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The House was not in session today. Its next meeting will be held on Tuesday, June 23, 2015, at 12 p.m.

The Senate met at 3 p.m. and was
called to order by the President pro
tempore (Mr. HATCH).

—————

PRAYER

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

Let us pray.

Eternal Father, strong to save, may
this quiet moment prompt us to think
thoughts about Your goodness and
power throughout this day. May these
thoughts keep us faithful and diligent
in all our work, motivating us to labor
for Your glory.

Lord, inspire our lawmakers to be
honorable and generous in their deal-
ing with each other, remembering Your
great commandment to love their
neighbors as they love themselves.

O God, You have been a refuge for
Your people through many genera-
tions. Be our fortress in every moment
and every need that we face this day.
Guide us through the uncertainty and
darkness, continually strengthening us
for times of testing.

We pray in Your Holy Name. Amen.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The President pro tempore led the
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

Senate

MONDAY, JUNE 22, 2015

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
ERNST). The majority leader is recog-
nized.

———

TRANSPORTATION SECURITY
ADMINISTRATION

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President,
we will vote tonight to bring long-over-
due permanent leadership to an agency
in urgent need of reform and culture
change, and that is the TSA. I wish the
White House hadn’t waited 6 months to
send us a nominee to lead this troubled
agency, but now that the administra-
tion finally has, we are pleased to see a
highly qualified candidate such as
Peter Neffenger.

It is never easy to ensure a Senate
review process that is appropriately
thorough yet necessarily expeditious in
the face of so many months of White
House delay, but that is just what
Chairman THUNE and Chairman JOHN-
SON achieved with the nominee before
us. I thank them both for their good
work.

If confirmed this evening, Vice Admi-
ral Neffenger will certainly have a
tough job ahead of him. We are all
aware of the recent inspector general
report that questioned the TSA’s abil-
ity to meet its security mission with-
out some significant changes. The
American people will be counting on
Mr. Neffenger to validate the trust
their elected representatives place in
him tonight by pursuing every nec-
essary reform in the wake of such trou-
bled findings. The Senate appears to

have confidence that he can achieve
those goals. There is no doubt the Sen-
ate and the American people will be ex-
pecting that he will.

———

TRADE

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President,
when it comes to keeping the American
people safe, there are many things Con-
gress can do. Encouraging reform at
the TSA is one important step, but so
is leading on trade.

President Obama’s own Secretary of
Defense recently said that the trade
legislation before us was as important
to him ‘‘as another aircraft carrier.”
This is the Secretary of Defense of the
United States who said that the trade
legislation before us was as important
to him as another aircraft carrier. But
he cautioned that ‘‘time’s running out
[to] cement our influence and leader-
ship in the fastest-growing region in
the world.”

We all know how critical this legisla-
tion is for lifting up American workers,
American wages, and the American
economy as well. We shouldn’t let this
opportunity for a significant bipartisan
achievement slip past us. If we can con-
tinue working together in a spirit of
trust and if we simply vote the same
way we did a couple of weeks ago, we
won’t miss this opportunity.

I know how important it is—particu-
larly for my friends on the other side of
the aisle—to get both TPA and TAA,
trade adjustment assistance. That
linkage has been acknowledged from
the beginning of this process. It is why
I set in motion a process last week—fil-
ing cloture on the vehicles for both
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TPA and TAA so that we get one done
followed immediately by the other—
that will put both pieces of legislation
on the President’s desk before the July
4 State work period.

I don’t want anyone to think we are
getting TPA done this week, with a
promise to get TAA done at some other
time. The process this week is very
clear: We will vote on TPA and then we
will vote on TAA. So this is how that
will look. Tomorrow, we will begin the
process of approving TPA. The next
day, we will begin the process of ap-
proving TAA, along with the AGOA and
preferences measure.

Before the week is out, I intend to go
to conference on the Customs bill. This
is a bill with broad bipartisan support.
Members on both sides want to get it
done, and we are going to formally
begin the process to complete our work
on the Customs bill. So I am com-
mitted to concluding work on that con-
ference as quickly as possible. I am
sure Members on both sides will hold
us to that commitment.

So what does all this mean? It means
that with continued bipartisan co-
operation, we can ensure that TPA,
TAA, and AGOA reach the President’s
desk this week, and it means we can
ensure that the Customs bill is placed
on a path to swift approval, too. It was
always the goal to ensure that these
bills passed Congress in the end. It re-
mains the bipartisan goal today. We
are now on the verge of achieving it.
With just a little more trust, a little
more cooperation, and simply voting
consistently, we will get there.

——————

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader is recognized.
———

EXPORT-IMPORT BANK

Mr. REID. Madam President, over
the past several years there has been a
disturbing practice that has become
commonplace in the Congress, and
sadly it is with no regard for the aver-
age American. The Republicans have
resolved to govern by staggering from
one ludicrous crisis to another crisis—
one today, one next week. Unless the
Republican leader acts, in just 5 days,
for example, we will see the con-
sequences of another manufactured cri-
sis. On June 30, the charter for the Ex-
port-Import Bank is set to expire. This
is serious business. This institution
creates jobs by providing loans and
loan guarantees to foreign customers
who purchase American exports. This
year alone, the Ex-Im Bank supports
165,000 American jobs—165,000 jobs that
allow American workers to earn a liv-
ing. These jobs cost taxpayers zero—
nothing. In fact, this Bank saves the
American taxpayers money. In the last
10 years, the Bank has returned more
than $7 billion to the U.S. Treasury.

With the threat of this Bank clos-
ing—other countries have similar insti-
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tutions, such as China. People are
going to China and other countries to
get their loan guarantees and buy prod-
ucts—not from America but from coun-
tries where those banks will take care
of their loans. This is so sad.

Despite the positive benefits the
Bank provides for our economy and
thousands of Americans, Republicans
have decided that reauthorization is
not a priority. The Republican leader
has openly opposed reauthorization of
this important Bank. I repeat, there
are 165,000 jobs as we speak, and they
are American jobs.

Quoting the senior Senator from
Kentucky: ‘I personally think the Ex-
Im Bank has outlived its usefulness
and ought to go away.” Really? The
Bank should be put out of business? I
don’t think so. This resource supports
thousands of jobs for Americans and
could not possibly have outgrown its
usefulness. But in the 6 months since
the Republicans have taken control of
Congress, this mindset has governed
their decisions. Sensible programs that
benefit average Americans and
strengthen our economy have taken a
backseat to special interests. We can
see that by what is going on in this
body this week.

Just as he has on countless issues so
far this Congress, the Republican lead-
er is intentionally ignoring deadlines
that are obvious—these deadlines are
obvious weeks and even months ahead
of time—and offering no plan or solu-
tion to these pertinent issues facing
our Nation. Today, we are talking
about two of those—surface transpor-
tation, and I have talked about the Ex-
port-Import Bank. No plan. No solu-
tion. No urgency. That is how Repub-
licans have chosen to govern.

This misguided policy is not gov-
erning at all. It is all about crisis man-
agement and doing a very poor job.
This crisis management could be avoid-
ed by not playing dodgeball with issues
important to our country.

