and 
work. Brigadier General Stanford ‘‘Stan’’ E. 
Brown, USAF, (Ret) is one of these individ-
uals. On March 27, 2014, Stan will be honored 
as the 2013 ‘‘Citizen of the Year’’ at the River-
side Chamber of Commerce Installation Din-
ner. 

On December 25, 1928, Stan was born in 
the college town of Champaign, Illinois, to 
Rose Marie and Gilbert Brown. Stan grew up 
watching his father establish a successful ca-
reer as a police officer, and listening to stories 
of his mother’s family emigrating from Sicily. 
Times were tough and the Great Depression 
had hit the family living on one income hard. 
Stan’s natural entrepreneurial spirit proved 
useful, and the family was able to survive on 
the income generated by the chicken coup he 
set up in their basement and the lush garden 
in their backyard. His athletic nature eventually 
earned him a baseball scholarship to serve as 
starting pitcher at the University of Illinois. 

Though his passion for America’s greatest 
pastime was strong and could have turned 
into a career, Stan felt a greater calling to 
serve his country in the United States Air 
Force during the Korean War. He left his 
sweetheart, Beverly, behind, but would come 
back shortly thereafter to marry her. Stan’s 
natural leadership ability was noticed within 
the Air Force, and afforded him the oppor-
tunity to move up very quickly in the enlisted 
ranks. After earning an officer’s commission, 
Beverly, Stan, and their three boys Stan Jr., 
Bradley, and Gilbert, took up military life as 
they moved frequently from base to base. A 
successful application for pilot’s school would 
eventually send him all over the world and up 
the chain of command. He experienced many 
an adventure: from flying reconnaissance jet 
missions over the Soviet Union, to a combat 
tour doing classified missions in Vietnam. 

In July 1973, Stan and his family would be 
transferred to a brand new terrain, sunny 
Southern California at March Air Force Base 
(March AFB). By August 1975, he had ex-
celled in many positions, and eventually 
earned one of the top jobs on site, Wing Com-
mander. Though he had lived all over the 
country, Stan had never quite experienced 
anything like the camaraderie at March AFB. 
During his time there, he was credited with 
starting the Airman’s Picnic, the Riverside Tro-
phy Dinner, leading the 22nd Bombardment 
Wing to become one of the most prestigious 
in the Strategic Air Command, and estab-
lishing the land space that would eventually 
become the Riverside National Cemetery. He 
had formed invaluable friendships with individ-
uals who provided him counsel throughout his 
time at his next assignment serving at the 
Pentagon and over his many years with the 
Strategic Air Command. 

Though he was transferred to the Pentagon 
1977, Stan could never seem to get the Inland 
Empire off of his mind after leaving behind 
many friends and family members. With hard 
work and dedication, Stan achieved the rank 
of Brigadier General in a matter of two years. 
A multitude of assignments came his way, 
until four years later he finally retired from the 
service as commander of the Defense Nuclear 
Agency at Kirtland AFB, N.M. With his retire-
ment from the service came a new opportunity 
to serve as Vice President of Northrop Corp, 
an experience that eventually gave him the 
skills necessary to start his own defense com-
pany in Southern California. 

After quite a ride, Stan made the decision to 
officially retire in Riverside where his wife Bev-
erly continued to fight cancer; sadly, a battle 
she would lose in 2002. Despite this, Stan had 
grown to love the community and became 
even more involved projects throughout the In-
land Empire. He began planning of the Medal 
of Honor Memorial at Riverside National Cem-
etery, which led him to become the founder of 
the cemetery’s Monuments and Memorial 
Committee established to make decisions re-
garding future memorials. Because of his clear 
leadership, Stan was appointed by the Na-
tional Cemetery Administration to its Advisory 
Committee on Monuments and Memorials in 
2004, which allowed him to assist other ceme-
teries throughout the nation in developing their 
programs and planning boards. 

Stan’s experience created a need for his in-
volvement in development for the March Joint 
Powers Authority. He also earned appointment 
to the Riverside Planning Commission in 
2003, where he served two terms, would keep 
him actively involved in the community. Cur-
rently, Stan chairs an advisory committee 
aimed at establishing a U.S. Veteran Initiative 
at March Air Reserve Base, which would pro-
vide job training to U.S. Veterans. 

Stan is most known as an effective leader 
with a natural ability to organize the efforts 
and goodwill of others. He proudly served his 
country with the love and support of his family, 
and went on to contribute to the character of 
the Inland Empire as a keen businessman. 
Considering all that Stan has done for River-
side, the Riverside Chamber of Commerce 
named him their 2013 Citizen of the Year. 
Stan’s tireless passion for service has contrib-
uted immensely to the betterment of our coun-
try and community. He has been an inspiration 
to many and I am proud to call him a fellow 
community member, American and friend. I 

know that many community members are 
grateful for his service and salute him as he 
receives this prestigious award. 

f 

IN SUPPORT OF NORTH CARO-
LINA’S SEVENTH CONGRES-
SIONAL DISTRICT BEING RECOG-
NIZED AS A ‘‘PURPLE HEART 
DISTRICT’’ 

HON. MIKE McINTYRE 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. MCINTYRE. Mr. Speaker, it is my great 
pleasure to rise today to pay tribute to North 
Carolina’s Seventh Congressional District as 
home to recipients of the Purple Heart. So 
many of its residents have honorably served 
our nation in its times of need—all gave some 
and some gave all. As a reflection of Eastern 
North Carolina’s pivotal role in war efforts past 
and present, and the deep personal sacrifice 
of so many of its residents, I stand to proclaim 
that North Carolina’s Seventh Congressional 
District should be recognized as a ‘‘Purple 
Heart District.’’ 

As you know, The Purple Heart is one of 
the oldest and most recognized American mili-
tary medals, awarded to service members who 
were killed or wounded by enemy action. In 
1782, George Washington created the Badge 
of Military Merit to reward ‘‘any singularly Meri-
torious action’’ displayed by a soldier, non- 
commissioned officer, or officer in the Conti-
nental Army. This award was intended to en-
courage gallantry and fidelity among soldiers. 
General Douglas MacArthur (then Army Chief 
of Staff) revived the award on February 22, 
1932, the 200th anniversary of George Wash-
ington’s birth. Since its inception and through 
several wars and conflicts, the Purple Heart 
has been given to more than a million wound-
ed or killed while serving our nation. 

North Carolina is home to the third largest 
military population in the United States. Be-
cause of its unique location between Fort 
Bragg, Marine Corps Base Camp Lejeune, 
and Air Force Base Seymour Johnson, North 
Carolina’s Seventh Congressional District is 
simply an exploding center for military life. It is 
estimated that there are over 50,000 Purple 
Heart recipients currently living in our great 
state, and a large percentage of these valiant 
men and women reside in the district I am 
honored to represent. 

Mr. Speaker, Eastern North Carolina has 
dispatched thousands of its sons and daugh-
ters to fight the enemy; many have sacrificed 
their health and many have sacrificed their 
lives. We will never forget these sacrifices and 
are grateful for the valiant men and women 
who have been harmed defending our country 
and our freedom. 

I ask that my colleagues to join me in rec-
ognition and appreciation of Eastern North 
Carolina’s Purple Heart recipients past and 
present. Now, in the spirit of that appreciation, 
let it be known that North Carolina’s Seventh 
Congressional District should be recognized 
as a ‘‘Purple Heart District.’’ 
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HONORING DELTA SIGMA THETA 

SORORITY, INCORPORATED 
GREENWOOD-ITTA BENA ALUM-
NAE CHAPTER 

HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 
OF MISSISSIPPI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor Delta Sigma Theta 
Sorority, Incorporated Greenwood-Itta Bena 
Alumnae Chapter. 

Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Inc. is a private, 
nonprofit organization whose purpose is to 
provide assistance and support through estab-
lished programs in local communities through-
out the world. 

A sisterhood sorority of more than 250,000 
predominantly black college educated women 
and the sorority currently has over 940 chap-
ters located in the United States, England, 
Japan (Tokyo and Okinawa), Germany, the 
Virgin Islands, Bermuda, the Bahamas and the 
Republic of Korea. 

The major programs of the Sorority are 
based upon the organization’s Five Point Pro-
grammatic Thrust: 

Economic Development; 
Educational Development; 
International Awareness and Involvement; 
Physical and Mental Health; and 
Political Awareness and Involvement. 
Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Inc. was found-

ed in 1913 by 22 students at Howard Univer-
sity. These young women wanted to use their 
collective strength to promote academic excel-
lence; to provide scholarships; to provide sup-
port to the underserved; educate and stimulate 
participation in the establishment of positive 
public policy; and to highlight issues and pro-
vide solutions for problems in their commu-
nities. 

Their legacy continues today in the Mis-
sissippi Delta through the Greenwood-Itta 
Bena Alumnae Chapter. With more than 50 
years since its inception, the chapter has 
grown from 16 members in 1963 to 84 mem-
bers in 2014. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing the Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, 
Incorporated Greenwood-Itta Bena Alumnae 
Chapter for its contribution to the black com-
munity. 

f 

OUR UNCONSCIONABLE NATIONAL 
DEBT 

HON. MIKE COFFMAN 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. COFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, on January 
20, 2009, the day President Obama took of-
fice, the national debt was 
$10,626,877,048,913.08. 

Today, it is $17,550,128,150,467.43. We’ve 
added $6,923,251,101,554.35 to our debt in 5 
years. This is over $6.9 trillion in debt our na-
tion, our economy, and our children could 
have avoided with a balanced budget amend-
ment. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. ADAM SMITH 
OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. Speaker, on 
Thursday, March 13 and Friday, March 14, 
2014, I was unable to be present for recorded 
votes. I would have voted: 

‘‘Yes’’ on rollcall vote No. 127 (on the Elli-
son Amendment to H.R. 3973), 

‘‘Yes’’ on rollcall vote No. 128 (on the mo-
tion to recommit H.R. 3973, with instructions), 

‘‘No’’ on rollcall vote No. 129 (on passage of 
H.R. 3973), 

‘‘Yes’’ on rollcall vote No. 130 (on the Polis 
Amendment to H.R. 3189), 

‘‘Yes’’ on rollcall vote No. 131 (on the mo-
tion to recommit H.R. 3189, with instructions), 

‘‘No’’ on rollcall vote No. 132 (on passage of 
H.R. 3189), 

‘‘No’’ on rollcall vote No. 133 (on the motion 
to table H. Res. 517), 

‘‘Yes’’ on rollcall vote No. 134 (on the mo-
tion to recommit H.R. 4015, with instructions), 
and 

‘‘No’’ on rollcall vote No. 135 (on passage of 
H.R. 4015. 

f 

HONORING THE ACTIONS OF 
DANIEL AND GAGE STEPHENS 

HON. DOUG COLLINS 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise to honor two courageous young men in 
my district whose actions saved a woman’s 
life during a recent winter storm. 

16-Year-old Daniel Stephens and his young-
er brother Gage were hiking near their North 
Georgia home on January 28th when they 
saw a Ford F-150 slide off the side of a moun-
tain. 

The driver suffered multiple broken ribs, a 
broken hip, a lower-back injury, and a partially 
dislocated shoulder. 

When she attempted to vacate the vehicle, 
she fell nearly 100 feet down the side of the 
mountain. 

Thankfully, both Daniel and Gage are Civil 
Air Patrol cadets with the 507 Ellijay Com-
posite Squadron. 

These two young men sprung into action 
using training they learned in the classroom as 
well as field exercises. 

Daniel scaled the terrain, stabilized the 
woman, and prevented her from falling nearly 
another 150 feet to the bottom. 

First responders reported that Daniel was ‘‘a 
great asset to the EMS team.’’ 

Meanwhile, Gage quickly returned home to 
call 911 and bring blankets for the injured 
woman. 

There is no doubt that these two brave 
Georgians saved a life last month, and 

I join the entire Ellijay and Civil Air Patrol 
communities in commending Daniel and Gage 
Stephens for their heroism. 

HONORING RHO LAMBDA OMEGA 
OF ALPHA KAPPA ALPHA SO-
RORITY, INCORPORATED 

HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 
OF MISSISSIPPI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor a remarkable Rho 
Lambda Omega Chapter of Alpha Kappa 
Alpha Sorority, Incorporated that was estab-
lished on October 23, 1988 by thirty-two Alpha 
Kappa Alpha women who had a vision to ex-
pand and extend service to all mankind to a 
growing community in Jackson, Mississippi. 

The chartering ceremonies are ceremonies 
that were conducted by then 18th South East-
ern Regional Director, Mrs. Nancy G. Sewell. 
Since its inception, Rho Lambda Omega has 
experienced success by implementing many 
ongoing community service projects which ful-
fill tangible needs and make a difference in 
the lives of individuals in the Jackson Metro-
politan Area. 

Many of the chapter’s initial community 
projects that are focusing on Education, 
Health, Government, Family, the Arts, and 
Economic Empowerment have been imple-
mented continuously over the years. Other 
projects are added as we continue to assess 
and address the needs of our local community 
and support the Sorority’s international pro-
gram initiatives. 

In a period of almost twenty years Rho 
Lambda Omega has grown from the initial thir-
ty-two to an active membership of over one 
hundred. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing Rho Lambda Omega of Alpha 
Kappa Alpha Sorority, Incorporated for their 
dedication to serving others in need. 

f 

A BILL TO AMEND THE SIKES ACT 
TO PROMOTE THE USE OF COOP-
ERATIVE AGREEMENTS UNDER 
SUCH ACT FOR LAND MANAGE-
MENT RELATED TO DEPART-
MENT OF DEFENSE READINESS 
ACTIVITIES AND TO AMEND 
TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, 
TO FACILITATE INTERAGENCY 
COOPERATION IN CONSERVATION 
PROGRAMS TO AVOID OR RE-
DUCE ADVERSE IMPACTS ON 
MILITARY READINESS ACTIVI-
TIES 

HON. MADELEINE Z. BORDALLO 
OF GUAM 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Ms. BORDALLO. Mr. Speaker, I have intro-
duced a bill to amend the Sikes Act to pro-
mote the use of cooperative agreements for 
land management related to the Department 
of Defense (DoD) readiness activities. The bill 
provides common sense reforms to the Sikes 
Act. These reforms afford both programs with 
greater flexibility to leverage cooperative 
agreements and other federal funds to meet 
program requirements. 

