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part of the transportation reauthoriza-
tion bill with overwhelming support. It 
is a measured, realistic response to the 
delayed implementation we have wit-
nessed. Overall, this bill strives to hold 
the railroads to their safety commit-
ments. 

To understand the importance of 
PTC, we must revisit a terrible tragedy 
in my State of California, near 
Chatsworth. 

In 2008, a Los Angeles Metrolink 
commuter train collided head-on with 
a Union Pacific freight train, killing 25 
people and injuring 135 more. 

Testimony from the victims who sur-
vived the crash paint a gruesome pic-
ture of the aftermath. ‘‘Severed limbs 
were strewn all about and blood was 
pooled everywhere.’’ Victims’ bodies, 
many torn to pieces, had to be ex-
tracted from heaps of steel and wreck-
age. 

One passenger described coming 
across a man who had been crushed by 
an air vent: ‘‘His mangled legs were all 
I could see, but his cries for help were 
very loud. Eventually he must have 
died, as he was calling out for his 
mother and then no more sounds. [. . .] 
I was trying to decide if I would die by 
fire or suffocation of smoke.’’ 

Many victims suffered traumatic 
brain injuries and those sitting at ta-
bles suffered ‘‘horrible abdominal inju-
ries that cannot be medically re-
solved.’’ As the National Transpor-
tation Safety Board found in its inves-
tigation, this terrible tragedy could 
have been prevented if the Positive 
Train Control technology had been in 
place. 

Positive Train Control is a system 
for automatic train safety, which was 
originally recommended by the Na-
tional Transportation Safety Board in 
1970. 

Using GPS and wireless technology, 
Positive Train Control can automati-
cally put the brakes on trains about to 
collide or derail. Positive Train Con-
trol can monitor trains and stop them 
if they enter the wrong track or are 
about to run red lights. 

In the Metrolink crash, it was later 
determined that the engineer was 
texting, causing him to miss a red sig-
nal and cause the deadly collision. 

PTC could have prevented this, as it 
could have forced the train to stop be-
fore running onto the same track as 
the oncoming freight train. 

This horrific accident became a ral-
lying cry for Congress, which re-
sponded by passing the Rail Safety Im-
provement Act in 2008. 

This legislation mandated the wide-
spread installation of PTC by the end 
of 2015. 

The railroad industry has fought PTC 
from start. Now, as the deadline rap-
idly approaches, railroads are again 
lobbying hard to delay installation. 
Many have not even begun installing 
PTC in any form—something that is 
particularly disturbing to me. 

After its terrible accident, Metrolink 
in California has shown great leader-

ship and plans to be the first railroad 
to be fully certified. Metrolink is on 
track do so by the federally-mandated 
deadline of December 31, 2015. 

Several other railroad companies in 
California are also on track to begin 
using PTC this year, in demonstration 
mode, on the path to final certifi-
cation. These include the North County 
Transit District in San Diego and 
Caltrain in the Bay Area. 

In addition, new passenger rail serv-
ices in California plan to operate with 
PTC from the first moment that they 
come on-line, including the Sonoma- 
Marin Area Rail Transit line in 2016 
and the first High Speed Rail segment 
in 2022. 

California is committed to safe and 
efficient rail. I believe my State dem-
onstrates that railroads around the 
country can and should be expected to 
implement Positive Train Control as 
soon as is feasible, without unneces-
sary delay. 

The bill that the Senate Commerce 
Committee recently voted to advance 
is a no-strings-attached bill that would 
extend by 5 years the deadline by 
which PTC must be implemented. 

On top of that, it offers railroads an 
optional extension of an additional 2 
years on a case-by-case basis. Extend-
ing the deadline through until the out-
set of 2023. 

Effectively, this is just kicking the 
can down road once more. 

I am deeply concerned about this 
blanket extension. First, it rewards 
those that have chosen delay over ac-
tion. More troubling, it could have 
deadly consequences for Americans 
across the country. 

It has been 7 years since the collision 
at Chatsworth claimed 25 lives, and 45 
years since the National Transpor-
tation Safety Board first recommended 
a system like Positive Train Control. 

Unnecessary delay is simply not ac-
ceptable. 

This is why I am introducing this bill 
today. I believe it will incentivize rail-
roads to install PTC as quickly as pos-
sible. 

My bill allows case-by-case, single- 
year extensions through 2018 for rail-
roads that have demonstrated good 
faith efforts to implement PTC. It also 
instructs the Department of Transpor-
tation to only grant extensions if the 
Secretary determines that a railroad’s 
efforts to implement PTC were delayed 
due to circumstances beyond their con-
trol. 

In addition, the bill offers a number 
of other common-sense provisions re-
lating to Positive Train Control re-
quirements and railroad safety. These 
provisions reflect the lessons we have 
learned since the Rail Safety Improve-
ment Act first required the implemen-
tation of PTC 61⁄2 years ago. 

These provisions include bolstering 
the transparency of railroads’ imple-
mentation efforts, by requiring regular 
status reports; and ensuring trains car-
rying crude oil or ethanol run on 
tracks with PTC. 

The provision requires better coordi-
nation between the Federal Railroad 
Administration and the Federal Com-
munications Commission to ensure 
adequate wireless communications 
availability. 

Requiring the Department of Trans-
portation to evaluate the effectiveness 
of PTC at grade crossings. 

Improving opportunities for railroad 
employees to report safety deficiencies. 

Protecting employees in rail work 
zones. 

Improving inspection practices on 
commuter railroads. 

Riding our rails should not be a dan-
gerous activity. It doesn’t have to be. 
If we have the technology to prevent 
collisions, we must use it. 

I urge my colleagues to carefully 
consider this proposal. 
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SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 136—EX-
PRESSING SUPPORT FOR THE 
DESIGNATION OF MAY 1, 2015, AS 
‘‘SILVER STAR SERVICE BANNER 
DAY’’ 
Mr. BLUNT (for himself and Mrs. 

MCCASKILL) submitted the following 
resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Armed Services: 

S. RES. 136 

Whereas the Senate has always honored 
the sacrifices made by the wounded and ill 
members of the Armed Forces; 

Whereas the Silver Star Service Banner 
has come to represent the members of the 
Armed Forces and veterans who were wound-
ed or became ill in combat in the wars 
fought by the United States; 

Whereas the Silver Star Families of Amer-
ica was formed to help the people of the 
United States remember the sacrifices made 
by the wounded and ill members of the 
Armed Forces by designing and manufac-
turing Silver Star Service Banners and Sil-
ver Star Flags for that purpose; 

Whereas the sole mission of the Silver Star 
Families of America is to evoke memories of 
the sacrifices of members of the Armed 
Forces and veterans on behalf of the United 
States through the presence of a Silver Star 
Service Banner in a window or a Silver Star 
Flag flying; 

Whereas the sacrifices of members of the 
Armed Forces and veterans on behalf of the 
United States should never be forgotten; and 

Whereas May 1, 2015, is an appropriate date 
to designate as ‘‘Silver Star Service Banner 
Day’’: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate supports the des-
ignation of May 1, 2015, as ‘‘Silver Star Serv-
ice Banner Day’’ and calls upon the people of 
the United States to observe the day with 
appropriate programs, ceremonies, and ac-
tivities. 

f 

SENATE RESOLUTION 137—CON-
GRATULATING THE ADMINISTRA-
TION, STAFF, STUDENTS, AND 
ALUMNI OF ROOSEVELT UNIVER-
SITY ON THE OCCASION OF THE 
70TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE UNI-
VERSITY 
Mr. KIRK (for himself and Mr. DUR-

BIN) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was considered and agreed 
to: 
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