There are less than 5 days until thou-
sands of jobs are threatened for no ap-
parent reason. The senior Senator from
Kentucky should put his partisan agen-
da aside, choose American jobs over po-
litical benefits, and allow a vote to re-
authorize the Export-Import Bank.
This measure would pass. It would pass
overwhelmingly because Republican
Senators want this to pass also. So if a
vote were allowed on this, it would get
a sizeable majority.

FEDERAL HIGHWAY PROGRAM
FUNDING

Mr. REID. Madam President, the
Senate also faces another looming
deadline manufactured by Republican
leadership. At the end of July, Repub-
lican funding for the Federal highway
program will expire. In 5 days, we will
lose the Export-Import Bank. In just a
few weeks, we are going to lose the
highway program.

Our Nation’s roads, bridges, high-
ways, and transit systems are in des-
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perate need of repair. Some 64,000
bridges are structurally deficient. This
isn’t 6,400; it is 64,000 bridges. Fifty per-
cent of our roads are dangerously in
need of repair. Still, Republicans in
Congress have refused to work with
Democrats in making an adequate
long-term investment in our country’s
surface transportation programs.

Delaying and stalling has become
their normal practice. Republicans are
content to take a page straight out of
their playbook. That playbook is called
“Republican Manufactured Crisis Play-
book.” They do this day after day.
They just go to that playbook that has
been used over and over again. We have
seen it before, and we are seeing it
again with highways. We are seeing it
with Ex-Im Bank. Instead of working
with Democrats to create long-term so-
lutions to our Nation’s woes, the Re-
publican leader will wait until the
deadline is imminent—and on high-
ways, we can see it coming—and he
will offer another short-term extension
to stave off a disaster of his own mak-
ing. That is unacceptable. We have al-
ready had 33 Republican short-term
fixes—33. We don’t need a 34th.

Governing by crisis is a reckless
strategy that leaves the well-being of
Americans and our economy hanging in
the balance. The Republican leader
should abandon this policy and stop
dragging our country from one crisis to
another crisis. Republicans can get
started today by bringing up reauthor-
ization of the Ex-Im Bank for a vote
before the charter expires in just a few
days. It will pass. Certainly he could
focus on long-term, bipartisan reau-
thorization of the Federal highway pro-
gram, which, as I have indicated, ex-
pires in a few weeks.

The American people should not be
forced to endure manufactured crises
at the hands of Republican leadership.
I urge the Republican leadership to
change course and govern with the
well-being of the American people in
mind.

Madam President, will the Chair an-
nounce the business of the day.

—————

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

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

——————

MORNING BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will be
in a period of morning business until 5
p.m., with Senators permitted to speak
therein for up to 10 minutes each.

The Senator from Utah.

————

ORDER OF PROCEDURE

Mr. HATCH. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the distin-
guished Senator from Florida be given
5 minutes and that I immediately fol-
low him with my remarks.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

The Senator from Florida.

Mr. NELSON. Madam President, I
thank the distinguished chairman of
the Finance Committee. I will be back
at 5 o’clock to speak on behalf of our
nominee for TSA, Admiral Neffenger.

————
YOUTUBE KIDS APP

Mr. NELSON. Madam President, I
want to address something that I was
absolutely shocked about when I saw it
over the weekend. We hear the term
‘‘age appropriate,”’ and when it comes
to our children, that is necessarily
something that parents should be con-
cerned about because we parents—all of
us who are parents—want our children
to be able to take advantage of the
Internet’s vast resources to learn, to
stay connected. But we as parents do
not want our children, especially small
children, to encounter inappropriate
content.

Well, unfortunately, there is a lot of
violence, profanity, and sexualized ma-
terial on the Internet, and kids can too
often access this material with the
click of a mouse. We have all been
dealing with that. That is nothing un-
usual. And what are we parents to do?
We can monitor our kids’ activities,
but we can also depend on parental
controls and filters in the marketplace.
We have seen the development of many
of these services for kids that promise
a safe space for children. The problem
is when companies do not completely
deliver on that promise.

So I have read recent news reports
and I watched Google’s YouTube Kids
mobile application for smart phones,
and I see that it contains material that
is not, in fact, appropriate for small
children. According to the press ac-
counts—and what I saw repeated—the
app has apparently been found to in-
clude videos with explicit language;
mature subject matter, such as child
abuse, drug use, pedophilia; demonstra-
tions of unsafe behaviors; and—get
this—advertisements for alcohol.

I want to show you a picture. This is
on Google’s YouTube Kids app. Here is
a lady hawking red wine. This is an ad-
vertisement for little kids? It is there,
and I hope the offending parties will
take heed to my remarks.

We all recognize what is shown in
this picture—most appropriate for ad-
vertisements for the Super Bowl, but
on a Google YouTube app for little
children, preceded by the Clydesdales
pulling the wagon with the Dalma-
tian—an icon in America. But for little
children, an ad, the King of Beers?

And how about unsafe behaviors.
Here is someone striking a match and
taking this match down to a pile of
unlit matches, and then, of course, you
know what happens—it all goes up in
flame.

Have we lost our common sense?
When Google rolled out its YouTube
Kids app, it said: ‘“The app makes it
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safer and easier for children to find vid-
eos on topics they want to explore
... .” That is a good thing. It went on
to say: ‘“Now, parents can rest a little
easier knowing that videos in the
YouTube Kids app are narrowed down
to content appropriate for kids.” Well,
I certainly agree with Google on that
statement. Parents should be able to
trust these online venues for children,
especially when they are designed and
marketed as being safe. But is this safe
for children? And, Madam President, is
that safe for children? I do not think
so.

If a company creates an online safe
haven for kids, it must do everything it
can to make sure children are not un-
necessarily exposed to the very content
parents want their children to avoid.
Google certainly has the technical ex-
pertise to make sure that videos which
are unsuitable for kids are screened or
filtered out, especially when Google
markets the app as being suitable for
children. Indeed, section 5 of the FTC
Act prohibits deceptive marketing
practices.

I applaud Google for its efforts to
create healthy online experiences for
children, but in this case, their efforts
fell short, and I would expect Google to
change this right away.

Furthermore, YouTube Kids should
also be sensitive to the fact that
younger children often do not under-
stand the difference between advertise-
ments and noncommercial content. So
kids’ online services that have com-
mercial advertising should make sure
that advertising is clearly distin-
guished from the other content. Google
should not take advantage of this well-
known vulnerability among children.
Video advertisements should be easily
and clearly distinguishable from other
videos the kids are watching.

I should not have to come here and
the Senator from Utah be so gracious
to give me the time. It ought to be
common sense that we should not be
doing this. But this Senator, who is the
ranking member of the Senate Com-
merce Committee, is compelled to
come here and speak of this kind of
comment. We want companies to cre-
ate online services and products that
allow children safe access to age-appro-
priate content, and we understand that
companies want to tap into the kids’
market, but everyone knows just how
much Internet content is out there
that 1is completely unsuitable for
children.

Madam President, need I say any
more? It is very clear, and I hope there
will be quick action for appropriate
content.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Utah.

e —
TRAGEDY AT EMANUEL AME
CHURCH
Mr. HATCH. Madam President, I rise

to speak today on a matter of critical
importance to our Nation’s security,
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but first I wish to extend my most
heartfelt condolences to our friends in
Charleston, SC.