In particular, the bill would provide additional 
enhancements to the authorities provided to 
DoD under the Sikes Act and parallels a simi-
lar amendment made in the FY 2012 National 
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Defense Authorization Act to the REPI pro-
gram. Specifically, the provision would author-
ize DoD, pursuant to a cooperative agreement 
under the Sikes Act, to provide funds for the 
long term maintenance and improvement of 
natural resources on non-DoD lands without 
first having to protect such lands through ac-
quisition of easements. This will greatly en-
hance the ability of DoD to take action to re-
lieve or eliminate current or anticipated chal-
lenges that could restrict, impede, or otherwise 
interfere with, whether directly or indirectly, 
current or anticipated military activities. For ex-
ample, this provision would help DoD meet its 
obligations under the Endangered Species Act 
and other applicable statutory and regulatory 
requirements through actions on non-DoD 
lands pursuant to a cooperative agreement 
with a state or local agency or a private land-
owner. This authority would help avoid or re-
duce the need to restrict training and testing 
activities on DoD lands. 

A similar version of this bill was included as 
section 314 of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2014 as passed in the 
House of Representatives. My bill makes 
some improvements to section 314 and ad-
dresses concerns raised by the Department of 
Defense regarding percentage of funds al-
lowed for administration of the program as 
well as auditing requirements. I look forward to 
working with the relevant Committee to incor-
porate this bill as a provision in the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
2015. 

Again, the bill is a common sense approach 
to better enabling DoD to meet its conserva-
tion goals and requirements while protecting 
its ability to meet readiness requirements. In a 
time of fiscal austerity, it is important for Con-
gress to provide the Administration with the 
tools and authorities to be flexible and adapt-
able to challenges with innovative thinking and 
minimal investment. I urge my colleagues to 
support this measure. 

f 

HONORING CADET TREVOR-LEE 
TRAVIS 

HON. JASON T. SMITH 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor Cadet Trevor-Lee Travis of 
Missouri for his achievement and commitment 
to serving our country. In addition to com-
pleting the Civil Air Patrol Cadet Program, 
Cadet Travis is being awarded the General 
Billy Mitchell Award and is now eligible to be 
promoted to the rank of Cadet 2nd Lieutenant. 
To complete the program and achieve this 
milestone, Cadet Travis had to excel in dif-
ferent trainings and leadership classes. He 
then went before a Promotion Review Board 
of his peers who acknowledged his achieve-
ments and awarded him this recognition. This 
is quite an honor as only a few distinguished 
cadets nationwide achieve this status. 

At a young age Cadet Travis has shown an 
admirable commitment to serve our country 
and I am very thankful for patriots like him 
who will lead the future generation of airmen. 
It is my pleasure to recognize his efforts and 
achievements before the House of Represent-
atives. 

RECOGNITION OF THE I.C. NORCOM 
BOYS’ BASKETBALL TEAM 

HON. ROBERT C. ‘‘BOBBY’’ SCOTT 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
with great pride to call attention to a group of 
young students who have distinguished them-
selves, their school, their community, and the 
city of Portsmouth, Virginia. The I.C. Norcom 
Greyhounds boys’ basketball team had a re-
markable season and I believe the Grey-
hounds deserve formal recognition for their ac-
complishments. 

On March 13, 2014, the I.C. Norcom Grey-
hounds beat the John Handley Judges of Win-
chester, Virginia, to win the Group 4A boys’ 
state basketball championship. The Grey-
hounds completed their 2014 season with an 
impressive 23–5 record. I.C. Norcom won the 
championship with a nearly unbelievable 
comeback. Down sixteen points with seven 
minutes left in the game, the team went on a 
21–0 run, outscoring the Judges 33–12 in the 
fourth quarter. At the end of the game, the 
Greyhounds had prevailed with a final score of 
59 to 52. 

I.C. Norcom’s boys’ basketball team has 
had a consistent run of excellence in recent 
years. With this year’s championship, I.C. 
Norcom has won three state championships in 
the past five years, becoming a dominant 
force in Virginia high school sports. 

I.C. Norcom was founded in 1913 as the 
High Street School, the first public high school 
for black students in Portsmouth. It was re-
named in 1953 in honor of its first supervising 
principal, Israel Charles Norcom, a pioneering 
educator, civic leader and businessman. Now, 
more than 100 years and three locations later, 
I.C. Norcom High School is still an innovating 
and inspiring place for Portsmouth students. 

In addition to excelling on the basketball 
court, the Greyhounds are also doing great 
things in the classroom. I.C. Norcom houses a 
Center of Excellence in Math and Science, 
which provides students with additional class-
es in science, math, and technology. Seniors 
completing the Center’s curriculum this year 
will receive Center of Excellence Diplomas 
which require five science course credits, one 
more than necessary under the advanced di-
ploma. In addition, I.C. Norcom students have 
been participating in the First College pro-
gram—attending Tidewater Community Col-
lege this semester and taking up to 14 college 
credits before they graduate. I.C. Norcom is 
doing a great job cultivating excellence both 
on and off the athletic field. 

I would like to extend my enthusiastic con-
gratulations to the I.C. Norcom players, their 
families, Principal Dr. Rosalynn Sanderlin, 
Coach Leon Goolsby and the rest of his 
coaching staff, on the occasion of this historic 
Boy’s basketball Championship. On behalf of 
the citizens of the Third Congressional District 
of Virginia, I.C. Norcom alumni, and the entire 
city of Portsmouth, I commend them for this 
historic win and wish the program years of 
continued success in the future. 

HONORING TRI-COUNTY 
WORKFORCE ALLIANCE 

HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 
OF MISSISSIPPI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor a remarkable Commu-
nity Organization, Tri-County Workforce Alli-
ance in Clarksdale, Mississippi. 

Tri-County Workforce Alliance, serving the 
counties of Bolivar, Coahoma, and Quitman 
originally with the addition of Sunflower and 
Tallahatchie counties in 2011, in the heart of 
the Mississippi Delta, is a non-profit organiza-
tion funded originally by the Foundation for the 
Mid South through Pew Charitable Trust and 
the Walton Foundation. 

The Alliance chose its first and only execu-
tive director, Mrs. Josephine P. Rhymes, in 
1997. The Alliance did not have a 501(c)3 sta-
tus; however it had as the lead organization, 
the Coahoma County Industrial Foundation, 
that did have the exempt status. In 2002, the 
Alliance received their 501(c)3 status and its 
fiscal agent at present is Coahoma Commu-
nity College. 

The Tri-County Workforce Alliance’s mission 
is to improve the quality of life for people living 
in the three counties by promoting long-term 
economic and community development and by 
building a competitive healthy workforce 
through education and job training. 

Through collaborative efforts with other 
agencies with a similar mission, Tri-County Al-
liance worked to support and enhance their ef-
forts through technical support and programs 
and assistance with alternative funding efforts 
through a strong mini-grant program. They 
made available the resources of the Enterprise 
Corporation of the Delta, which offered hands- 
on assistance to new and existing businesses 
in this region in three program areas: technical 
assistance, development finance, and private 
sector purchasing. 

Tri-County Workforce Alliance is an organi-
zation that is made up of people from many 
racial, social, and economic groups of the tri- 
county area, working together to find positive 
solutions to the individual needs of two special 
groups of citizens: Future Workforce members 
are youth in high school, junior high or middle 
school who need a solid academic foundation 
or may wish to transition from high school to 
the workforce; and Out-of-Workforce members 
are adults and youth who have been unem-
ployed for a long time, receive public assist-
ance, or who do not work on a regular basis. 

The Alliance has been successful in that it 
has bridged the gap between communities, 
between businesses and educational institu-
tions and has enhanced educational and train-
ing strategies for the workforce, thus enabling 
the Alliance to leverage additional funds from 
other foundations, local, state and federal gov-
ernment and the private sector. 

Through partnerships with other organiza-
tions and agencies, Tri-County Workforce Alli-
ance has had success with: the Summer En-
richment Program in Reading and Math, which 
assisted 165 at-risk 4th, 5th and 6th graders 
in the Clarksdale Municipal School District; the 
Intensive Youth Supervision Program, which 
assisted 60 youth offenders; and the Parent 
Rallies, which was designed to help parents 
understand their roles and responsibilities in 
the education of their children. 
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This was in collaboration with the ten school 

districts in the tri-county area: Carpentry for 
Youth which provided carpentry instruction for 
youth who have built such things as book-
cases, park benches, porches, a playhouse for 
a health clinic, doghouses, entertainment cen-
ters, etc.; Carpentry for Women which was a 
free training program for unemployed/under-
employed women 18 years old and above and 
other support services such as childcare and 
transportation were provided for each partici-
pant who showed a need. 

The organization is published in the Insight 
Center for Community Economic Develop-
ment’s ‘‘Building Economic Stability for Mis-
sissippi Families’’ (June, 2010). The Job Re-
source and Career Fair is sponsored for un-
employed, underemployed citizens, high 
school seniors, and those people interested in 
a career change. CHOICES was another pro-
gram to help curb the dropout rate. It was of-
fered to 7th and 8th graders in the schools in 
the tri-county area. With the Mini-Grant Pro-
gram Tri-County awarded grants in the 
amount of up to $2,000 to community-based 
organizations, schools, business, etc. for work-
force preparation and workforce development. 

These funds have funded programs such 
as: computer training, teen parent job training, 
Hospice Care homemakers training, sweet po-
tato growers training, youth employment train-
ing, personal development and job etiquette 
training, cultural enrichment, education rallies, 
vegetable processing training, hot tamale 
processing training, hospitality training, execu-
tive housekeeping training, child care certifi-
cation training, ex-offenders job training skills, 
job enhancement skills training, education site 
visits, welfare recipient summits, business de-
velopment workshops career-pathing seminars 
and legislative forums; the High School Men-
toring Program, is a mentoring program of-
fered to at-risk academic and social 9th–12th 
graders at Coahoma Agricultural High School, 
one of our local high schools. The Groundhog 
Job Shadow Day has been held for the past 
eight years for 7th–12th graders in Coahoma 
County, and for the past four years in Bolivar 
and Quitman Counties. Students spend one 
day in the world of work. There has been two 
students who won the Mike Moore Scholarship 
in the amount of $500 each. As a result of this 
activity, students have gotten after school 
jobs, a full-tuition scholarship and a book allot-
ment totaling $2,000 is awarded to a freshman 
student who has maintained a 2.8 average in 
high school and has an interest in vocational/ 
technical education at Coahoma Community 
College. Emphasis is placed on interested 
non-traditional students: Industry Education 
Day is a program designed to improve the 
working relationship between business, indus-
try and education for improved economic de-
velopment; After School Tutorial Programs is a 
program designed for tutoring in mathematics 
and reading with cultural and survival compo-
nents for two schools’ 4th, 5th, and 6th grad-
ers who are at risk of academic failure; Work-
force Public Policy Initiative assists to develop 
policy that promotes opportunities to construct, 
implement, and evaluate a framework that is 
comprehensive and participatory in nature; as-
sists people in preparing for pursuit of living 
with wage jobs to improve livelihood security 
and quality of life and to create a model pro-
gram that can be used as a demonstration to 
influence public policy. 

This program resulted in the development of 
a professionalization curriculum that is sanc-

tioned by employers and potential employees; 
Pathways to Collaboration is a workgroup with 
four other organizations to examine the suc-
cess of and create a means of communicating 
to the world the special value of our collabo-
rative process of engaging people who are di-
rectly experiencing problems in the community 
by problem solving. 

Chosen as one of the seven originals from 
764 applicants Tri-County Workforce Alliance 
has completed a study and the results have 
been published in a book entitled: ‘‘Engaging 
thc Community in Decision Making: Case 
Studies Tracking Participation, Voice and Influ-
ence’’ by Roz Diane Lasker and John A. 
Guidry, McFarland & Company, Inc. Pub-
lishers. High School Mentorship Program in 
Health Care Professions is a program for 9th, 
10th, and 11th grade students in Bolivar, 
Coahoma, Quitman, Sunflower and 
Tallahatchie counties who have express an in-
terest in the health profession. The program 
has an individual mentor component for on the 
job shadowing for 60 hours and a two week 
Summer Institute with advanced studies in 
science, math, english/reading and critical 
thinking/analysis. 

This program is a step program that leads 
into dual enrollment in the community col-
lege’s RN or CNA or phlebotomy programs in 
the 12th grade; An Academy of Science, 
Reading and Mathematics for Potential Health 
Care Professionals in a program opened to 
6th, 7th, and 8th graders in Coahoma and 
Quitman counties who express an interest in 
health care professions. A four-week summer 
institute is held where students do intensive 
study of science, reading and mathematics 
and health disparities. The students dissect 
animal organs (heart and kidney) to learn the 
parts of the body that are affected by the dis-
eases. They work with doctors to create a 
wellness program for family members with the 
disease. 

The Alliance is deeply embedded in the 
communities that it serves. It is helping to cre-
ate change by crossing all boundaries—geo-
graphical, political, ethnical, age, and socio- 
economic. Its goal is to continue to develop a 
network of agencies and individuals to provide 
ongoing strategic planning, innovative pro-
grams and leveraging local, state, federal and 
foundation funds. 

Tri-County Workforce Alliance is governed 
by a 25-member board made up of represent-
atives from government, business and indus-
try, educational institutions (high school, junior 
college and four year colleges), community- 
based organizations, youth, and grassroots in-
dividuals, representing the three counties. 
Elected officers included: Charles Barron, 
Chairman; George Walker (deceased), Co- 
Chairman, Elizabeth Johnson, Treasurer and 
Shirley Morgan, Secretary. Other Board mem-
bers include: Charles Reid, Priscilla Sharpe, 
Glenn Adams, W.J. Jones, Earnestine Keys, 
Aurelia Jones-Taylor, Kenisha Shelton, Doro-
thy Prestwich, Suzanne Walton, Leonia 
Adams from Coahoma County; Lillie V. Davis, 
Mary Towner, Hubert Owten, Victor Richard-
son, Mamie White, Pearlie Owten, Irma Bell, 
Lister Bowdoin from Quitman County; and 
Eulah Peterson, Roger Carter and Jordan 
Goins from Bolivar County. 

Currently, an executive director, Josephine 
P. Rhymes, since 1997 and an administrative 
assistant, Harold Jones, since 2009 are the 
only full-time staff and there are seven part- 

time program staff members. Tri-County has 
also formed some very wholesome partner-
ships with other organizations that have simi-
lar missions and they provide them with the 
use of facilities, staff, technical assistance and 
funds. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing an amazing Community Organi-
zation for their dedication for change and 
equality. 

f 

LETTER REGARDING WARTIME 
TREATMENT OF ITALIAN AMERI-
CANS 

HON. ZOE LOFGREN 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
share a letter that I recently received from 
Chet Campanella of San Jose. Mr. 
Campanella is an Italian American who experi-
enced firsthand the injustices committed 
against Italians living in America during World 
War II. He has been sharing his story, and his 
efforts to raise awareness resulted in a formal 
acknowledgment and apology from the State 
of California in 2010. 