Last week, we witnessed an unspeak-
able tragedy with the shooting at the
Emanuel AME Church. This heinous
act has left families reeling and the
Nation in disbelief. Words can little
console nor can they heal the hearts of
those who have lost. Still, I wish to say
just a few words to the neighbors, fami-
lies, and friends who have suffered
most.

Know that your Nation suffers with
you—no question about it. You are in
our prayers, our thoughts. May you
feel peace and love. May you find heal-
ing in God. And may the shooter be
swiftly brought to justice.

NUCLEAR AGREEMENT WITH IRAN

Mr. HATCH. Madam President, I now
shift to a different threat we face.

Time and again—time and time
again—the Islamic Republic of Iran has
lied to the international community.
The latest evidence emerged in the
June 2 publication by the United Na-
tions Security Council of a scathing re-
port on Iranian noncompliance with
the Joint Plan of Action. Written by a
diverse panel of international experts,
the report catalogs a growing list of
Iran’s violations of multiple U.N. man-
dates. It deserves to be read widely by
all those who care deeply, as I do,
about the ongoing P5+1 negotiations
with Iran over its nuclear program.

The lesson to draw from the Security
Council report is clear: If Iran con-
tinues to violate its current agree-
ments with impunity, how can we ex-
pect that Tehran would adhere to a
new deal to suspend its nuclear pro-
gram? This is a matter of plain com-
mon sense.

The specifics of the report paint a
profoundly troubling picture. Iranian
arms transfer activities have continued
uninterrupted, despite the sanctions
imposed by the unified international
community. These arms have found
their way into a number of regional
conflicts, fuelling instability in Syria,
Iraq, Yemen, and elsewhere. Hezbollah
and Hamas—Iran’s perennial terrorist
allies—continue to turn these weapons
against Israel and our other allies in
the region. Regional violence has been
and continues to be Iran’s export of
choice.

According to this report, not only
does Iran illegally export weapons and
oil, it has also imported prohibited ma-
terials and technology, circumventing
sanctions. The Iranians have long
maintained a robust illicit procure-
ment infrastructure. They have accom-
plished this through intermediaries
controlled by Iranian and pro-Iranian
interests, often involving false docu-
mentation, shell corporations, and for-
eign nationals.

For these and other reasons, our
French allies have now declared that a
rigorous inspection regime that in-
cludes military installations should be
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a prerequisite to any agreement. This
should have been our position from the
start.

Additionally, the report describes
violations of foreign travel restrictions
of high-ranking Iranian Government
officials. One particularly noteworthy
violation is the case of Major General
Qasem Soleimani, the commander of
Iran’s Special Forces Quds Force. Ear-
lier this year, General Soleimani met
with the Secretary General of
Hezbollah in Lebanon. Just last month,
photographs surfaced of General
Soleimani surrounded by Shiite militia
fighters in Iraq’s embattled Anbar
Province.

I am disappointed to hear some try
to minimize these Iranian violations of
Security Council resolutions because
some Iranian arms and personnel are
currently being used against the hei-
nous Islamic State. We must not turn a
blind eye to Iranian malfeasance. We
must not fall into the trap of accepting
Iran’s transgressions simply because
they are fighting a common foe. In this
case, the enemy of our enemy is not
our friend. Some of the armed Shia
groups fighting the Islamic State are
the same groups that were killing U.S.
troops just a few short years ago. They
might very well try to do so again.

A nuclear-armed Iran would be a dis-
aster for the region and the wider
world—not only for our Israel allies
but also for our Saudi, Egyptian, Jor-
danian, Kuwaiti, Qatari, and Emirati
allies as well. With the continuing tur-
moil in the region and the threat posed
by the Islamic State, Al Qaeda, the
Taliban, and other terrorist groups, the
world cannot afford a nuclear arms
race in the Middle East. Considering
the hand-in-hand history between Iran
and Hezbollah, one could easily trans-
late a nuclear Iran into a nuclear
Hezbollah.

It is therefore highly distressing that
Iran has, to quote the Security Coun-
cil, “‘continued certain nuclear activi-
ties, including uranium enrichment
and some work at Arak.” If Iran has
failed to sufficiently address even the
core cause of the sanctions against
them, what confidence do we have in
them in moving forward?

It is particularly telling that the
U.N. expert panel assessed that a de-
cline in reports by member states of
Iranian violations results from one of
two factors: either Iran has decreased
its prohibitive activities significantly
or member states have refrained from
reporting noncompliance so as not to
interrupt the negotiations process. In
light of the revelations contained in
this report, the latter appears far more
likely.

As the President continues to push
for a permanent deal with Iran’s lead-
ership, this report is as alarming as it
is timely. Past performance may not
universally predict future behavior,
but it certainly should be part of the
consideration. Moreover, this report is
far from the only sign of Iranian mal-
feasance. As recently as yesterday, the
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Iranian Parliament voted to prohibit
international inspections of military
sites, casting into serious doubt its
commitment to a workable nuclear
deal.

Given these troubling moves, the
President should explain to the Amer-
ican people what level of confidence he
has negotiating with Iran given how it
repeatedly violates the international
community’s mandates with impunity.
The stakes are too high to act as if
Iran were a trustworthy partner.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas.

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, the
Senate is not in a quorum call; is that
correct?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is
correct, Senator.

———
KING V. BURWELL DECISION

Mr. CORNYN. Madam President, I
come to the floor to speak for a few
minutes about the disaster that is
known as ObamaCare and specifically
the Supreme Court’s upcoming decision
in King v. Burwell, which we anticipate
will be handed down later this week or
perhaps as late as Monday. This case
will decide whether the IRS can re-
write the law, and it actually chal-
lenges the legality of the subsidies to
health care policies affecting people in
up to 37 States.

If the Court rules against the IRS,
that would be the third strike against
ObamaCare in the Supreme Court.
What more evidence would we possibly
need of this administration’s routine
overreach of its authority under the
Constitution?

Not surprisingly, the President once
again has failed to accept responsi-
bility for this flawed law that bears his
name, and he has suggested that Con-
gress could simply fix the problem with
a one-sentence provision. In other
words, even though President Obama
and congressional Democrats jammed
this partisan monstrosity through all
by themselves in 2010, somehow, after
three strikes in the U.S. Supreme
Court, it is now our responsibility to
clean up the mess.

But what is wrong with ObamaCare
far exceeds the issue at hand in King v.
Burwell. I hear of the disastrous effects
of ObamaCare every day from folks
back home in Texas. They know, as do
I, that a one-sentence provision won’t
fix a 2,700-page legislative disaster, un-
less that sentence were to repeal
ObamaCare in its entirety.

If somehow this administration and
congressional Democrats could be sued
for misleading consumers under the
usual legal standards, the case brought
by millions of Americans against
ObamaCare would be a slam dunk. The
President claimed his law would help
everyone—miraculously decreasing
costs, increasing access, and reducing
the deficit—when, in fact, time after
time after time, the opposite has been
shown to be the case. What we have
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seen instead has been great damage to
the health care system in this country,
leaving many Americans with their
health care disrupted, their work hours
cut, and higher costs for their health
coverage.