Many are familiar with the internment of 
120,000 Japanese Americans during World 
War II, partly due to the enactment of the 
Commission on Wartime Relocation and In-
ternment of Civilians Act in 1980, the Commis-
sion’s report in 1983, and the subsequent Civil 
Liberties Act of 1988 that provided an official 
apology for the internment of Japanese Ameri-
cans. What remains less well known is the 
mistreatment of thousands of Japanese and 
European Latin Americans, European Ameri-
cans, and Jewish refugees that took place 
prior to and during WWII. 

The 1980 Commission did address the mis-
treatment of Japanese, German, and Italian 
Latin Americans, but only in the appendix to 
its report. Just one chapter of thirteen ad-
dressed the mistreatment of German and 
Italian Americans in the U.S. Moreover, no 
recommendations were made with regard to 
these populations and no official apology was 
issued—unlike for Japanese internment. 

This is an issue that I’ve been involved with 
for several years. In 2008, I worked with a 
number of my colleagues to amend a Japa-
nese-American internment resolution to in-
clude injustices committed against European 
Americans during World War II. As amended 
and passed by the House, H. Res. 1357 spe-
cifically expressed Congress’ resolve to ‘‘re-
view the wartime treatment of . . . Italian 
Americans, to determine whether they should 
also receive an apology and reparations simi-
lar to that provided in the Civil Liberties Act of 
1988 for Japanese Americans interned during 
World War II.’’ The following year, as Chair of 
the Judiciary Committee’s Subcommittee on 
Immigration, Citizenship, Refugees, Border 
Security, and International Law, I led a hearing 
that featured testimony from experts detailing 
the severe injustices suffered by Italian Ameri-
cans and other groups during this difficult time 
in our nation’s history. Under my leadership, 
the subcommittee also considered H.R. 1425, 
the ‘‘Wartime Treatment Study Act,’’ which 
called for a commission to study and issue a 
report on the treatment of European-Ameri-
cans during World War II. Although the bill 
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made it through the subcommittee and was re-
ported favorably by the full Judiciary Com-
mittee, the bill was not taken up on the House 
floor. 

I urge my colleagues to take the time to 
read Mr. Campanella’s letter. 

FEBRUARY, 2014. 
Hon. ZOE LOFGREN, 
Longworth House Office Building, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE LOFGREN: My name 
is Chet Campanella, and I am writing this 
letter to ask that you and all members of 
Congress vote in favor of giving us Italian 
survivors a formal public apology on behalf 
of our United States government for the mis-
treatments and injustices suffered by Italian 
‘‘Enemy Aliens’’ here in the U.S. during 
World War II. 

I am 83 years of age and one of the many 
thousands of Italian survivors. I was twelve 
years of age during the time of these mis-
treatments, having lived through it, and I re-
member them very well. I feel that I am well 
qualified to address the topic I am writing to 
you about. 

Shortly after World War II began the treat-
ment here in the United States and in Cali-
fornia of 600,000 Italians who were classified 
as ‘‘Enemy Aliens’’ was truly horrible. When 
I refer to’’ Enemy Aliens’’ I mean those 
Italian immigrants to the U.S. who were not 
yet naturalized American Citizens, who truly 
loved America, and were here to forever 
stay. I will describe the mistreatments that 
our Italian ‘‘Enemy Aliens’’ were made to 
endure. 

I was 12 years old at the time and I remem-
ber the curfew times were from 8 P.M. until 
6 A.M. ‘‘Enemy Aliens’’ were not allowed to 
travel more than a five mile radius from 
their homes. They were given ‘‘Enemy 
Alien’’ identification tags that they had to 
carry on their person at all times. We Italian 
‘‘Enemy Aliens’’ had our homes searched by 
the F.B.I. who were searching for all types of 
signaling devices such as short wave radios, 
radios, flashlights, cameras, and guns. 
Italian ‘‘Enemy Alien’’ fisherman who 
earned their living deep sea fishing off the 
coast of California had their fishing boats 
confiscated by our Navy. 

There were 10,000 ‘‘Enemy Aliens’’ who 
lived in coastal communities off the coast of 
California who were forced to board up their 
homes and were forced to evacuate inland. 
These ‘‘Enemy Aliens’’ were made to fend for 
themselves without any government assist-
ance whatsoever. There were also 2,000 elder-
ly ‘‘Enemy Aliens’’ living in the city of 
Pittsburg, Ca. who were forced to do the 
same. 

There were hundreds to thousands of 
‘‘Enemy Aliens’’ who were arrested by the 
F.B.I. and interned in internment camps 
throughout the United States during World 
War II. The largest of these internment 
camps was Fort Missoula, Montana. I had an 
uncle who was arrested by the F.B.I., right in 
front of me, and sent to an internment camp. 

I have always thought that it was so sad 
that these Italian ‘‘Enemy Aliens’’ were 
made to endure such harsh mistreatments 
and injustices because there was not one in-
stance of proof that they ever in any way 
hindered our American war effort. These 
‘‘Enemy Aliens’’, my parents included, truly 
loved America and would do absolutely noth-
ing to harm their new country. 

I know that our United States government 
decided to make many of the documents that 
described the mistreatments endured by 
these ‘‘Enemy Alien’’ during the war classi-
fied information top secret. It was to be 
made as if nothing ever happened. 

I am asking Congress for a formal public 
apology on behalf of our United States gov-

ernment for all of the horrible mistreat-
ments and injustices forced on Italian 
‘‘Enemy Aliens’’ during World War II. This 
formal apology is well deserved and long 
overdue. 

In the year 2010 California Senator Joseph 
Simitian sponsored SCR 95, The Mistreat-
ments Of Italian Immigrants During World 
War II. On June 23, 2010 I was asked to give 
a testimony on this subject to the California 
State Senate Rules Committee at the Cap-
itol Building in Sacramento, California. I did 
it from the head and heart with no notes. 
Shortly after August 20, 2010 we Italian sur-
vivors on behalf of the state of California re-
ceived a formal public apology. 

I would like to thank you for taking the 
time to read my letter. 

Sincerely, 
CHET CAMPANELLA. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. TAMMY DUCKWORTH 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Ms. DUCKWORTH. Mr. Speaker, on Mon-
day, March 24, 2014, I was unavoidably de-
tained and missed the following votes: 

H.R. 3060—‘‘To designate the facility of the 
United States Postal Service located at 232 
Southwest Johnson Avenue in Burleson, 
Texas, as the ‘‘Sergeant William Moody Post 
Office Building’’.’’ Had I been present, I would 
have voted ‘‘yes’’ on this bill. 

H.R. 1813—‘‘To redesignate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
162 Northeast Avenue in Tallmadge, Ohio, as 
the ‘‘Lance Corporal Daniel Nathan Deyarmin 
Post Office Building’’. Had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘yes’’ on this bill. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF DR. RICHARD 
‘‘DICK’’ IKEDA AND HIS CON-
TRIBUTIONS TO OUR COMMUNITY 

HON. DORIS O. MATSUI 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 
tribute to Dr. Richard ‘‘Dick’’ Ikeda, a dear 
friend and tireless community leader who re-
cently passed away. Dr. Ikeda founded and 
served as the executive director of Health For 
All, Inc. and was an admired advocate for pa-
tient centered health care. As his family and 
friends gather to honor and remember his 
wonderful life, I ask all my colleagues to join 
me in saluting one of Sacramento’s most well- 
respected figures. 

Dr. Ikeda was a prominent leader in the 
health care community, and his death leaves 
a tremendous void in our community. Dr. 
Ikeda’s work led to the foundation of Health 
For All, a community health center providing 
culturally sensitive health care services with a 
federally qualified health center designation. 
Under Dr. Ikeda’s leadership, Health For All 
opened a number of community health center 
locations and has provided health and pre-
ventative services for thousands of low income 
residents in the Sacramento region. Addition-
ally, in 1983, Health For All added an adult 
day health center that to this day provides 

medical and social services for low-income 
seniors at risk of losing their independence at 
home. 

Dr. Ikeda’s passion and commitment reso-
nated in his work and will not be forgotten by 
the Sacramento community. His positive im-
pact is seen in the many individuals he 
mentored throughout the years. Dr. Ikeda 
served as a mentor to many in the Sac-
ramento community, served on the boards of 
medical groups and was active in the Asian 
American community. He was a past president 
of local chapters of the American Heart Asso-
ciation and the Japanese American Citizens 
League. Dr. Ikeda was a wonderful public 
servant, but he was an even better father and 
grandfather. He leaves behind his son, Ste-
ven, daughter, Arielle and two grandchildren 
Anthony and Anna. 

Mr. Speaker, as Dr. Ikeda’s family and 
friends gather to celebrate his wonderful leg-
acy and many contributions, I am honored to 
pay tribute to him. I and the countless others 
who were privileged enough to call him our 
friend will deeply miss him. I ask all my col-
leagues to pause and join me in paying re-
spect to an extraordinary man, Richard Ikeda. 

f 

HONORING THE COMMUNITY STU-
DENTS LEARNING CENTER 
(CSLC) 

HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 
OF MISSISSIPPI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor a remarkable organi-
zation, The Community Students Learning 
Center (CSLC). 

The Community Students Learning Center 
(CSLC) is a 501(c)3 non-profit organization 
which has as its motto: ‘‘In relentless pursuit 
of perfection in education and knowledge.’’ It 
was founded by a husband and wife team, 
Leslie and Beulah Greer, two longtime resi-
dents of Holmes County, Mississippi, who are 
dedicated to helping improve their commu-
nity’s education and economy. The organiza-
tion was founded in 2003. 

When they learned that their daughter, 
Takila, would not be allowed to graduate with 
her high school class in 2001, they became 
parent advocates. Their daughter was faced 
with this devastating issue, because she could 
not pass all parts of the required state tests. 

Their daughter had been diagnosed with 
Specified Learning Disabilities (SLD) at an 
early age and they felt that students who suf-
fered from SLD should be able to receive a 
certificate, participate in graduation exercises, 
be given a chance to later re-take failed parts 
of the required state tests to receive a diploma 
and be able to experience the feeling of 
marching with their graduating class. 

A challenge was presented of their concerns 
to the Mississippi Department of Education 
(MDE). They agreed, but left the final decision 
up to the Holmes County School District. Un-
fortunately, for the Greer family’s daughter and 
family, the Holmes County School Board failed 
to agree. 

After much distress and frustration with the 
Holmes County School System and the 
Holmes County School Board, they allowed 
God to minister to their heart for healing. They 
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later realized that things happen for a reason 
and that what happened to their family was 
predestined. It was at that moment that they 
made a vow to help others in a way that the 
school district was unable to help Takila, their 
daughter. 

Thus, the Community Students Learning 
Center (CSLC) was born in their hearts and 
minds. They became desperate parents who 
wanted to save other families from the pain 
and ridicule their family suffered. 

Today, the Community Students Learning 
Center now has a great working relationship 
with the Holmes County School Board, Super-
intendent, teachers and staff. They have even 
been blessed with the opportunity to serve as 
a team monitor member for the MDE Office of 
Special Education where they have traveled 
across the state educating parents regarding 
their rights and laws as it relates to their child/ 
children with special needs. 

Throughout the difficult ordeals that Beulah 
faced, her husband, Leslie, was a ‘‘strong 
tower’’ for her. He encouraged her to move 
forward and allow God to direct her path. God 
has blessed their bud of an idea to blossom 
into a full blown, yet still growing, non-profit or-
ganization that is positively impacting the lives 
of many families. The idea began as an effort 
to assist at-risk students who could not pass 
the state mandated tests, but now the vision 
has expanded to include many more programs 
and services. 

The Mission for the Community Students 
Learning Center is to promote community and 
educational change, by providing state-of-the- 
art leadership development and personal im-
provement opportunities for youth, adults, and 
seniors. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing The Community Students 
Learning Center (CSLC) for their dedication to 
serving others and giving back to the commu-
nity. 

f 

IN MEMORY OF OV SMITH 

HON. MAXINE WATERS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Ms. WATERS. Mr. Speaker, I am deeply 
saddened by the loss of my dear friend OV 
Smith, who died on March 14th at the age of 
99. I had the pleasure of knowing OV for more 
than 30 years. We became friends while I 
served in the California State Assembly and 
she was working to educate members of the 
Assembly about the needs of persons with de-
velopmental disabilities. 

OV Smith dedicated her life to caring for the 
developmentally disabled. For more than 40 
years, she welcomed them into her home 
while also taking them to church on Sundays, 
traveling with them on cruises and other trips, 
and accompanying them to activities in the 
community. OV founded several organizations 
in Los Angeles. She helped these groups to 
initiate public policy through the legislative 
process and educate caregivers on how to 
care for and develop their clients. 

In 1970, Ms. Smith founded OV’s Willing 
Workers for the Mentally Retarded, which pro-

vides day care, social development and edu-
cational services to developmentally disabled 
persons. This was the first organization of its 
kind in California that provided extensive and 
comprehensive services. 

She also founded the Society of California 
Care Home Operators (SOCCO), which trains 
caregivers and connects them with the legisla-
tive process so they can acquaint themselves 
with the law and become advocates for the 
developmentally disabled. Finally, OV helped 
found the South Central Los Angeles Regional 
Center (SCLARC), which contracts with the 
State of California to coordinate services for 
the developmentally disabled. 

Her courage to confront the establishment, 
knowledge of the law, and commitment to ini-
tiate change gained the respect of lawmakers, 
agency officials, and the overall community. 
She had been recognized by many organiza-
tions and sought out for her insights. Her 
motto ‘‘These are God’s people, and we are 
responsible for them’’ bespoke the true heart 
she put into advocating for people with devel-
opmental disabilities. 

OV Smith will be sorely missed by everyone 
who was touched by her graciousness. We all 
benefitted from her commitment, vision, and 
caring heart. My thoughts and prayers are with 
all of her family and friends during this difficult 
time. 

f 

CONGRATULATING DENNIS 
MARKOWITZ 

HON. MICHAEL G. FITZPATRICK 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to give the heartiest congratulations to Dennis 
I. Markowitz on being named Person of the 
Year by the Feasterville Business Association. 
This honor recognizes his many years of out-
standing service to the Feasterville Business 
Association, as a motivator, officer and current 
treasurer. A tax accountant and founding part-
ner in the Financial Group Plus Companies, 
he marks his 50th year as a tax accountant. 
Dennis Markowitz’ many endeavors, both per-
sonal and professional, include his honorable 
service in the United States Army, and also as 
vice president of the Bucks-Mont Chapter of 
the Society of Tax and Accounting Partners 
and educator who has been recognized for his 
volunteer work by the U.S. International Rev-
enue Service. Throughout his years of com-
munity service on many different levels, Den-
nis Markowitz has set an outstanding example 
for others to follow and this recognition comes 
with sincere wishes for a continuation of serv-
ice and fellowship, health and happiness. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. ROBERT C. ‘‘BOBBY’’ SCOTT 
OF VIRGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, yester-
day I intended to vote ‘‘no’’, but was recorded 

as having voted ‘‘yes’’, on H.R. 2824 (rollcall 
141), which would overturn Reagan-era pro-
tections for streams and communities in Appa-
lachia. I would like the record to reflect my 
strong opposition to H.R. 2824. 

f 

HONORING THE REDLINERS 

HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 
OF MISSISSIPPI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor a remarkable organi-
zation, the Redliners. 

The Redliners is a bike club that was estab-
lished in 1996. They share a strong family 
bond and chemistry, spreading across 12 
states. 

The Redliners’ objectives are: 
To bring together individuals who share the 

common interest of motorcycle riding; 
To provide an organized environment 

around which its members may enjoy well-co-
ordinated events without regards to politics, 
religion, race, sex or creed; 

To encourage good riding habits, promote 
the interests of its members, keep members 
aware of motorcyclist rights and issues, and 
sponsor and participate in charitable events 
and/or affairs; 

To foster a network of communication and a 
better understanding between various motor-
cycle and non-motorcycle enthusiast; and 

To fulfill these objectives the chapter func-
tions shall incorporate both social and informa-
tion aspects. 

The Redliners in Greenville, Mississippi 
chooses a foundation every year to sponsor a 
charity ride. They have done charity rides for 
the Fannie Lou Hamer Foundation, Boys and 
Girls Club and Our House, Inc. 

The Redliners have participated in numer-
ous community services activities, such as 
handing out candy at the Boys and Girls Club 
for Halloween. Also, Make A Wish Foundation 
contacted Redliners for 16 year old, Freddie 
Green, of Greenville, Mississippi, who is fight-
ing Leukemia. Freddie’s wish was to spend 
time with the Redliners and eat at a restaurant 
called Frost Top. The Redliners road motor-
cycles to Belzoni, Mississippi to meet Freddie 
as he was coming home from the hospital in 
Jackson, Mississippi. They brought Freddie to 
Greenville on the motorcycle and he was over-
joyed. 

Furthermore, the Redliners have adopted a 
highway in honor of their member, Victor An-
derson, who is also known as ‘‘Red Angel’’. 
They cleaned up Highway 82 in his honor. 
The Redliners have done other things like, do-
nating turkeys to nursing homes for Thanks-
giving and participating in different toy drives. 
They are always looking for a way to give 
back to the community. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing the Redliners for their dedica-
tion to serving others and giving back to the 
community. 
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ACKNOWLEDGING THE ONGOING 

NEGOTIATIONS BETWEEN GREEK 
AND TURKISH CYPRIOTS ON A 
UNIFIED CYPRUS 

HON. STEVE COHEN 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to ac-
knowledge the importance of the ongoing ne-
gotiations in Cyprus between Greek and Turk-
ish Cypriots that would bring about a peaceful 
resolution to the dispute on a unified Cyprus. 
On February 24, 2014, Greek Cypriot nego-
tiator, Andreas Mavroyiannis, and his Turkish 
Cypriot counterpart, Kudret Ozersay, resumed 
talks in what the United Nations has deemed 
as ‘‘substantive discussions.’’ This is prom-
ising news and it is my hope that these talks 
will mark the first, new steps toward a final 
settlement that will achieve a unified Cyprus. 

The Republic of Cyprus has endured a long 
history of ethnic and religious battles between 
Greek and Turkish Cypriots. While Greek and 
Turkish Cypriot communities remain divided, 
with the latter isolated from the international 
community, a unified Cyprus has much to offer 
to the region and global community. A peace-
fully unified Cyprus would see increased tour-
ism, exchanges of close culture ties, ex-
panded trade opportunities, and a new and 
stable source of energy. Additionally, a unified 
Cyprus would create a state and society that 
protects the rights of all its citizens and help 
establish a sound government that reflects its 
rightful place in Europe. 

During a phone call with Turkish Prime Min-
ister Recep Tayyip Erdoğan, President Barack 
Obama thanked the Prime Minister for his role 
in reviving negotiations. Turkey’s leadership in 
bringing this conflict to an end is welcomed 
during this time of heightened intensity in the 
region. Any resolution agreed to should emu-
late the UN mission in Cyprus’ declaration that 
a settlement ‘‘will be based on a bi-communal, 
bizonal federation with political equality.’’ I ask 
my colleagues to join me in encouraging both 
parties to see past the roadblocks that have 
held back progress and redouble their efforts 
as they move forward on a solution. Likewise, 
I hope the Obama Administration will continue 
to use its influence to push for a swift resolu-
tion on the Cyprus question. 

I stand with all Cypriots—in both commu-
nities—who seek to build a better Cyprus to-
gether. 

f 

HONORING PETER AND LISA 
VERNIERO FOR THEIR PUBLIC 
SERVICE 

HON. LEONARD LANCE 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
honor the dedicated public service of Lisa and 
Peter Verniero, the 2014 honorees of the 
SAFE in Hunterdon Evening of Awareness. 

I have known the Vernieros for a generation 
and I can attest that their recognition as the 
SAFE in Hunterdon Evening of Awareness 
honorees is well-earned. Together, Lisa and 
Peter have a remarkable tenure of service to 

Hunterdon County and the State of New Jer-
sey. 

Lisa is a devoted advocate for those who 
benefit from the mission of SAFE in 
Hunterdon. She is a thoughtful, caring and de-
termined leader who has helped craft and sus-
tain SAFE in Hunterdon as well as a generous 
benefactor, fundraiser and organizer to help 
provide the resources for this success. 

Peter is a public servant whose tenure as 
New Jersey State Attorney General and Jus-
tice of the State Supreme Court was marked 
with dedication to serving all of our residents, 
including those most in need. His efforts to 
protect children and victims of crime and sex-
ual abuse were landmark examples of good 
judgment, important public policy and justice 
under the law. Peter also recently served on 
the New Jersey SAFE Task Force on Gun 
Protection, Addiction, Mental Health and Fami-
lies that examined the root causes of violence 
and made recommendations to help improve 
the situation. 

Lisa and Peter are committed to doing their 
part to break the cycle of abuse and empower 
survivors, their families and all victims of crime 
through the support networks that have helped 
construct. Their advocacy is just one example 
of the fine public servants who support SAFE 
in Hunterdon and the community of compas-
sion that exists for those who need it most. 

f 

IN SUPPORT OF ‘‘NATIONAL DE-
VELOPMENTAL DISABILITIES 
AWARENESS MONTH’’ 

HON. SHEILA JACKSON LEE 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
commemeorate the 27th observance of Na-
tional Developmental Disabilities Awareness 
Month. 

Developmental disabilities may be visible or 
invisible and range from physical impairment 
that involves vision or mobility to those condi-
tions that affect cognitive functions related to 
how the brain processes information or how 
someone learns. 

Developmental disabilities include: autism, 
attention deficit hyperactivity disorder, and 
other developmental delays have increased, 
requiring more health and education services. 

Everyone is on a continuum that moves us 
from ability to disability in one aspect or an-
other. Through age, accidents, or illness, the 
healthy can become disabled. 

Developmental disabilities are a group of 
conditions due to impairment in physical, 
learning, language, or behavior areas that are 
recognized in children from birth until age 22. 

The effects of development disabilities will 
last a lifetime. 

From birth to 5 years, a child should reach 
milestones in how they play, learn, speak, act 
and move. 

Tracking a child’s development for signs 
that they are not reaching key milestones in 
development is critical for early diagnosis and 
interventions that can help children. 

People with developmental disabilities have 
problems with language, mobility, learning, 
self-help, and independent living. 

About one in six children in the U.S. have 
one or more developmental disabilities or 
other developmental delays. 

A Center for Disease Control study of 
119,367 children aged 3–17 found that boys 
had a higher prevalence for a certain develop-
mental disabilities when compared with girls. 

In the CDC study, parents or legal guard-
ians were asked if their child had: Attention 
Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder (ADHD), autism, 
blindness, cerebral palsy, moderate to pro-
found hearing loss, intellectual disability, learn-
ing disorders, seizures, stuttering/stammering, 
and other developmental delay. 

Hispanic children had the lowest prevalence 
of developmental disabilities when compared 
with non-Hispanic white and black children. 

Prevalence of any developmental disability 
increased from 12.84 percent to 15.04 percent 
over the past 12 years. Autism, attention def-
icit hyperactivity disorder, and other develop-
mental delays increased, whereas hearing 
loss showed a significant decline. 

When developmental disabilities go 
misdiagnosed, undiagnosed, or untreated the 
capacity of our nation’s children to reach their 
full potential is undermined. 

The prevalence of any Developmental Dis-
ability in 1997–2008 was 13.87 percent. Prev-
alence of learning disabilities was 7.66 per-
cent; prevalence of attention deficit hyper-
activity disorder (ADHD) was 6.69 percent; 
prevalence of other developmental delay was 
3.65 percent; and, prevalence of autism was 
0.47 percent. 

Over the last 12 years: Developmental Dis-
abilities has increased 17.1 percent—that’s 
about 1.8 million more children with DDs in 
2006–2008 compared to a decade earlier; 
prevalence of autism increased 289.5 percent; 
prevalence of ADHD increased 33.0 percent; 
and, prevalence of hearing loss decreased 
30.9 percent. 

In addition, data from this study showed 
that: Males had twice the prevalence of any 
Developmental Disabilities than females and 
more specifically had higher prevalence of 
ADHD, autism, learning disabilities, stuttering/ 
stammering and other Developmental Disabil-
ities; Hispanic children had lower prevalence 
of several disorders compared to non-Hispanic 
white and non-Hispanic black children, includ-
ing ADHD and learning disabilities; Non-His-
panic black children had higher prevalence of 
stuttering/stammering than non-Hispanic white 
children; and Children from families with in-
come below the federal poverty level had a 
higher prevalence of Developmental Dis-
orders. 

Mr. Speaker, much progress has been 
made in the 27 years since President Ronald 
Reagan first proclaimed March as National 
Developmental Disabilities Awareness Month. 

But there is still much work to be done to 
ensure our fellow citizens with such disabilities 
have the resources and opportunities they 
need to lead productive lives and to achieve 
their full potential. 

f 

HONORING CLINTON (MS) ALUM-
NAE CHAPTER OF DELTA SIGMA 
THETA SORORITY, INCOR-
PORATED 

HON. BENNIE G. THOMPSON 
OF MISSISSIPPI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to honor an incredible group of 
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women, who strive daily to make a difference 
within the communities they serve. Today, I 
honor the illustrious women of the Clinton 
(MS) Alumnae Chapter of Delta Sigma Theta 
Sorority, Incorporated. 

The Clinton (MS) Alumnae Chapter of Delta 
Sigma Theta Sorority, Incorporated was 
charted on March 29, 2004 at Pleasant Green 
Baptist Church in Clinton, Mississippi. Thirty- 
one visionary women, living within the Chap-
ter’s public service area, used their collective 
strength to promote academic excellence, pro-
vide academic scholarships to deserving 
youth, support to the underserved, educate 
and stimulate participation in the establish-
ment of positive public policy, and to highlight 
issues and provide solutions to problems in 
the communities where they live and work. 
These charter members were: Tina Austin, 
Perry M. Boler, Angela D. Bridges, Sonya L. 
Edmond, La’Verne Edney, Latricha Ephfrom, 
Kristie K. Flowers, Limmie M. Flowers, Sherri 
M. Flowers, Teselyn Funches, Lisa Green, 
Sonya Goins, Paulette Grim, Ursula Y. Harris, 
Tomja W. Jackson, Machelle S. Kyles, Laurie 
S. Lawson, Sophia S. Marshall, Nikita A. Max-
well, Emily A. Miller, Marilyn J. Minter, 
Michelyn Patton, Angela Y. Perry, Alyea M. 
Pollard, Shelia P. Spann, Thresa K. Smith, 
Faith Strong, Katherine A. Thomas, Kenitra 
Wallace, Elizabeth M. Washington, and Mary 
M. White. Dr. Limmie M. Flowers was elected 
the Chapter’s first president and helped the or-
ganization set into motion its goals for the 
community in which they would serve. Under 
the sorority’s five programmatic thrusts, the 
Clinton (MS) Alumnae Chapter has become 
deeply involved within the Chapter’s service 
area, which includes the cities of Clinton, 
Bolton, Byram, Edwards, Raymond, Terry, and 
Utica. 

Economic Development, Educational Devel-
opment, International Awareness and Involve-

ment, Physical and Mental Health, and Polit-
ical Awareness and Involvement are the five 
main areas of social involvement the Chapter 
focuses on and engages in. Under the Eco-
nomic Development platform, the Chapter 
members engage in projects that include 
building homes with Habitat for Humanity, 
hosting CreditPlus seminars sponsored by 
local banks, and educating youth about fi-
nances and paying for college through ‘‘reality 
fairs’’ held at local schools. Service activities 
involving initiatives under the Educational De-
velopment platform include donating 
backpacks and school supplies to the Bolton- 
Edwards Elementary/Middle Schools, hosting 
career exploration workshops, college tours 
and college recruitment fairs, and a teen sum-
mit developed by area youth. Scholastic 
achievement and leadership development is 
embedded through various youth programs 
sponsored by the Chapter. 

In addition, the Chapter has nurtured over 
300 area middle and high school students 
through the Dr. Betty L. Shabazz Delta Acad-
emy, Dr. Jeanne L. Noble Delta GEMS Insti-
tute, and the EMBODI Program, while also 
providing generous support to the United 
Negro College Fund. May Week Observance 
is an annual initiative that recognizes the top 
10 African American high school seniors from 
the high schools within the Chapter’s service 
area. To date, the Chapter has distributed 
nearly $50,000 in scholarships to nearly 400 
graduating students. 

Establishing cultural awareness is a key 
component under the International Awareness 
and Involvement platform, through which the 
Chapter implements projects to broaden un-
derstanding and appreciation for people of dif-
ferent backgrounds and cultures. The Chapter 
has sponsored cultural education programs, 
including financial support for schools and 
clean water in developing countries. Preven-

tion and wellness translate into health edu-
cation programs, health fairs, and provision of 
health care services for those in need. 

The Chapter participates in the Annual Mak-
ing Strides Against Breast Cancer Walk and 
Relay for Life, sponsored by the American 
Cancer Society. The Chapter has donated 
more than $6,000 to the organization, includ-
ing providing very generous funding to the 
American Heart Association for combating car-
diovascular disease. Each spring, the Chapter 
hosts a health fair in the community that in-
cludes comprehensive health screenings. 

In keeping with tradition and the political 
mission of the Sorority, the Chapter is very ac-
tive in voter awareness initiatives and moni-
toring legislation impacting underserved com-
munities. Under the Political Awareness and 
Involvement platform, the Chapter educates 
the public through workshops, forums, and 
mass mailing campaigns. Each year the Chap-
ter participates in ‘‘Mississippi Delta Day at the 
State Capitol’’ to visit with state lawmakers. 