Although proponents of the law, in-
cluding the President and Democratic
Members of Congress, claimed
ObamaCare would reduce the financial
burden of health care for American
families, this has not been the case. In
fact, one study found that ObamaCare
actually increased individual market
premiums by an average of almost 50
percent between 2013 and 2014. So rath-
er than make health care more afford-
able, what ObamaCare did is to make it
less affordable and more expensive by
increasing individual market pre-
miums by an average of almost 50 per-
cent.

Recently, the administration re-
leased rate filings showing that insur-
ers have requested double-digit pre-
mium increases for nearly 700 plans
next year. So double-digit increases
have been requested.

We can all remember the President’s
repeated promises that under
ObamaCare those who wanted to keep
their plans would be able to do so. In
fact, the Associated Press has docu-
mented that more than 4.7 million
Americans had insurance plans they
liked that were canceled by
ObamaCare.

And of course, just last week Presi-
dent Obama himself called the Web site
platform for his trademark legisla-
tion—healthcare.gov—‘‘a well-docu-
mented disaster.”

The fact that this failed law has hurt
patients is bad enough, but the truth is
it is also hurting the economy and
hurting jobs. The Congressional Budget
Office has estimated that ObamaCare
is forcing employers to cut jobs and
has projected that as many as 2 million
jobs could be lost by 2017.

If the Court rules for King, the plain-
tiff in the lawsuit, millions more
Americans could find their health care
coverage temporarily disrupted—just
one more painful consequence of this
reckless piece of legislation.

Clearly, ObamaCare was not the sil-
ver bullet for our health care system or
our economy. Instead, what we know
today is that ObamaCare really just
amounted to a trail of broken prom-
ises. But you will never find the Presi-
dent or those who foisted this flawed
legislation upon the American people
taking responsibility for it. Rather, as
I said earlier, somehow they think it is
for somebody else to clean up their
mess.

I continue to believe the American
people would be well served to see this
entire law scrapped in favor of real pa-
tient-centered reforms that lower costs
and increase access to care. I thought
that was what health care reform was
supposed to be about—lowering cost
and improving access to care. But
ObamacCare did the opposite.

I am here to say that while Repub-
licans did not create this mess, we are
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ready, willing, and able to do our best
to protect the American people from
any more harm caused by the Presi-
dent’s flawed law. That is why we have
been working hard for the last several
months to provide the American people
with a much needed off-ramp from
ObamaCare, should the Court rule
against the administration once again.
But we really need to hit the reset but-
ton and start over again.

First and foremost, we are prepared
to help the more than 6 million Ameri-
cans, including nearly 1 million people
in my home State of Texas, whose
costs would suddenly skyrocket as yet
another consequence of this disastrous
piece of legislation. In doing so, we will
empower the States to opt out of
ObamaCare, allowing them the flexi-
bility to more effectively lower costs
and increase choices.

We will not promote command-and-
control solutions emanating from here
in Washington, under the philosophy
that Washington knows best. We will
promote market-based options without
the threat of harmful, onerous, expen-
sive mandates. Repealing these man-
dates will help the American people fi-
nally get the coverage they need at a
price they can afford.

In short, we will do everything in our
power to protect the people affected by
this flawed piece of legislation, but we
will not protect the President’s failed
law. It is time to scrap it and do better.
It is my hope, if the Court rules
against the administration once again,
that Congress will find it within them-
selves to work together to protect the
almost 1 million Texans and millions
more Americans from yet another
painful consequence of ObamaCare. I
know Republicans stand ready to pro-
tect the American people from this
failed law while providing a path for-
ward for better health care for our
country. That health care includes
more freedom, more flexibility, and
more choices.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

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

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

——

TRAGEDY IN CHARLESTON, SOUTH
CAROLINA

Mr. SANDERS. Madam President, I
wish to take this opportunity to send
my condolences to the families of those
who were murdered in Charleston, SC,
on Wednesday evening and to the en-
tire city of Charleston.

It is hard to understand how someone
could walk into a church, be welcomed
into a prayer meeting, and then take
out a gun and slaughter nine people
who were in the process of discussing
the Bible. That is hard to believe, but
that is what happened.
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In the last 60 years, this country has
made significant progress in civil
rights and in trying to become a less
discriminatory society. Sixty years
ago, parts of our country were part of
an apartheid-type system, segregated
housing, segregated schools, segregated
restaurants, segregated transportation,
segregated water fountains, and, in
fact, an entirely segregated way of life.
Perhaps most significantly, African
Americans in a number of Southern
States were denied the basic right to
vote and were unable to participate in
the democratic process.

Today, as a nation, we have a right
to be proud of the significant changes
that have taken place in our country
over the last 60 years and the many ad-
vances that have been made in civil
rights and in the creation of a less dis-
criminatory society.

We should be proud that in 2008, this
country surprised the world by over-
coming our racist history and electing
our first African-American President
and then reelecting him 4 years later
with a strong majority. You may like
Barrack Obama, and I do, or you may
dislike Barrack Obama, and many
Americans have that view, but it is no
small thing that this country was able
to judge a candidate by his ideas and
character and not the color of his skin.
But clearly, while we have made sig-
nificant progress, the events of last
week remind us how far we yet have to
go in order to create a nonracist soci-
ety.

I am not the Governor of South Caro-
lina, T am not in the South Carolina
legislature, and I do not live in South
Carolina, but I do believe the time is
long overdue for the people of South
Carolina to remove the Confederate
flag from the statehouse grounds in Co-
lumbia. That flag is a relic of our Na-
tion’s stained racial history. It should
come down. If any good can come of
the terrible tragedy in Charleston, it is
that the people of South Carolina now
have the opportunity to finally turn a
page on our past. Frankly, the Confed-
erate flag does not belong on state-
house grounds, it belongs in a museum.

I wish to also express my deep con-
cern about the growth of extremist
groups in this country, groups that are
motivated by hatred—by hatred of Af-
rican Americans, by hatred of immi-
grants, by hatred of Jews, by hatred of
Muslims, and anyone else who is not
exactly like them. According to the
Southern Poverty Law Center, sadly,
there are some 784 active hate groups
in the United States and the number of
those groups is growing. Let me ex-
press my agreement with NAACP
President Cornell Williams Brooks
that ‘‘we need vigorous prosecution
and vigorous investigation of these
hate groups and the resources to do
50.”” I call upon the FBI to do just that.

About 50 years ago, as a student at
the University of Chicago, I was ar-
rested in a civil rights demonstration
to end segregated schools. I was also
involved in helping to end segregated
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housing in Chicago. It is clear to me
that over that period of time this Na-
tion has come a very long way, but it
is also clear to me—and I think to the
majority of our people—that we still
have a long way to go.

I will conclude by reminding my fel-
low Americans about those great words
that appeared in the Declaration of
Independence, that moment in history
when the Colonies broke off from the
British: ‘“We hold these truths to be
self-evident, that all men’—and we
would add women—*‘‘are created equal,
that they are endowed by their Creator
with certain unalienable Rights, that
among these are Life, Liberty, and the
pursuit of Happiness.”” That is the
dream of America, that is our vision,
and that is a goal we must obtain. The
tragedy in Charleston reminds us how
far we yet have to go.