The current Chapter leadership encom-
passes: President, Dr. Juanyce D. Taylor; Vice 
President, Dr. Laurie Smith Lawson; Treas-
urer, Joyce Kersh; Financial Secretary, Jac-
queline Frison-Owens; Journalist, Katrina 
Howard-Reeves; Corresponding Secretary, 
Barbara Tapps; Recording Secretary, Wanda 
Thomas; Sergeant-At-Arms, Lisa Jackson; 
Chaplain, Erica Towers; Historian, Jessica 
Lewis; Custodian, April Bullock; Parliamen-
tarian, Luxie Frison; and Immediate Past 
President, Dr. Laurie Smith Lawson. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to join me 
in recognizing Clinton (MS) Alumnae Chapter 
of Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Incorporated 
for representing, educating, and informing the 
underserved communities in their service area 
for 10 years. 
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SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 
Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 

agreed to by the Senate of February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys-
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com-
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit-
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com-
mittee—of the time, place and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor-
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 

Meetings scheduled for Thursday, 
March 27, 2014 may be found in the 
Daily Digest of today’s RECORD. 

MEETINGS SCHEDULED 
MARCH 31 

3 p.m. 
Committee on Homeland Security and 

Governmental Affairs 
To hold hearings to examine creating a 

21st century government part II, focus-
ing on outside views. 

SD–342 

APRIL 1 

9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Armed Services 

To hold hearings to examine U.S. Euro-
pean Command and U.S. Transpor-
tation Command in review of the De-
fense Authorization Request for fiscal 
year 2015 and the Future Years Defense 
Program. 

SD–G50 
Committee on Homeland Security and 

Governmental Affairs 
Permanent Subcommittee on Investiga-

tions 
To hold hearings to examine Caterpil-

lar’s offshore tax strategy. 
SD–106 

10 a.m. 
Committee on the Budget 

To hold hearings to examine oppor-
tunity, mobility, and inequality in to-
day’s economy. 

SD–608 
Committee on the Judiciary 

To hold hearings to examine certain 
nominations. 

SD–226 
2:15 p.m. 

Committee on Armed Services 
Subcommittee on Emerging Threats and 

Capabilities 
To hold hearings to examine prolifera-

tion prevention programs at the De-
partment of Energy and at the Depart-
ment of Defense in review of the De-
fense Authorization Request for fiscal 
year 2015 and the Future Years Defense 
Program; with the possibility of a 
closed session in SVC–217 following the 
open session. 

SR–222 
Committee on Foreign Relations 

Business meeting to consider Protocol 
Amending the Convention between the 
United States of America and the 
Swiss Confederation for the Avoidance 

of Double Taxation With Respect to 
Taxes on Income, signed at Washington 
October 2, 1996, signed September 23, 
2009, at Washington, with a related 
agreement effected by an exchange of 
notes September 23, 2009, as corrected 
by an exchange of notes effected No-
vember 16, 2010 (Treaty Doc. 112–1), 
Protocol Amending the Convention be-
tween the Government of the United 
States of America and the Government 
of the Grand Duchy of Luxembourg for 
the Avoidance of Double Taxation and 
the Prevention of Fiscal Evasion with 
Respect to Taxes on Income and Cap-
ital, signed at Luxembourg May 20, 
2009, with a related agreement effected 
by exchange of notes May 20, 2009 
(Treaty Doc. 111–8), Convention be-
tween the Government of the United 
States of America and the Government 
of the Republic of Hungary for the 
Avoidance of Double Taxation and the 
Prevention of Fiscal Evasion with Re-
spect to Taxes on Income, signed at 
Budapest February 4, 2010, with a re-
lated agreement effected by exchange 
of notes February 4, 2010 (Treaty Doc. 
111–7), Convention Between the Govern-
ment of the United States of America 
and the Government of the Republic of 
Chile for the Avoidance of Double Tax-
ation and the Prevention of Fiscal Eva-
sion with Respect to Taxes on Income 
and Capital, signed at Washington Feb-
ruary 4, 2010, with a Protocol and a re-
lated agreement effected by exchange 
of notes February 4, 2010, as corrected 
by exchanges of notes effected Feb-
ruary 25, 2011, and February 10 and 21, 
2012 (Treaty Doc. 112–8), Protocol 
Amending the Convention on Mutual 
Administrative Assistance in Tax Mat-
ters, done at Paris May 27, 2010 (Treaty 
Doc. 112–5), and S. Res. 384, expressing 
the sense of the Senate concerning the 
humanitarian crisis in Syria and neigh-
boring countries, resulting humani-
tarian and development challenges, and 
the urgent need for a political solution 
to the crisis. 

S–116 
2:30 p.m. 

Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation 

Subcommittee on Communications, Tech-
nology, and the Internet 

To hold hearings to examine reauthoriza-
tion of the ‘‘Satellite Television Exten-
sion and Localism Act’’. 

SR–253 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 

and Pensions 
To hold hearings to examine equal pay 

with the ‘‘Paycheck Fairness Act.’’ 
SD–430 

APRIL 2 

9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Armed Services 
Subcommittee on Airland 

To hold hearings to examine tactical air-
craft programs in review of the Defense 
Authorization Request for fiscal year 
2015 and the Future Years Defense Pro-
gram. 

SD–562 
Committee on Armed Services 
Subcommittee on Readiness and Manage-

ment Support 
To hold hearings to examine military 

construction, environmental, energy, 
and base closure programs in review of 
the Defense Authorization Request for 
fiscal year 2015 and the Future Years 
Defense Program. 

SR–232A 

Committee on Armed Services 
Subcommittee on SeaPower 

To hold hearings to examine Marine 
Corps modernization in review of the 
Defense Authorization Request for fis-
cal year 2015 and the Future Years De-
fense Program. 

SR–222 
10 a.m. 

Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Department of Defense 

To hold hearings to examine proposed 
budget estimates for fiscal year 2015 for 
the Department of the Air Force. 

SD–106 
Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Transportation and 

Housing and Urban Development, and 
Related Agencies 

To hold hearings to examine proposed 
budget estimates for fiscal year 2015 for 
the Department of Housing and Urban 
Development. 

SD–138 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 

Transportation 
Subcommittee on Consumer Protection, 

Product Safety, and Insurance 
To hold hearings to examine the General 

Motors (GM) recall and the National 
Highway Traffic Safety Administra-
tion’s (NHTSA) defect investigation 
process. 

SR–253 
Committee on Homeland Security and 

Governmental Affairs 
To hold hearings to examine data breach 

on the rise, focusing on protecting per-
sonal information from harm. 

SD–342 
2 p.m. 

Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Financial Services and 

General Government 
To hold hearings to examine proposed 

budget estimates and justification for 
fiscal year 2015 for the Department of 
the Treasury’s Office of Terrorism and 
Financial Intelligence and its adminis-
tration and enforcement of sanctions. 

SD–138 
2:30 p.m. 

Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Energy and Water Devel-

opment 
To hold hearings to examine proposed 

budget estimates and justification for 
fiscal year 2015 for the United States 
Army Corps of Engineers and the De-
partment of the Interior. 

SD–192 
Committee on Armed Services 
Subcommittee on Strategic Forces 

To hold hearings to examine ballistic 
missile defense policies and programs 
in review of the Defense Authorization 
Request for fiscal year 2015 and the Fu-
ture Years Defense Program. 

SR–222 
Committee on Indian Affairs 

To hold hearings to examine S. 1474, to 
encourage the State of Alaska to enter 
into intergovernmental agreements 
with Indian tribes in the State relating 
to the enforcement of certain State 
laws by Indian tribes, to improve the 
quality of life in rural Alaska, to re-
duce alcohol and drug abuse, S. 1570, to 
amend the Indian Health Care Improve-
ment Act to authorize advance appro-
priations for the Indian Health Service 
by providing 2-fiscal-year budget au-
thority, S. 1574, to amend the Indian 
Employment, Training and Related 
Services Demonstration Act of 1992 to 
facilitate the ability of Indian tribes to 
integrate the employment, training, 
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and related services from diverse Fed-
eral sources, S. 1622, to establish the 
Alyce Spotted Bear and Walter 
Soboleff Commission on Native Chil-
dren, and an original bill entitled, 
‘‘The Native American Children’s Safe-
ty Act’’. 

SD–628 
Committee on Small Business and Entre-

preneurship 
To hold hearings to examine the Presi-

dent’s proposed budget request for fis-
cal year 2015 for the Small Business 
Administration. 

SR–428A 
3 p.m. 

Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Military Construction 

and Veterans Affairs, and Related 
Agencies 

To hold hearings to examine proposed 
budget estimates for fiscal year 2015 for 
the Department of Defense and the De-
partment of the Army. 

SD–124 

APRIL 3 

9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Armed Services 

To hold hearings to examine the posture 
of the Department of the Army in re-
view of the Defense Authorization Re-
quest for fiscal year 2015 and the Fu-
ture Years Defense Program. 

SD–G50 
10 a.m. 

Committee on Appropriations 
Subcommittee on Agriculture, Rural De-

velopment, Food and Drug Administra-
tion, and Related Agencies 

To hold hearings to examine proposed 
budget estimates for fiscal year 2015 for 
the Food and Drug Administration. 

SD–138 

APRIL 9 

10 a.m. 
Committee on the Judiciary 

To hold hearings to examine the 
Comcast-Time Warner Cable merger 
and the impact on consumers. 

SD–226 

2:30 p.m. 
Committee on Indian Affairs 

To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
Indian education, focusing on Indian 
students in public schools, and culti-
vating the next generation. 

SD–628 

APRIL 10 
9:30 a.m. 

Committee on Armed Services 
To hold hearings to examine the posture 

of the Department of the Air Force in 
review of the Defense Authorization 
Request for fiscal year 2015 and the Fu-
ture Years Defense Program. 

SD–106 
2:30 p.m. 

Committee on Armed Services 
Subcommittee on SeaPower 

To hold hearings to examine Navy ship-
building programs in review of the De-
fense Authorization Request for fiscal 
year 2015 and the Future Years Defense 
Program. 

SR–222 

MAY 20 
9:30 a.m. 

Committee on Armed Services 
Subcommittee on Airland 

Business meeting to markup those provi-
sions which fall under the subcommit-
tee’s jurisdiction of the proposed Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for 
fiscal year 2015. 

SD–G50 
11 a.m. 

Committee on Armed Services 
Subcommittee on SeaPower 

Closed business meeting to markup those 
provisions which fall under the sub-
committee’s jurisdiction of the pro-
posed National Defense Authorization 
Act for fiscal year 2015. 

SR–222 
2 p.m. 

Committee on Armed Services 
Subcommittee on Strategic Forces 

Closed business meeting to markup those 
provisions which fall under the sub-
committee’s jurisdiction of the pro-
posed National Defense Authorization 
Act for fiscal year 2015. 

SR–222 

3:30 p.m. 
Committee on Armed Services 
Subcommittee on Readiness and Manage-

ment Support 
Business meeting to markup those provi-

sions which fall under the subcommit-
tee’s jurisdiction of the proposed Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for 
fiscal year 2015. 

SD–G50 
5 p.m. 

Committee on Armed Services 
Subcommittee on Emerging Threats and 

Capabilities 
Business meeting to markup those provi-

sions which fall under the subcommit-
tee’s jurisdiction of the proposed Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for 
fiscal year 2015. 

SD–G50 

MAY 21 

10 a.m. 
Committee on Armed Services 
Subcommittee on Personnel 

Business meeting to markup those provi-
sions which fall under the subcommit-
tee’s jurisdiction of the proposed Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for 
fiscal year 2015. 

SD–G50 
2:30 p.m. 

Committee on Armed Services 
Closed business meeting to markup the 

proposed National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for fiscal year 2015. 

SR–222 

MAY 22 

9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Armed Services 

Closed business meeting to continue to 
markup the proposed National Defense 
Authorization Act for fiscal year 2015. 

SR–222 

MAY 23 

9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Armed Services 

Closed business meeting to continue to 
markup the proposed National Defense 
Authorization Act for fiscal year 2015. 

SR–222 
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Wednesday, March 26, 2014 

Daily Digest 
Senate 

Chamber Action 
Routine Proceedings, pages S1741–S1780 
Measures Introduced: Six bills and one resolution 
were introduced, as follows: S. 2158–2163, and S. 
Res. 399.                                                                        Page S1775 

Measures Passed: 
American Fighter Aces Congressional Gold 

Medal Act: Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs was discharged from further consider-
ation of S. 1827, to award a Congressional Gold 
Medal to the American Fighter Aces, collectively, in 
recognition of their heroic military service and de-
fense of our country’s freedom throughout the his-
tory of aviation warfare, and the bill was then 
passed.                                                                      Pages S1778–79 

2014 Arctic Winter Games: Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation was discharged 
from further consideration of S. Res. 387, celebrating 
the 2014 Arctic Winter Games, in Fairbanks, Alas-
ka, and the resolution was then agreed to.   Page S1779 

Measures Considered: 
Protecting Volunteer Firefighters and Emergency 
Responders Act—Cloture: Senate began consider-
ation of the motion to proceed to consideration of 
H.R. 3979, to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to ensure that emergency services volunteers 
are not taken into account as employees under the 
shared responsibility requirements contained in the 
Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act. 
                                             Pages S1741–44, S1761–70, S1770–71 

A motion was entered to close further debate on 
the motion to proceed to consideration of the bill, 
and, in accordance with the provisions of Rule XXII 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, a vote on clo-
ture will occur upon disposition of the nomination 
of John B. Owens, of California, to be United States 
Circuit Judge for the Ninth Circuit.       Pages S1770–71 

Ukraine Loan Guarantees—Agreement: A unani-
mous-consent agreement was reached providing that 
at 10:30 a.m., on Thursday, March 27, 2014, Senate 
resume consideration of H.R. 4152, to provide for 
the costs of loan guarantees for Ukraine, and that 

notwithstanding the previous order of Tuesday, 
March 25, 2014, the time until noon be equally di-
vided and controlled between the two Leaders, or 
their designees, and all other provisions of the pre-
vious order remain in effect.                                 Page S1779 

Owens Nomination—Cloture: Senate began con-
sideration of the nomination of John B. Owens, of 
California, to be United States Circuit Judge for the 
Ninth Circuit.                                                              Page S1770 

A motion was entered to close further debate on 
the nomination, and, in accordance with the provi-
sions of Rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate, a vote on cloture will occur on Friday, March 
28, 2014.                                                                        Page S1770 

Contreras-Sweet Nomination—Agreement: A 
unanimous-consent-time agreement was reached pro-
viding that following disposition of H.R. 4152, to 
provide for the costs of loan guarantees for Ukraine, 
Senate begin consideration of the nomination of 
Maria Contreras-Sweet, of California, to be Adminis-
trator of the Small Business Administration; that 
there be two minutes for debate, equally divided in 
the usual form prior to a vote on confirmation of the 
nomination; that no further motions be in order. 
                                                                                            Page S1771 

Nominations Confirmed: Senate confirmed the fol-
lowing nominations: 

By a unanimous vote of 100 yeas (Vote No. EX. 
84), Christopher Reid Cooper, of the District of Co-
lumbia, to be United States District Judge for the 
District of Columbia.                                Pages S1760, S1779 

During consideration of this nomination today, 
Senate also took the following action: 

By 56 yeas to 43 nays (Vote No. 80), Senate 
agreed to the motion to close further debate on the 
nomination.                                                           Pages S1745–46 

By 93 yeas to 5 nays (Vote No. EX. 85), M. 
Douglas Harpool, of Missouri, to be United States 
District Judge for the Western District of Missouri. 
                                                                             Pages S1760, S1780 

During consideration of this nomination today, 
Senate also took the following action: 

By 56 yeas to 43 nays (Vote No. 81), Senate 
agreed to the motion to close further debate on the 
nomination.                                                                   Page S1746 
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By 59 yeas to 41 nays (Vote No. EX. 86), Gerald 
Austin McHugh, Jr., of Pennsylvania, to be United 
States District Judge for the Eastern District of 
Pennsylvania.                                                 Pages S1760, S1780 

During consideration of this nomination today, 
Senate also took the following action: 

By 56 yeas to 43 nays (Vote No. 82), Senate 
agreed to the motion to close further debate on the 
nomination.                                                                   Page S1746 

By 69 yeas to 31 nays (Vote No. EX. 87), Edward 
G. Smith, of Pennsylvania, to be United States Dis-
trict Judge for the Eastern District of Pennsylvania. 
                                                                       Pages S1760–61, S1780 

During consideration of this nomination today, 
Senate also took the following action: 

By 75 yeas to 23 nays (Vote No. 83), Senate 
agreed to the motion to close further debate on the 
nomination.                                                           Pages S1746–47 

Joseph William Westphal, of New York, to be 
Ambassador to the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. 
                                                                             Pages S1761, S1780 

Messages from the House:                                 Page S1773 

Measures Placed on the Calendar:            Pages S1742, 
S1773 

Executive Communications:                     Pages S1773–74 

Executive Reports of Committees:       Pages S1774–75 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages S1775–76 

Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions: 
                                                                                    Pages S1776–78 

Additional Statements:                                Pages S1772–73 

Amendments Submitted:                                   Page S1778 

Authorities for Committees to Meet:         Page S1778 

Record Votes: Eight record votes were taken today. 
(Total—87)                                        Pages S1746–47, S1760–61 

Adjournment: Senate convened at 10 a.m. and ad-
journed at 7:18 p.m., until 9:30 a.m. on Thursday, 
March 27, 2014. (For Senate’s program, see the re-
marks of the Majority Leader in today’s Record on 
page S1779.) 

Committee Meetings 
(Committees not listed did not meet) 

APPROPRIATIONS: DEPARTMENT OF THE 
INTERIOR 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Depart-
ment of the Interior, Environment, and Related 
Agencies concluded a hearing to examine proposed 
budget estimates for fiscal year 2015 for the Depart-
ment of the Interior, after receiving testimony from 
Sally Jewell, Secretary, Mike Connor, Deputy Sec-
retary, Rhea Suh, Assistant Secretary for Policy, 

Management and Budget, and Pam K. Haze, Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for Budget, Finance, Performance 
and Acquisition, all of the Department of the Inte-
rior. 

APPROPRIATIONS: DEPARTMENT OF THE 
NAVY 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Depart-
ment of Defense concluded a hearing to examine 
proposed budget estimates for fiscal year 2015 for 
the Department of the Navy, after receiving testi-
mony from Ray Mabus, Secretary, Admiral Jonathan 
Greenert, Chief of Naval Operations, General James 
F. Amos, Commandant of the Marine Corps, Vice 
Admiral Robin R. Braun, Chief of Navy Reserve, 
and Lieutenant General Richard P. Mills, Com-
mander, Marine Forces Reserve, United State Marine 
Corps, all of the Department of the Navy, Depart-
ment of Defense. 

APPROPRIATIONS: DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Agri-
culture, Rural Development, Food and Drug Admin-
istration, and Related Agencies concluded a hearing 
to examine proposed budget estimates for fiscal year 
2015 for the Department of Agriculture, after receiv-
ing testimony from Thomas J. Vilsack, Secretary of 
Agriculture. 

DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION REQUEST AND 
FUTURE YEARS DEFENSE PROGRAM 
Committee on Armed Services: Subcommittee on Per-
sonnel concluded a hearing to examine the Active, 
Guard, Reserve, and civilian personnel programs in 
review of the Defense Authorization Request for fis-
cal year 2015 and the Future Years Defense Pro-
gram, after receiving testimony from Robert F. Hale, 
Under Secretary (Comptroller), Jessica L. Wright, 
Acting Under Secretary for Personnel and Readiness, 
Jonathan A. Woodson, Assistant Secretary for Health 
Affairs, Frederick E. Vollrath, Assistant Secretary for 
Readiness and Force Management, and Richard O. 
Wightman, Acting Assistant Secretary for Reserve 
Affairs, all of the Department of Defense; Colonel 
Michael F. Hayden, USAF (Ret.), Military Officers 
Association of America, John R. Davis, Fleet Reserve 
Association, and Kathleen B. Moakler, National 
Military Family Association, all of Alexandria, Vir-
ginia; and Captain Marshall Hanson, USNR (Ret.), 
Reserve Officers Association, Washington, D.C. 

BUSINESS MEETING 
Committee on Armed Services: Committee ordered favor-
ably reported the nominations of Robert O. Work, 
of Virginia, to be Deputy Secretary, Michael J. 
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McCord, of Ohio, to be Under Secretary (Comp-
troller), Christine E. Wormuth, of Virginia, to be 
Under Secretary for Policy, David B. Shear, of New 
York, to be Assistant Secretary for Asian and Pacific 
Security Affairs, and Eric Rosenbach, of Pennsyl-
vania, to be Assistant Secretary for Homeland De-
fense, all of the Department of Defense, and 147 
nominations in the Air Force, Navy, Marine Corps, 
and Army. 

DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION REQUEST AND 
FUTURE YEARS DEFENSE PROGRAM 
Committee on Armed Services: Subcommittee on Readi-
ness and Management Support concluded a hearing 
to examine the current readiness of United States 
forces in review of the Defense Authorization Re-
quest for fiscal year 2015 and the Future Years De-
fense Program, after receiving testimony from Gen-
eral John F. Campbell, USA, Vice Chief of Staff, 
United States Army, Vice Admiral Philip Hart 
Cullom, Deputy Chief of Naval Operations for Fleet 
Readiness and Logistics, General John M. Paxton, 
Jr., USMC, Assistant Commandant, United States 
Marine Corps, General Larry O. Spencer, USAF, Vice 
Chief of Staff, United States Air Force, all of the De-
partment of Defense. 

ALTERNATIVE FINANCIAL PRODUCTS 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs: 
Subcommittee on Financial Institutions and Con-
sumer Protection concluded a hearing to examine if 
alternative financial products are serving consumers, 
including H.R. 1566, to create a Federal charter for 
Internet consumer credit corporations, after receiving 
testimony from G. Michael Flores, Bretton Woods, 
Inc., St. Simons Island, Georgia; Stephanie Klein, 
Enova, Chicago, Illinois; Nick Bourke, The Pew 
Charitable Trusts, Washington, D.C.; David 
Rothstein, Neighborhood Housing Services of Great-
er Cleveland, Cleveland, Ohio; and Nathalie Martin, 
University of New Mexico School of Law, Albu-
querque. 

PROTECTING PERSONAL CONSUMER 
INFORMATION 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation: 
Committee concluded a hearing to examine pro-
tecting personal consumer information from cyber 
attacks and data breaches, after receiving testimony 
from Edith Ramirez, Chairwoman, Federal Trade 
Commission; John Mulligan, Target, Minneapolis, 
Minnesota; Wallace D. Loh, University of Maryland, 
College Park; David Wagner, Entrust, Dallas, Texas; 
Peter J. Beshar, Marsh and McLennan Companies, 
New York, New York; and Ellen Richey, Visa Inc., 
Foster City, California. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
BUDGET 
Committee on Environment and Public Works: Com-
mittee concluded an oversight hearing to examine 
the President’s proposed budget request for fiscal 
year 2015 for the Environmental Protection Agency, 
after receiving testimony from Gina McCarthy, Ad-
ministrator, Environmental Protection Agency. 

SYRIA 
Committee on Foreign Relations: Committee concluded 
a hearing to examine Syria after Geneva, focusing on 
the next steps for United States policy, after receiv-
ing testimony from Anne W. Patterson, Assistant 
Secretary for Near Eastern Affairs, and Thomas M. 
Countryman, Assistant Secretary, both of the Depart-
ment of State; David J. Kilcullen, Caerus Associates, 
and Vali Nasr, Johns Hopkins University Paul H. 
Nitze School of Advanced International Studies, both 
of Washington, D.C.; and Jan Egeland, Norwegian 
Refugee Council, Oslo, Norway. 

REDUCING CYBER RISKS TO OUR 
NATION’S INFRASTRUCTURE 
Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs: Committee concluded a hearing to examine 
strengthening public-private partnerships to reduce 
cyber risks to our nation’s critical infrastructure, in-
cluding observations on key factors in the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security’s implementation of its 
partnership approach, after receiving testimony from 
Phyllis Schneck, Deputy Under Secretary of Home-
land Security for Cybersecurity, National Protection 
and Programs Directorate; Donna F. Dodson, Chief 
Cybersecurity Advisor, National Institute of Stand-
ards and Technology, Department of Commerce; Ste-
phen L. Caldwell, Director, Homeland Security and 
Justice, and Gregory C. Wilshusen, Director, Infor-
mation Security Issues, both of the Government Ac-
countability Office; Elayne M. Starkey, Delaware De-
partment of Technology and Information Chief Secu-
rity Officer, Dover; David Velazquez, Pepco Hold-
ings, Inc., and Doug Johnson, American Bankers As-
sociation, on behalf of the Financial Services Sector 
Coordinating Council, both of Washington, D.C.; 
and Steven R. Chabinsky, CrowdStrike, Inc., Arling-
ton, Virginia. 

TRIBAL PROGRAMS BUDGET 
Committee on Indian Affairs: Committee concluded a 
hearing to examine the President’s proposed budget 
request for fiscal year 2015 for Tribal Programs, 
after receiving testimony from Kevin Washburn, As-
sistant Secretary of the Interior for Indian Affairs; 
Yvette Roubideaux, Acting Director, Indian Health 
Service, Department of Health and Human Services; 
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Aaron Payment, National Congress of American In-
dians, Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan; and Andrew Jo-
seph, Jr., National Indian Health Board, Portland, 
Oregon. 

THE SATELLITE TELEVISION EXTENSION 
AND LOCALISM ACT REAUTHORIZATION 
Committee on the Judiciary: Committee concluded a 
hearing to examine reauthorization of, ‘‘The Satellite 
Television Extension and Localism Act’’, after receiv-
ing testimony from Alison A. Minea, DISH Net-
work L.L.C., and John Bergmayer, Public Knowl-
edge, both of Washington, D.C.; Marci Burdick, 
Schurz Communications, Inc., Mishawaka, Indiana, 
on behalf of the National Association of Broad-
casters; and Ellen Stutzman, Writers Guild of Amer-
ica, West, Inc., Los Angeles, California. 

MEDICARE FRAUD 
Special Committee on Aging: Committee concluded a 
hearing to examine preventing Medicare fraud, fo-
cusing on the best way to protect seniors and tax-
payers, after receiving testimony from Brian Martens, 
Assistant Special Agent in Charge, Office of Inspec-
tor General, and Shantanu Agrawal, Deputy Admin-
istrator and Director, Center for Program Integrity, 
Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services, both of 
the Department of Health and Human Services; 
Bettie Hughes, The Senior Alliance, Wayne, Michi-
gan; Louis Saccoccio, National Health Care Anti- 
Fraud Association, Washington, D.C.; and Patricia 
A. Gresko, Romeo, Michigan. 

h 

House of Representatives 
Chamber Action 
Public Bills and Resolutions Introduced: 17 pub-
lic bills, H.R. 4298–4314; and 1 resolution, H. Res. 
525 were introduced.                                       Pages H2694–95 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages H2696–97 

Reports Filed: Reports were filed today as follows: 
H.R. 2575, to amend the Internal Revenue Code 

of 1986 to repeal the 30-hour threshold for classi-
fication as a full-time employee for purposes of the 
employer mandate in the Patient Protection and Af-
fordable Care Act and replace it with 40 hours, with 
an amendment (H. Rept. 113–386); 

H. Con. Res. 88, authorizing the use of the Cap-
itol Grounds for the Greater Washington Soap Box 
Derby (H. Rept. 113–387); and 

H. Con. Res. 92, authorizing the use of the Cap-
itol Grounds for the National Peace Officers Memo-
rial Service and the National Honor Guard and Pipe 
Band Exhibition (H. Rept. 113–388).            Page H2694 

Speaker: Read a letter from the Speaker wherein he 
appointed Representative Black to act as Speaker pro 
tempore for today.                                                     Page H2647 

Recess: The House recessed at 11:16 a.m. and re-
convened at 12 noon.                                               Page H2655 

Chaplain: The prayer was offered by the guest chap-
lain, Reverend Jonathan Weaver, Greater Mt. Nebo 
AME Church, Bowie, Maryland.                        Page H2655 

Journal: The House agreed to the Speaker’s approval 
of the Journal by voice vote.                Pages H2655, H2683 

Recess: The House recessed at 1:44 p.m. and recon-
vened at 2 p.m.                                                           Page H2668 

Moment of Silence: The House observed a moment 
of silence in honor of our brave men and women in 
uniform who have given their lives in the service of 
our country in Iraq and Afghanistan, their families, 
and all who serve in our armed forces and their fam-
ilies.                                                                                   Page H2670 

Suspension—Proceedings Resumed: The House 
agreed to suspend the rules and pass the following 
measure which was debated on March 24th: 

Corporal Justin D. Ross Post Office Building 
Designation Act: H.R. 1228, amended, to designate 
the facility of the United States Postal Service lo-
cated at 300 Packerland Drive in Green Bay, Wis-
consin, as the ‘‘Corporal Justin D. Ross Post Office 
Building’’, by a 2⁄3 yea-and-nay vote of 418 yeas 
with none voting ‘‘nay’’, Roll No. 144. 
                                                                                    Pages H2670–71 

Agreed to amend the title so as to read: ‘‘To des-
ignate the facility of the United States Postal Service 
located at 123 South 9th Street in De Pere, Wis-
consin, as the ‘Corporal Justin D. Ross Post Office 
Building’.’’.                                                                   Page H2671 

Ensuring Public Involvement in the Creation of 
National Monuments Act: The House passed H.R. 
1459, to ensure that the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 applies to the declaration of na-
tional monuments, by a recorded vote of 222 ayes to 
201 noes, Roll No. 147.                                Pages H2671–83 
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Rejected the Rahall motion to recommit the bill 
to the Committee on Natural Resources with in-
structions to report the same back to the House 
forthwith with an amendment, by a recorded vote of 
193 ayes to 227 noes, Roll No. 146.      Pages H2681–82 

Agreed to: 
Bishop (UT) manager’s amendment (No. 1 print-

ed in H. Rept. 113–385) that clarifies process for 
monument designations of 5,000 acres or less which 
allows temporary designation if imminent threat to 
antiquity and permanent designation if President fol-
lows NEPA review process or Congress enacts law. 
Also clarifies that the President is to use existing re-
sources for monument designation process and 
                                                                                    Pages H2678–79 

Barber amendment (No. 2 printed in H. Rept. 
113–385) that requires the bill’s feasibility study to 
include an assessment of the monument declaration’s 
benefits, including jobs and tourism dollars associ-
ated with managing a monument in perpetuity. 
                                                                                            Page H2679 

Rejected: 
Tsongas amendment (No. 3 printed in H. Rept. 