I thank the Presiding Officer, and I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

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

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

——
SALTS ACT

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Madam President,
I come to the floor today to speak
about a major problem across my
State—the Presiding Officer has seen it
in Iowa—and across the country, and
that is the scourge of synthetic drugs.

We have all seen reports of people
who have hurt themselves or others or
who have died under the influence of
dangerous drugs. This issue hit home
in my State after Trevor Robinson, a
19-year-old from Blaine, MN, died after
overdosing on a drug called 2C-E in
2010. I introduced a bill to outlaw 2C-E
and other similar substances, and with
the help of Senator GRASSLEY, as well
as Senator SCHUMER, we were able to
get that bill signed into law. But there
is so much more that needs to be done,
as we have learned since we passed that
bill.

Here is one recent example. Law en-
forcement officials in Florida and
throughout the country are dealing
with a synthetic drug called Flakka.
This extremely dangerous drug has
been linked to hallucinations and other
bizarre behavior. We are always trying
to stay one step ahead of these new and
dangerous compounds because the way
the law works now, we have to keep
adding new compounds. So what hap-
pens is that the crooks who are manu-
facturing these drugs—the drug lead-
ers, the people who are running these
drug rings—are actually just changing
the compounds up so they are different,
and they are staying one step ahead of
the law in that way.

Before I was elected to the Senate, I
spent 8 years serving as chief pros-
ecutor in Minnesota’s largest county.
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Drug cases made up about one-third of
our caseload, and I had an opportunity
to see firsthand the devastating im-
pacts of drug addiction.

Recent statistics have shown that al-
most half of all high school students
have used addictive substances, and
synthetic drugs are a growing problem
in Minnesota and across the country. A
recent survey of 15,000 Minnesota high
school students found that 26 percent
have used illegal drugs, and of that
group, 12 percent have used synthetic
drugs.

The problem with synthetic drugs,
which we have realized as I have done
events with law enforcement in places
such as Fargo and in places such as the
suburbs of Minneapolis, is that many
times people who buy these synthetic
drugs get much worse drugs than the
actual substance. They get much hard-
er-core drugs, much more difficult
drugs—drugs that cause them to hallu-
cinate and drugs that cause them to ei-
ther Kkill themselves or to hurt others.
That is why I have reintroduced bipar-
tisan legislation with Senators GRA-
HAM, FEINSTEIN, and GRASSLEY that
would make it easier to prosecute the
sale and distribution of new synthetic
drugs that are analogues—or substan-
tially similar to current illegal drugs.

What we are looking at is the fact
that the people who sell these drugs or
manufacture them just keep changing
a compound here or there so they can
skirt the law. What we are trying to do
with this bill is to make it easier to
prosecute the new drugs that are sub-
stantially similar. The Supreme Court
actually very recently issued a decision
in McFadden focused on the mens rea
standard in analogue drug cases.

My bill, the Synthetic Abuse and La-
beling of Toxic Substances or SALTS
Act is focused instead on the under-
lying factors for what makes some-
thing an analogue drug. Why do we
need this new legislation? Because ex-
pert chemists are able to slightly alter
the chemical makeup of synthetic
drugs so they are no longer on the list
of banned substances. To address this,
current law provides the DEA with the
mechanism to prosecute the sale and
distribution of drugs that are ana-
logues—analogues—that are substan-
tially similar to controlled substances.
However, the law specifically says that
an analogue drug does not include any
substance ‘‘not intended for human
consumption.” This can be a big prob-
lem because synthetic drugs often are
explicitly marked as ‘‘not intended for
human consumption.” But manufactur-
ers, distributors, sellers, and abusers of
these substances all know exactly what
to do with them—ingest them or snort
them to get a dangerous and many
times unpredictable high.

The SALTS Act amends the Con-
trolled Substances Act to allow consid-
eration of a number of factors when de-
termining whether a controlled sub-
stance analogue was intended for
human consumption, including looking
at the marketing, advertising, and la-
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beling of a substance and its known
use. That is a much more honest way
to look at what is actual consumption.
You don’t just look at the fact that
there is a label on it that says it be-
cause that is what the drug dealers do
to protect themselves. Instead what
you do is you look at what is actually
going on here. You look at the mar-
keting, advertising, and the labeling of
a substance and its known use.

The bill also says the existence of
some pieces of evidence that a sub-
stance was not marketed, advertised or
labeled for human consumption should
not stop prosecutors from being able to
establish, based on all the evidence—
the totality of the evidence—that the
substance was, in fact, intended for
human consumption.

New synthetic drugs constantly come
onto the market. We need to give our
law enforcement agencies the tools
they need to combat them. This legis-
lation will make it easier for prosecu-
tors to demonstrate that a given syn-
thetic drug is, in fact, intended for
human consumption. We know that it
is going on. We know that is why these
guys are selling it over the Internet.
They are trying to get around the law.
They have actually been quite success-
ful, causing many deaths, many people
hurt, many people addicted.

So all this does is get to the facts. Is
this really being used for human con-
sumption or not? This legislation is
going to make it easier for prosecutors
to demonstrate with the totality of cir-
cumstances and not just the label that
says it is not intended for human con-
sumption—but looking at how it is
sold, what it is used for, to make it
easier to meet that standard. That is
the only way we are going to go after
these guys who are constantly chang-
ing the compounds to get around the
law.

I would also like to take this oppor-
tunity to acknowledge the efforts,
since we are talking about synthetic
drugs, of the outgoing Administrator of
the Drug Enforcement Administration,
my fellow  Minnesotan, Michelle
Leonhart. Administrator Leonhart has
had a long career in law enforcement,
serving with the DEA since 1980 and as
Administrator since 2010. She started
her career back in Minnesota and has
served in the DEA since, for a very
long time, over 30 years.

I would especially like to thank the
Administrator for her work on the pre-
scription drug take-back issue. During
her tenure, the DEA has coordinated a
series of national events that have col-
lected over 2,400 tons of unused pre-
scription drugs—2,400 tons. That is, by
the way, why we worked with the Ad-
ministrator—Senator CORNYN and I—to
develop legislation which passed to
make it easier for take-out programs,
to do them more routinely, but mean-
while 2,400 tons were collected. These
events are critical in preventing drug
abuse and overdoses and getting old
medicines out of the cabinet where
people who are not prescribed them

June 22, 2015

sometimes take them. I want to thank
Administrator Leonhart for her law en-
forcement career.

Thank you, Madam President.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

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

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

———

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

—————

EXECUTIVE SESSION

NOMINATION OF PETER V.
NEFFENGER TO BE AN ASSIST-
ANT SECRETARY OF HOMELAND
SECURITY

NOMINATION OF DANIEL R. EL-
LIOTT III TO BE A MEMBER OF
THE SURFACE TRANSPORTATION
BOARD

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to consider
the following nominations en bloc,
which the clerk will report.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nominations of Peter V.
Neffenger, of Ohio, to be an Assistant
Secretary of Homeland Security; and
Daniel R. Elliott III, of Ohio, to be a
Member of the Surface Transportation
Board for a term expiring December 31,
2018.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, there will be 30
minutes for debate, equally divided in
the usual form.

The Senator from Delaware.