113–385) that sought to preserve the ability of the 
President to declare as national monuments those 
that provide for the ‘‘protection or conservation of 
historic or cultural resources related to American 
military history,’’ regardless of their size (by a re-
corded vote of 197 ayes to 223 noes, Roll No. 145). 
                                                                                    Pages H2679–80 

H. Res. 524, the rule providing for consideration 
of the bill, was agreed to by a recorded vote of 227 
ayes to 190 noes, Roll No. 143, after the previous 
question was ordered by a yea-and-nay vote of 230 
yeas to 187 nays, Roll No. 142. 
                                                                Pages H2660–68, H2669–70 

Meeting Hour: Agreed that when the House ad-
journs today, it adjourn to meet at 9 a.m. tomorrow, 
March 27th.                                                                  Page H2683 

Senate Message: Message received from the Senate 
by the Clerk and subsequently presented to the 
House today appears on page H2655. 
Discharge Petition: Representative Garcia presented 
to the clerk a motion to discharge the Committees 
on the Judiciary, Foreign Affairs, Homeland Secu-
rity, Ways and Means, Armed Services, Natural Re-
sources, Agriculture, Education and the Workforce, 
Energy and Commerce, Oversight and Government 
Reform, the Budget, Science, Space, and Technology, 
Financial Services, and Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture from the consideration of H.R. 15, to provide 
for comprehensive immigration reform and for other 
purposes (Discharge Petition No. 9). 
Quorum Calls—Votes: Two yea-and-nay votes and 
four recorded votes developed during the proceedings 

of today and appear on pages H2669, H2669–70, 
H2670–71, H2680, H2681–82, and H2682–83. 
There were no quorum calls. 
Adjournment: The House met at 10 a.m. and ad-
journed at 6:29 p.m. 

Committee Meetings 
ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT AND RELATED 
LITIGATION ON NATIONAL FOREST 
SYSTEM MANAGEMENT 
Committee on Agriculture: Subcommittee on Conserva-
tion, Energy, and Forestry held a hearing to Review 
the impacts of Endangered Species Act and related 
litigation on National Forest System management. 
Testimony was heard from Jim Peña, Associate Dep-
uty Chief, Forest Service; Eileen Larence, Director, 
Homeland Security and Justice, Government Ac-
countability Office; and public witnesses. 

APPROPRIATIONS—FEDERAL BUREAU OF 
INVESTIGATION’S POST 9/11 REFORM 
EFFORTS 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Com-
merce, Justice, and Science, and Related Agencies 
held a hearing on Federal Bureau of Investigation’s 
Post 9/11 Reform Efforts FY 2015 Budget and 
Oversight. Testimony was heard from James B. 
Comey, Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation; 
and public witnesses. 

APPROPRIATIONS—UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
RESEARCH, EDUCATION AND ECONOMICS 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Agri-
culture, Rural Development, FDA, and Related 
Agencies held a hearing on USDA Research, Edu-
cation and Economic FY 2015 Budget. Testimony 
was heard from Catherine E. Woteki, Under Sec-
retary, USDA Research, Education and Economics; 
Chavonda Jacobs-Young, Administrator, USDA Ag-
riculture Research Service; Sonny Ramaswamy, Di-
rector, USDA National Institute of Food and Agri-
culture; Mary Bohman, Administrator, USDA Eco-
nomic Research Service, Cynthia Clark, Adminis-
trator, USDA National Agriculture Statistics Service; 
and Donald K. Bice, USDA Associate Budget Direc-
tor. 

APPROPRIATIONS—AIR FORCE BUDGET 
FY 2015 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Defense 
held a hearing on Air Force Budget FY 2015. Testi-
mony was heard from Deborah Lee James, Secretary, 
United States Air Force; and General Mark A. 
Welsh III, Chief of Staff, United States Air Force. 
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APPROPRIATIONS—U.S. ARMY CORPS OF 
ENGINEERS FY 2015 BUDGET 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Energy 
and Water Development held a hearing on U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers FY 2015 Budget. Testi-
mony was heard from Jo Ellen Darcy, Assistant Sec-
retary, Army for Civil Works, United States Army 
Corps of Engineers; and Lt. General Thomas P. 
Bostick, Chief of Engineers, United States Army 
Corps of Engineers. 

APPROPRIATIONS—FEDERAL EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT AGENCY FY 2015 BUDGET 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Home-
land Security held a hearing on Federal Emergency 
Management Agency FY 2015 Budget. Testimony 
was heard from Craig Fugate, Administrator, Federal 
Emergency Management Agency. 

APPROPRIATIONS—FUTURE OF 
BIOMEDICAL RESEARCH 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Labor, 
Health and Human Services, and Education held an 
oversight hearing entitled ‘‘Future of Biomedical Re-
search’’. Testimony was heard from Francis S. Col-
lins, M.D.; Director, National Institutes of Health, 
Department of Health and Human Services. 

APPROPRIATIONS—U.S. PACIFIC 
COMMAND AND U.S. FORCES KOREA 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Defense 
held a hearing on U.S. Pacific Command and U.S. 
Forces Korea. Testimony was heard from Admiral 
Samuel J. Locklear III, Commander, United States 
Navy, United States Pacific Command; and General 
Curtis M. Scaparrotti, Commander, United States 
Army, United Nations Command, Commander, Re-
public of Korea, United States Combined Forces 
Command, Commander, United States Forces Korea. 
This was a closed hearing. 

APPROPRIATIONS—BUREAU OF 
RECLAMATION FY 2015 BUDGET 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Energy 
and Water Development held a hearing on Bureau 
of Reclamation FY 2015 Budget. Testimony was 
heard from Lowell Pimley, Acting Commissioner of 
Reclamation. 

APPROPRIATIONS—JUDICIARY FY 2015 
BUDGET 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Finan-
cial Services and General Government held a hearing 
on the Judiciary FY 2015 Budget. Testimony was 
heard from Julia S. Gibbons, Chair, Committee on 
the Budget, Judicial Conference of the United States; 

John Bates, Director, Administrative Office, United 
States Courts. 

INTERIM REPORT OF THE ADVISORY 
PANEL ON THE GOVERNANCE OF THE 
NUCLEAR SECURITY ENTERPRISE 
Committee on Armed Services: Subcommittee on Stra-
tegic Forces held a hearing on Interim Report of the 
Advisory Panel on the Governance of the Nuclear 
Security Enterprise. Testimony was heard from pub-
lic witnesses. 

FISCAL YEAR 2015 NAVY, MARINE CORPS 
AND AIR FORCE COMBAT AVIATION 
PROGRAMS 
Committee on Armed Services: Subcommittee on Tac-
tical Air and Land Forces held a hearing on Fiscal 
Year 2015 Navy, Marine Corps and Air Force Com-
bat Aviation Programs. Testimony was heard from 
Lieutenant General Christopher C. Bogdan, USAF, 
Program Executive Officer, F–35 Lightning II Joint 
Program Office, Department of Defense; Lieutenant 
General Burton M. Field, USAF, Deputy Chief of 
Staff, Operations, Plans, and Requirements, U.S. Air 
Force; Vice Admiral Paul A. Grosklags, USN, Prin-
cipal Military Deputy to the Assistant Secretary of 
the Navy, Research, Development, and Acquisition, 
U.S. Navy; William A. LaPlante, Assistant Secretary 
of the Air Force for Acquisition, U.S. Air Force; 
Rear Admiral Upper Half Michael C. Manazir, USN, 
Director of the Air Warfare Division, U.S. Navy, 
Lieutenant General Robert E. Schmidle, USMC, 
Deputy Commandant of the Marine Corps for Avia-
tion, U.S. Marine Corps; and Michael J. Sullivan, 
Director of Acquisition and Sourcing, Government 
Accountability Office. 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE FISCAL YEAR 
2015 SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY 
PROGRAMS: PURSUING TECHNOLOGY 
SUPERIORITY IN A CHANGING SECURITY 
ENVIRONMENT 
Committee on Armed Services: Subcommittee on Intel-
ligence, Emerging Threats and Capabilities held a 
hearing on Department of Defense Fiscal Year 2015 
Science and Technology Programs: Pursuing Tech-
nology Superiority in a Changing Security Environ-
ment. Testimony was heard from Rear Admiral 
Upper Half Matthew L. Klunder, USN, Chief of 
Naval Research, U.S. Navy; Mary Miller, Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of the Army for Research and 
Technology, U.S. Army; Arati Prabhakar, Director, 
Defense Advanced Research Projects Agency, De-
partment of Defense; Alan Shaffer, Acting Assistant 
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Secretary of Defense, Research and Engineering, De-
partment of Defense; David Walker, Deputy Assist-
ant Secretary of the Air Force for Science, Tech-
nology and Engineering, U.S. Air Force, Office of 
Assistant Secretary for Acquisition. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY FISCAL YEAR 
2015 BUDGET REQUEST FOR SEAPOWER 
AND PROJECTION FORCES 
Committee on Armed Services: Subcommittee on 
Seapower and Projection Forces held a hearing on 
Department of the Navy Fiscal Year 2015 Budget 
Request for Seapower and Projection Forces. Testi-
mony was heard from Lieutenant General Kenneth 
Glueck Jr. USMC, Deputy Commandant for Combat 
Development and Integration, United States Marine 
Corps; Vice Admiral Joseph P. Mulloy, Deputy 
Chief of Naval Operations for Integration of Capa-
bilities and Resources, United States Navy; and Sean 
J. Stackley, Assistant Secretary of the Navy for Re-
search, Development and Acquisition, Department of 
the Navy. 

REVIEWING THE PRESIDENT’S FISCAL 
YEAR 2015 BUDGET PROPOSAL FOR THE 
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
Committee on Education and the Workforce: Full Com-
mittee held a hearing entitled ‘‘Reviewing the Presi-
dent’s Fiscal Year 2015 Budget Proposal for the De-
partment of Labor’’. Testimony was heard from 
Thomas E. Perez, Secretary, Department of Labor. 

WHERE HAVE ALL THE PATIENTS GONE? 
EXAMINING THE PSYCHIATRIC BED 
SHORTAGE 
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Subcommittee on 
Oversight and Investigations held a hearing entitled 
‘‘Where Have All the Patients Gone? Examining the 
Psychiatric Bed Shortage’’. Testimony was heard 
from Michael C. Biasotti, Chief of Police, New 
Windsor, NY; Thomas J. Dart, Sheriff, Cook Coun-
ty, Illinois; Steve Leifman, Associate Administrative 
Judge, Miami-Dade County Court, Eleventh, Judi-
cial Circuit of Florida; and public witnesses. 

GEOPOLITICAL POTENTIAL OF THE U.S. 
ENERGY BOOM 
Committee on Foreign Affairs: Full Committee held a 
hearing entitled ‘‘The Geopolitical Potential of the 
U.S. Energy Boom’’. Testimony was heard from pub-
lic witnesses. 

SHOCKING TRUTH ABOUT NORTH 
KOREAN TYRANNY 
Committee on Foreign Affairs: Subcommittee on Asia 
and the Pacific held a hearing entitled ‘‘The Shock-

ing Truth about North Korean Tyranny’’. Testimony 
was heard from public witnesses. 

MISCELLANEOUS MEASURE 
Committee on Homeland Security: Subcommittee on 
Oversight and Management Efficiency held a mark-
up on H.R. 4228, the ‘‘DHS Acquisition Account-
ability and Efficiency Act’’. The bill was forwarded 
to the Full Committee, as amended. 

INNOCENCE FOR SALE: DOMESTIC MINOR 
SEX TRAFFICKING 
Committee on the Judiciary: Subcommittee on Crime, 
Terrorism, Homeland Security and Investigations 
held a hearing entitled ‘‘Innocence for Sale: Domestic 
Minor Sex Trafficking’’. Testimony was heard from 
Michael Harpster, Acting Deputy Assistant Director, 
Criminal Investigative Division, Branch 1, Federal 
Bureau of Investigation; Corporal Chris Heid, Child 
Recovery Unit, Maryland State Police; Donna 
Quigley Groman, Supervising Judge, Kenyon Juve-
nile Justice Center, Los Angeles County Juvenile De-
linquency Court; and public witnesses. 

EXPLORING CHAPTER 11 REFORM 
Committee on the Judiciary: Subcommittee on Regu-
latory Reform, Commercial and Antitrust Law held 
a hearing entitled ‘‘Exploring Chapter 11 Reform: 
Corporate and Financial Institution Insolvencies; 
Treatment of Derivatives’’. Testimony was heard 
from Christopher Sontchi, U.S. Bankruptcy Court for 
the District of Delaware; and public witnesses. 

COLLISION COURSE: OVERSIGHT OF THE 
OBAMA ADMINISTRATION’S 
ENFORCEMENT APPROACH FOR AMERICA’S 
WILDLIFE LAWS AND ITS IMPACT ON 
DOMESTIC ENERGY 
Committee on Natural Resources: Full Committee held 
a hearing entitled ‘‘Collision Course: Oversight of 
the Obama Administration’s Enforcement Approach 
for America’s Wildlife Laws and Its Impact on Do-
mestic Energy’’. Testimony was heard from Daniel 
M. Ashe, Director, Fish and Wildlife Service. 