Mr. CARPER. Madam President, I am
delighted to serve on at least one com-
mittee with the Presiding Officer, and
we have had the opportunity of late to
have a number of folks come before us
who have been nominated to serve. One
of those is Coast Guard VADM Peter
Neffenger, and I am delighted today to
rise in strong support of Admiral
Neffenger to serve as the Adminis-
trator of the Transportation Security
Administration, affectionately known
as TSA.

The women and men of TSA work in
a very challenging environment to
keep our aviation system and those of
us who use it safe and secure. The mis-
sion is made all the more challenging
by the two difficult and diametrically
opposed tasks that we ask them to per-
form. On the one hand, we ask the TSA
to screen some 1.8 million passengers
and their luggage every day, 24 hours a
day, 3656 days a year, without allowing
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a single dangerous individual—not
one—or dangerous item to get through.
On the other hand, we ask TSA to per-
form the screening as fast as possible
so that travelers do not miss their
flights, luggage and cargo get to their
destination on time, and everybody is
happy. That is what we ask them to do.

TSA’s job is, on most days, a thank-
less one, for which the Agency’s em-
ployees are rarely commended but
often criticized. Can TSA do a better
job? You bet they can. We all can do a
better job. We can do a better job in
the Senate.

A couple of weeks ago in the Home-
land Security and Governmental Af-
fairs Committee, for example, we heard
from the Department of Homeland Se-
curity’s inspector general about sev-
eral troubling security vulnerabilities
at our airports. The IG’s findings were
more than troubling. They were unac-
ceptable.

TSA can and must do better, but it is
not all on them. We can help. Our Pre-
siding Officer has oftentimes heard me
talk about Home Depot: You can do it.
We can help. The same is true here.
TSA and employees can do it. We can
help. We have an obligation to do that.

One of the ways we can help them do
their jobs better is by voting in support
of the President’s nominee for TSA Ad-
ministrator, Admiral Peter Neffenger.
Admiral Neffenger has served as a com-
missioned officer in the Coast Guard
since 1982, assuming the position of
Vice Commandant in May of 2014.
Throughout his nearly 34-year career
in the U.S. Coast Guard, Admiral
Neffenger has displayed exceptional
leadership skills and the will to con-
front big challenges. These qualities
will be very important if he is con-
firmed—and I hope he will be—as our
next TSA Administrator.

Let me just take a moment if I can
to share with my colleagues a few
things that I learned about the admiral
during the nominating process. First,
Admiral Neffenger has a clear vision
for TSA. He said the agency must
strive to be an intelligence driven,
risk-based counterterrorism agency.

Second, he has acknowledged the dif-
ficult challenges facing TSA today but,
more importantly, he is committed to
addressing them head on and striving
for perfection. Finally, I learned that
he is committed to working with Con-
gress, with the inspector general, with
GAO—the Government Accountability
Office—and with the stakeholders to
improve TSA.

But you don’t have to take my word
for it. Admiral Neffenger has received
the support of all three former Secre-
taries of Homeland Security. One
former Secretary of DHS, my old friend
Tom Ridge, said the nominee’s ‘‘experi-
ence is broad, his reputation superb,
and his commitment to public service
profound and unquestionable.” After
meeting with and getting to know Ad-
miral Neffenger, I could not agree
more.

(Mr. JOHNSON assumed the Chair.)
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I thank Chairman THUNE and Rank-
ing Member NELSON, who is here on the
floor today, of the committee on com-
merce for working closely with our
committee. The current Presiding Offi-
cer of our session here is our chairman
of homeland security. I thank all of
you for working closely with our com-
mittee on Admiral Neffenger’s nomina-
tion. I thank Chairman JOHNSON and
his staff for acting swiftly on this nom-
ination so that it could be considered
by the Senate today.

In less than 2 weeks, we will cele-
brate the 239th anniversary of our Na-
tion’s independence. On the days sur-
rounding that celebration, millions of
Americans will be traveling to spend
time with their families and friends.
We owe it to each of them to have a
permanent, Senate-confirmed TSA Ad-
ministrator in place. The President has
given us a great name, a good man, and
a good leader, and I urge my colleagues
to join me in voting today for Peter
Neffenger.

With that, Mr. President, I yield the
floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida.

TRAGEDY IN SOUTH CAROLINA

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, before I
speak about the two nominees who are
before us this afternoon, I feel com-
pelled to make a couple of brief com-
ments about the tragedy that occurred
in South Carolina. Sometimes it is dif-
ficult to understand why there still
seems to be so much hatred in the
world.

I remember the President and First
Lady of Rwanda telling my wife and
me what had happened that led up to
that genocide back years ago in which
1 million people were hacked to death
with machetes because of the enmity
and hatred between two tribes, where
people didn’t think of themselves as
Rwandan, they thought of themselves
as Hutu or Tutsi. And that enmity,
that rivalry turned into hatred, and
the hatred was spurred on by hate-talk
over the airwaves. So we know about
that sad chapter of two peoples who did
unimaginable things, and here we see
this continues.

I am reminded—because it is embla-
zoned in my mind’s eye—of three dec-
ades ago and looking out the window of
our spacecraft back at Earth. From
that perspective, when you look back
at Earth, which is so beautiful and so
colorful, so creative as it is suspended
in the middle of nothing, you don’t see
racial divisions, you don’t see religious
divisions, and you don’t see ethnic divi-
sions. What you see is this beautiful
creation. My mind’s eye carries that
view constantly and that reminder
that we are all in this together. Yet, on
the face of the Earth, we always want
to divide; we always want to separate;
we want to say: You are different than
I, and, as a result, I am going to take
it out on you. The great genius of
America is that we have overcome a lot
of that by assimilating people of dif-
ferent colors and different races and
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different creeds and different back-
grounds and different religions all to-
gether so that we think of ourselves as
Americans first. In the world in which
the Presiding Officer and I live—the
world of politics—we have had a lot of
that divisiveness, and we ought to be
thinking of ourselves as Americans in-
stead of as Republicans or Democrats.

This tragedy has riveted the Nation.
It has riveted the Nation also on the
question of the battle flag of the Con-
federacy.

This Senator’s great-great grand-
father, at the time of the Battle of
Marianna, was well past 50 years. So he
had not fought in the Civil War, but he
was conscripted by the Home Guards to
go into the Battle of Marianna, where
he was taken prisoner and ended up in
the northern prisoner-of-war camp,
where so many of the prisoners died, in
Elmira, NY. He probably survived be-
cause that winter that Kkilled so
many—the winter of 1864-1865—because
he was past 50 years old, they probably
did not put him in one of those cotton
tents on the hillside where disease and
cold took over.

But why should we attach our alle-
giance to a flag that represents separa-
tion instead of embracing ‘‘out of
many, one’’; “In God We Trust”; ‘e
pluribus unum”—*‘“out of many, one’’?

It was announced in the press this
afternoon that the Governor of South
Carolina said: Let’s take that battle
flag down from the capitol grounds in
Columbia, SC, and put it in a museum.

We will see the ensuing fight that oc-
curs with regard to the legislature and
changing the law. It was a few years
ago that a very courageous Republican
Governor led the effort to take that
battle flag off the top of the capitol in
South Carolina and put it at that Con-
federate monument still on the capitol
grounds. That courageous Republican
Governor lost his next election as a re-
sult of that.