EXAMINING THE IRS RESPONSE TO THE 
TARGETING SCANDAL 
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform: Full 
Committee held a hearing entitled ‘‘Examining the 
IRS Response to the Targeting Scandal’’. Testimony 
was heard from John A. Koskinen, Commissioner, 
Internal Revenue Service. 

REVIEW OF THE PRESIDENT’S FISCAL 
YEAR 2015 BUDGET REQUEST FOR SCIENCE 
AGENCIES 
Committee on Science, Space, and Technology: Full Com-
mittee held a hearing entitled ‘‘A Review of the 
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President’s Fiscal Year 2015 Budget Request for 
Science Agencies’’. Testimony was heard from John 
Holdren, Director, Office of Science and Technology 
Policy, Executive Office of the President. 

BARRIERS TO OPPORTUNITY: DO 
OCCUPATIONAL LICENSING LAWS 
UNFAIRLY LIMIT ENTREPRENEURSHIP 
AND JOBS? 
Committee on Small Business: Subcommittee on Con-
tracting and Workforce held a hearing entitled ‘‘Bar-
riers to Opportunity: Do Occupational Licensing 
Laws Unfairly Limit Entrepreneurship and Jobs?’’. 
Testimony was heard from public witnesses. 

PRESIDENT’S FISCAL YEAR 2015 BUDGET 
REQUEST FOR COAST GUARD AND 
MARITIME TRANSPORTATION PROGRAMS 
Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure: Sub-
committee on Coast Guard and Maritime Transpor-
tation held a hearing entitled ‘‘President’s Fiscal 
Year 2015 Budget Request for Coast Guard and 
Maritime Transportation Programs’’. Testimony was 
heard from Admiral Robert J. Papp, Jr., Com-
mandant, United States Coast Guard; Master Chief 
Michael P. Leavitt, Master Chief Petty Officer of the 
Coast Guard, United States Coast Guard; Paul 
‘‘Chip’’ N. Jaenichen, Sr., Acting Administrator, 
Maritime Administration; and Mario Cordero, Chair-
man, Federal Maritime Commission. 

LEGISLATIVE MEASURES 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: Subcommittee on Dis-
ability Assistance and Memorial Affairs held a hear-
ing on the following legislation: H.R. 2018, the 
‘‘Honor Those Who Served Act of 2013’’; H.R. 
2088, to direct the Secretary of Veterans Affairs to 
carry out a pilot program to establish claims adju-
dication centers of excellence; H.R. 2119, the ‘‘Vet-
erans Access to Speedy Review Act’’; H.R. 2529, the 
‘‘Veteran Spouses Equal Treatment Act’’; H.R. 3671, 
to amend title 38, United States Code, to expand 
the eligibility for a medallion furnished by the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs to signify the veteran sta-
tus of a deceased individual; H.R. 3876, the ‘‘Burial 
with Dignity for Heroes Act of 2014’’; H.R. 4095, 
the ‘‘Veterans’ Compensation Cost-of-Living Adjust-
ment Act of 2014’’; H.R. 4102, to amend title 38, 
United States Code, to clarify that the estate of a de-
ceased veteran may receive certain accrued benefits 
upon the death of the veteran, and for other pur-
poses; H.R. 4141, to amend title 38, United States 
Code, to authorize the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 
to enter into enhanced-use leases for excess property 
of the National Cemetery Administration that is un-
suitable for burial purposes; and H.R. 4191, the 
‘‘Quicker Veterans Benefits Delivery Act’’. Testi-

mony was heard from the following Representatives: 
Green; Walz; Denham; and Stivers; and Thomas 
Murphy, Director, Compensation Service, Veterans 
Benefits Administration, Department of Veterans Af-
fairs; and public witnesses. 

Joint Meetings 
QUANTITATIVE EASING 
Joint Economic Committee: Committee concluded a 
hearing to examine unwinding quantitative easing, 
focusing on how the Fed should promote stable 
prices, economic growth, and job creation, after re-
ceiving testimony from John B. Taylor, Stanford 
University Hoover Institution, Stanford, California; 
and Mark Zandi, Moody’s Analytics, West Chester, 
Pennsylvania. 

LEGISLATIVE PRESENTATION OF THE 
AMERICAN LEGION 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: Senate committee con-
cluded a joint hearing with the House Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs to examine the legislative pres-
entation of The American Legion, after receiving tes-
timony from Daniel M. Dellinger, The American Le-
gion, Vienna, Virginia. 

f 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR THURSDAY, 
MARCH 27, 2014 

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Senate 
Committee on Appropriations: Subcommittee on Com-

merce, Justice, Science, and Related Agencies, to hold 
hearings to examine proposed budget estimates for fiscal 
year 2015 for the Federal Bureau of Investigation; to be 
followed by a closed session in SVC–217 at approximately 
11:15 a.m., 10 a.m., SD–192. 

Subcommittee on Financial Services and General Gov-
ernment, to hold hearings to examine proposed budget 
estimates and justification for fiscal year 2015 for the 
Federal Communications Commission, 10 a.m., SD–138. 

Committee on Armed Services: to hold hearings to examine 
the posture of the Department of the Navy in review of 
the Defense Authorization Request for fiscal year 2015 
and the Future Years Defense Program, 9:30 a.m., 
SD–G50. 

Committee on Energy and Natural Resources: business 
meeting to consider the nominations of Rhea Sun Suh, of 
Colorado, to be Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife, 
Janice Marion Schneider, of New York, to be Assistant 
Secretary for Land and Minerals Management, both of the 
Department of the Interior, and subcommittee assign-
ments, 9:45 a.m., SD–366. 

Committee on Environment and Public Works: to hold hear-
ings to examine MAP–21 reauthorization, focusing on 
state and local perspectives on transportation priorities 
and funding, 9:45 a.m., SD–406. 
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Committee on Foreign Relations: Subcommittee on African 
Affairs, to hold hearings to examine powering Africa’s fu-
ture, focusing on the Power Africa Initiative, 10:30 a.m., 
SD–419. 

Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions: to 
hold hearings to examine strengthening the Federal Stu-
dent Loan Program for borrowers, 10 a.m., SD–430. 

Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs: 
to hold hearings to examine the nominations of Sherry 
Moore Trafford, and Steven M. Wellner, both to be an 
Associate Judge of the Superior Court of the District of 
Columbia, 2:30 p.m., SD–342. 

Committee on the Judiciary: business meeting to consider 
S. 1720, to promote transparency in patent ownership 
and make other improvements to the patent system, and 
the nominations of Gregg Jeffrey Costa, of Texas, to be 
United States Circuit Judge for the Fifth Circuit, Cheryl 
Ann Krause, of New Jersey, to be United States Circuit 
Judge for the Third Circuit, Tanya S. Chutkan, to be 
United States District Judge for the District of Columbia, 
M. Hannah Lauck, to be United States District Judge for 
the Eastern District of Virginia, Leo T. Sorokin, to be 
United States District Judge for the District of Massachu-
setts, Richard Franklin Boulware II, to be United States 
District Judge for the District of Nevada, Salvador Men-
doza, Jr., to be United States District Judge for the East-
ern District of Washington, Staci Michelle Yandle, to be 
United States District Judge for the Southern District of 
Illinois, John Charles Cruden, of Virginia, to be an As-
sistant Attorney General, Department of Justice, and 
Leon Rodriguez, of Maryland, to be Director of the 
United States Citizenship and Immigration Services, De-
partment of Homeland Security, 10 a.m., SD–226. 

Subcommittee on Oversight, Federal Rights and Agen-
cy Action, to hold hearings to examine access to justice 
for those who serve, 3 p.m., SD–226. 

Select Committee on Intelligence: to hold closed hearings to 
examine certain intelligence matters, 2:30 p.m., SH–219. 

House 
Committee on Appropriations, Subcommittee on Agri-

culture, Rural Development, FDA, and Related Agencies, 
hearing on Food and Drug Administration FY 2015 
Budget, 10 a.m., 2362–A Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Commerce, Justice, Science and Re-
lated Agencies, hearing on the National Science Founda-
tion FY 2015 Budget, 10 a.m., H–309 Capitol. 

Subcommittee on Defense, hearing on United States 
Army FY 2015 Budget, 10 a.m., H–140 Capitol. 

Subcommittee on Interior, Environment, and Related 
Agencies, hearing on Environmental Protection Agency, 
9:30 a.m., 2359 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Military Construction, Veterans Af-
fairs, and Related Agencies, hearing on Veterans Affairs 
FY 2015 Budget, 1:30 p.m., 2359 Rayburn. 

Committee on Armed Services, Subcommittee on Readi-
ness, hearing on Operation and Maintenance without 
OCO Funds: What Now?, 9 a.m., 2118 Rayburn. 

Committee on Homeland Security, Subcommittee on Emer-
gency Preparedness, Response, and Communications, 
markup on H.R. 3283, the ‘‘Integrated Public Alert and 

Warning System Modernization Act of 2013’’; H.R. 
4263, the ‘‘Social Media Working Group Act of 2014’’; 
and H.R. 4289, the ‘‘Department of Homeland Security 
Interoperable Communications Act’’, 10 a.m., 311 Can-
non. 

Committee on the Judiciary, Over-Criminalization Task 
Force, hearing on Over-federalization, 9:30 a.m., 2237 
Rayburn. 

Committee on Natural Resources, Subcommittee on Energy 
and Mineral Resources, hearing entitled ‘‘Advances in 
Earthquake Science: 50th Anniversary of the Great Alas-
kan Quake’’, 9:30 a.m., 1334 Longworth. 

Subcommittee on Indian and Alaska Native Affairs, 
hearing on H.R. 4002, to revoke the charter of incorpora-
tion of the Miami Tribe of Oklahoma at the request of 
that tribe, and for other purposes; and H.R. 3822, the 
‘‘Fort Wingate Land Division Act of 2014’’, 11 a.m., 
1324 Longworth. 

Committee on Science, Space, and Technology, Subcommittee 
on Space, hearing entitled ‘‘A Review of the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration Budget for Fiscal 
Year 2015’’, 9 a.m., 2318 Rayburn. 

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, Subcommittee on Health, 
hearing on the following legislation: H.R. 183, the ‘‘Vet-
erans Dog Training Therapy Act’’; H.R. 2527, the to 
amend title 38, United States Code, to provide veterans 
with counseling and treatment for sexual trauma that oc-
curred during inactive duty training; H.R. 2661, the 
‘‘Veterans Access to Timely Medical Appointments Act’’; 
H.R. 2974, to amend title 38, United States Code, to 
provide for the eligibility for beneficiary travel for vet-
erans seeking treatment or care for military sexual trauma 
in specialized outpatient or residential programs at facili-
ties of the Department of Veterans Affairs, and for other 
purposes; H.R. 3508, to amend title 38, United States 
Code, to clarify the qualifications of hearing aid special-
ists of the Veterans Health Administration of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, and for other purposes; H.R. 
3180, to amend title 38, United States Code, to include 
contracts and grants for residential care for veterans in the 
exception to the requirement that the Federal Govern-
ment recover a portion of the value of certain projects; 
H.R. 3387, the ‘‘Classified Veterans Access to Care Act’’; 
H.R. 3831, the ‘‘Veterans Dialysis Pilot Program Review 
Act of 2014’’; H.R. 4198, the ‘‘Appropriate Care for Dis-
abled Veterans Act’’; and legislation to authorize major 
medical facility projects for the Department of Veterans 
Affairs for fiscal year 2014, and for other purposes, 9 
a.m., 334 Cannon. 

House Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence, Full 
Committee, hearing entitled ‘‘Ongoing Intelligence Ac-
tivities’’, 9 a.m., 304–HVC. This is a closed hearing. 

Joint Meetings 
Commission on Security and Cooperation in Europe: to re-

ceive a briefing on the highs and lows in United States- 
Russia relations, 1 p.m., 2103, Rayburn Building. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 10:44 Oct 28, 2014 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00009 Fmt 0627 Sfmt 0627 E:\RECORD14\MAR 2014\D26MR4.REC D26MR4ej
oy

ne
r 

on
 D

S
K

7Q
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — DAILY DIGEST

Congressional Record The Congressional Record (USPS 087–390). The Periodicals postage
is paid at Washington, D.C. The public proceedings of each House
of Congress, as reported by the Official Reporters thereof, are

printed pursuant to directions of the Joint Committee on Printing as authorized by appropriate provisions of Title 44, United
States Code, and published for each day that one or both Houses are in session, excepting very infrequent instances when

two or more unusually small consecutive issues are printed one time. ¶Public access to the Congressional Record is available online through
the U.S. Government Printing Office, at www.fdsys.gov, free of charge to the user. The information is updated online each day the
Congressional Record is published. For more information, contact the GPO Customer Contact Center, U.S. Government Printing Office.
Phone 202–512–1800, or 866–512–1800 (toll-free). E-Mail, contactcenter@gpo.gov. ¶To place an order for any of these products, visit the U.S.
Government Online Bookstore at: bookstore.gpo.gov. Mail orders to: Superintendent of Documents, P.O. Box 979050, St. Louis, MO
63197–9000, or phone orders to 866–512–1800 (toll-free), 202–512–1800 (D.C. area), or fax to 202–512–2104. Remit check or money order, made
payable to the Superintendent of Documents, or use VISA, MasterCard, Discover, American Express, or GPO Deposit Account. ¶Following
each session of Congress, the daily Congressional Record is revised, printed, permanently bound and sold by the Superintendent of Documents
in individual parts or by sets. ¶With the exception of copyrighted articles, there are no restrictions on the republication of material from
the Congressional Record.
POSTMASTER: Send address changes to the Superintendent of Documents, Congressional Record, U.S. Government Printing Office,
Washington, D.C. 20402, along with the entire mailing label from the last issue received.

UNUM
E PLURIBUS

D322 March 26, 2014 

Next Meeting of the SENATE 

9:30 a.m., Thursday, March 27 

Senate Chamber 

Program for Thursday: After the transaction of any 
morning business (not to extend beyond 10:30 a.m.), Sen-
ate will resume consideration of H.R. 4152, Ukraine 
Loan Guarantees. 

At noon, Senate will vote on adoption of Reid (for 
Menendez/Corker) Amendment No. 2867, passage of 
H.R. 4152, and confirmation of the nomination of Maria 
Contreras-Sweet, of California, to be Administrator of the 
Small Business Administration. 

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

9 a.m., Thursday, March 27 

House Chamber 

Program for Thursday: Consideration of the following 
measures under suspension of the rules: H.R. 4278—To 
support the independence, sovereignty, and territorial in-
tegrity of Ukraine, as amended and H.R. 4302—To 
amend the Social Security Act to extend Medicare pay-
ments to physicians and other provisions of the Medicare 
and Medicaid programs. 
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