So it is time for us to move on. It is
time for us to start thinking about
unity and coming together. As the
Good Book says, come, let us reason
together.

Those are the remarks I wanted to
make.

I wish to speak about our two nomi-
nees.

The nominee for TSA whom the Sen-
ator from Delaware just spoke about,
Coast Guard VADM Peter Neffenger,
has obviously had a distinguished ca-
reer. His reputation precedes him, with
34 years in a variety of capacities. He
has expertise in critical areas of crisis
management and port security, which
will serve him well as the head of TSA,
and I believe the Senate will confirm
him today. He was involved in that dis-
astrous oilspill in the gulf. He was the
national incident commander and he
helped lead that emergency response.
We are still seeing the results of that
spill, those of us on the gulf coast, and
that disaster required coordination be-
tween all levels of government and all
of its agencies, as well as the manage-
ment of people and technology.
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Recently, it has been pointed out, as
we receive new information about the
status and condition of that ruptured
well, the incident command had to
weigh the risk and make difficult
choices with a lot of incomplete infor-
mation. Well, he exhibited strong lead-
ership then, and I believe he will give
that leadership to an agency which
needs that strong leadership now.

The next nominee we will consider is
Daniel Elliott to be a member of the
Surface Transportation Board. That is
an important agency which helps en-
sure we have a strong and efficient rail
network to move goods throughout the
United States.

We know how vital the railroad in-
dustry is to our economy and getting
goods to market. We have to do that,
and we can’t do it with just trucks. We
need the bulk of the materials to be
carried on the rails. Decisions made by
the Surface Transportation Board have
long-lasting impacts on our Nation’s
economic competitiveness, and that is
why last week the Senate passed the
Surface Transportation Board Reau-
thorization Act of 2015—to make the
agency more efficient and effective.

We need individuals who are qualified
to serve, and Daniel Elliott is such an
individual. Earlier this year, he was
nominated to be reappointed as a mem-
ber of the Board. He previously served
as Chairman. He also has had a great
deal of experience as an attorney, in-
cluding close to two decades litigating
in the transportation sector. I ask the
Senate to join in and support Mr. El-
liott’s nomination.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma.

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to address the Sen-
ate as in morning business for 10 min-
utes.

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

KING V. BURWELL DECISION

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, in
the next couple of days, the Supreme
Court is going to rule on a case that
will have a long-lasting impact not
only on just what health care is going
on in this country but a long-lasting
impact on how the law is to be inter-
preted. This is a law called the Patient
Protection and Affordable Care Act. It
was hurried through Congress before
anyone had time to read it, and it con-
tained multiple mistakes and con-
tradictions.

Already this administration has uni-
laterally changed this law over 30
times to try to make it work, including
completely rewriting a section about
who gets the subsidies and who lives
underneath the mandates. The law says
the States that set up an exchange as a
State exchange are under the subsidies
and also have those mandates, but the
administration claims that, no, it was
intended for everyone.

Within days, the Supreme Court will
release their opinion on this matter in
a case called King v. Burwell and basi-
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cally answer this one question: Does
the law mean what the law says or does
the law mean what the administration
interprets it to mean?

This is not a political problem; this
is a health care problem for millions of
people. These days, the discussion
seems to circle around on who is to
blame. Well, people and families were
hurt in the ObamaCare chaos because
of the way this law was written. They
are not worried about blame; they are
worried about the issues facing their
family in the days ahead. I have the ob-
ligation to do whatever I can to protect
the people of my State from the harm-
ful effects of this law, and there are
many.

The people in my State distinctly
heard people say 5 years ago: If you
like your health care, you can keep it,
except for the people who were forced
off the State-run exchange that al-
ready existed in Oklahoma and were
pushed out—ObamaCare, that is b years
old, came after Insure OKklahoma,
which is 10 years old—except for the
people who have higher deductibles in
my State, except for the people who
now have higher premiums in my
State. In Oklahoma this year, the re-
quested rate increase for health care is
between 11 and 45 percent, depending
on the plan and the county you live in.
This year’s rate increase is between 11
and 45 percent.

In addition, physician-owned hos-
pitals are trapped in time, not allowed
to grow larger than what they were 5
years ago. Many people in my State
like the physician-owned hospitals, and
they want to see it succeed, instead of
being slowly bled to death.

People struggle to find a job in places
in my State because of this 40-hour re-
quirement that hangs over them. They
now have to find two jobs, each having
about 28 hours, so they can keep up the
amount of pay. Those individuals were
hurt in this process.

Higher premium costs in the plans
will soon come to those in unions be-
cause they have too good of health care
insurance. In the short days ahead,
union members who have premium
health care policies will now get a pen-
alty for having insurance that is too
good for this administration.

By next year, the Independent Pay-
ment Advisory Board Kkicks off its
work. Its sole responsibility is to find
areas to be able to save money by cut-
ting options for patients.

This is not a mess that can be fixed
with one sentence—unless that one
sentence says ‘‘the bill is repealed.”

So how do we solve this in the days
ahead? Let me lay out a couple of ideas
before the Senate because very soon we
are going to be confronted with this
when the Supreme Court actually re-
sponds.

First, do the basic things: Do no
harm and stop the existing harm. We
need to transition out of the subsidies
and mandates of ObamaCare for mil-
lions of people who will lose their sub-
sidy when the Court rules in favor of
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the American people and the law of the
United States—the clear text reading
of the law.

Those individuals who were forced
into ObamaCare are not the problem.
We are not angry at those individuals.
They are trapped in a mess that was
made around them that they were
forced into.

I will never forget a conversation I
had with a Democrat in my State who
was participating in a plan called In-
sure Oklahoma—who liked their insur-
ance plan. It was a subsidized plan
from our State. They pulled me aside 5
years ago and said: Is there any way I
can keep the State-based plan I have
now? And all I could do is look at him
and say, no, you can’t, actually, and
that is not my decision. The Affordable
Care Act which was passed and the
Center for Medicare and Medicaid Serv-
ices and HHS forced the people in my
State out of a State-based solution for
health care and into the larger na-
tional solution. Many Oklahomans lost
their health care coverage and were
forced out of it. It was already a sub-
sidized system, and now they were
taken from one plan and pushed into
another. Let’s do no harm, and let’s try
to help those individuals to be able to
find their way back to a plan they like
and help in that transition.

The second thing is pretty straight-
forward: States should have the free-
dom to choose any path to help their
citizens. States should not have to
check in with the Federal Government
to ask permission to take care of their
neighbors and citizens. How ridiculous
is that; that a State leadership would
have to go to the Federal Government
to say we want to develop a plan to be
able to help our own citizens, and the
Federal Government says, no, they
have to check in with us instead.

This is basically a repeal option for
all 50 States. For those States that like
it, we would say, if you like your
ObamacCare, you can keep it, and for all
the States that don’t, they have their
own way out to be able to take care of
their own citizens.

The tax money that is being supple-
mented for those came from those
States. Why shouldn’t it be returned to
those States and give the States the
ability to be able to speak to that issue
for their own citizens. We have to stop
this mentality that only the people of
Washington, DC, love the individuals in
each State and want to care for them
and be able to manage what is hap-
pening in that State. That State lead-
ership deeply cares about their own
citizens. Let’s let them step up and
lead.

Third is probably the clearest of all
of them: People should have the free-
dom to choose any health care plan
they want. What a radical idea, to ac-
tually hand people freedom, to hand
people opportunities. Free of the man-
dates and the penalties, patients
should be able to pick their own doctor
and their own plan for their own fam-
ily.
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I have to say, it is ironic. I hear peo-
ple call this law either ObamaCare or
the Affordable Care Act. I am fas-
cinated with that because the law’s
name is the ‘“‘Patient Protection and
Affordable Care Act.” Over the last 5
years, the words ‘‘patient protection”
seem to have disappeared from every
part of everyone’s vernacular in this. I
would only have to say, I agree.

When did we stop saying to the pa-
tient: You have no ability to make
your own choices. I will tell you when.
When ObamaCare passed and every-
thing became about affordable rather
than about patient. We have seen the
consequences of this.

In the days ahead, the Supreme
Court will rule on this, and I believe
strongly they are going to rule for the
plain text of the law, not just about
ObamaCare but because they have to
make the decision as the Supreme
Court: Does the law mean what the law
says or can any administration on any
law in the future reinterpret it based
on their preferences?

If there is one area that would be a
great path for us to follow, it is in the
days ahead that we get back to the
government is about the law, and we
follow the law because we are a nation
of laws, not just a nation of leaders.
The law is to be king in our Nation.

So let’s interpret it the way it is
written and let’s give people back the
freedom they want and need. Let’s put
the patient back in health care. That is
the next step I think we should take in
this U.S. Senate.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kentucky.

Mr. PAUL. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that all time be yielded
back.

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

All time is yielded back.

VOTE ON NEFFENGER NOMINATION

The question occurs on the Neffenger
nomination.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the nomination of
Peter V. Neffenger, of Ohio, to be an
Assistant Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity?

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

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

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Missouri (Mr. BLUNT), the Senator
from Indiana (Mr. COATS), the Senator
from Tennessee (Mr. CORKER), the Sen-
ator from Idaho (Mr. CRAPO), the Sen-
ator from Texas (Mr. CRUZ), the Sen-
ator from South Carolina (Mr. GRA-
HAM), the Senator from North Dakota
(Mr. HOEVEN), the Senator from Illinois
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(Mr. KIRK), the Senator from Utah (Mr.
LEE), the Senator from Alaska (Ms.
MURKOWSKI), the Senator from South
Dakota (Mr. ROUNDS), the Senator from
Florida (Mr. RUBIO), the Senator from
South Carolina (Mr. ScoTT), the Sen-
ator from South Dakota (Mr. THUNE),
and the Senator from Pennsylvania
(Mr. TOOMEY).

Further, if present and voting, the
Senator from North Dakota (Mr.
HOEVEN) would have voted ‘“‘yea.”

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Minnesota (Mr.
FRANKEN), the Senator from New Jer-
sey (Mr. MENENDEZ), and the Senator
from Montana (Mr. TESTER) are nec-
essarily absent.

The result was announced—yeas 81,
nays 1, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 217 Ex.]

YEAS—81
Alexander Feinstein Murphy
Ayotte Fischer Murray
Baldwin Flake Nelson
Barrasso Gardner Paul
Bennet Gillibrand Perdue
Blumenthal Grassley Peters
Booker Hatch Portman
Boozman Heinrich Reed
Boxer Heitkamp Reid
Brown Heller Risch
Burr Hirono Roberts
Cantwell Inhofe Sanders
Capito Isakson Schatz
Cardin Johnson Schumer
Carper Kaine Sessions
Casey King Shaheen
Cassidy Klobuchar Shelby
Cochran Lankford Stabenow
Collins Leahy Sullivan
Coons Manchin Tillis
Cornyn Markey Udall
Cotton McCain Vitter
Daines McCaskill Warner
Donnelly McConnell Warren
Durbin Merkley Whitehouse
Enzi Mikulski Wicker
Ernst Moran Wyden
NAYS—1
Sasse
NOT VOTING—18
Blunt Graham Rounds
Coats Hoeven Rubio
Corker Kirk Scott
Crapo Lee Tester
Cruz Menendez Thune
Franken Murkowski Toomey

The nomination was confirmed.
VOTE ON ELLIOTT NOMINATION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is, Will the Senate advise and
consent to the nomination of Daniel R.
Elliott III, of Ohio, to be a Member of
the Surface Transportation Board for a
term expiring December 31, 2018?

The nomination was confirmed.

VOTE EXPLANATION

e Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, I
was necessarily absent for rollcall vote
No. 217 and the voice vote that fol-
lowed. Had I been present, I would have
voted as follows: rollcall vote No. 217,
the confirmation of Peter V. Neffenger
to be an Assistant Secretary of Home-
land Security, I would have voted yea;
on the voice vote, the confirmation of
Daniel R. Elliott III to be a member of
the Surface Transportation Board, I
would have voted yea.®

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the motions to re-
consider are considered made and laid
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upon the table, and the President will
be immediately notified of the Senate’s
action.

——————

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume legislative session.

The Senator from Arizona.

———

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. FLAKE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to a period of morning busi-
ness, with Senators permitted to speak
therein for up to 10 minutes each.

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

The Senator from Ohio.

———

KING V. BURWELL DECISION

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, nearly 12
million Americans, including 500,000
Iowans—more than that, actually—now
have access to affordable health cov-
erage because of the Affordable Care
Act, and many for the first time in
their lives.

We know what the health care law
has meant in Ohio and across the coun-
try. Patients can’t be dropped from
coverage or charged higher rates just
because they got sick. Also, 97,000
young Ohioans have been able to stay
on their parents’ health insurance
until their 26th birthday, giving them
the chance to focus on careers, edu-
cation, and future plans. Lifetime in-
surance caps are no longer bankrupting
people with chronic conditions. Those
with preexisting conditions, such as
children with diabetes and asthma, will
no longer be denied coverage or
charged higher premiums.

But despite all of these successes, the
Supreme Court of the United States is
currently considering a case that can
take affordable health care away from
hundreds of thousands of Ohioans, tens
of thousands in the State of Oklahoma,
and millions of Americans.

In Ohio alone, 161,000 people are at
risk of losing access to affordable
health coverage in the King v. Burwell
decision that the Court will soon hand
down. These Ohioans receive an annual
subsidy of about $240 a month to help
them purchase private insurance plans.
That is an average of nearly $3,000 per
person per year. Hard-working families
stand to lose even more.

Taking away those subsidies—as
many of my Republican colleagues
have pushed the Court to do—would
amount to a massive tax increase on
Ohioans already struggling to get by.
These same Republican colleagues have
not come up with a workable solution
if the Court rules their way. They have
pushed this case all the way to the Su-
preme Court only to leave 161,000 Ohio-
ans and nearly 12 million Americans
without access to affordable coverage.

We know what this new access to
health insurance has meant for fami-
lies in my State. Let me read from a
couple of letters.
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This spring I met with Jumaane
Cook from Parma Heights and his 5-
year-old son James. Jumaane is 34
years old and has lived in Ohio for
most of his life. He became insured for
the first time in his adult life just last
year when he purchased insurance for
himself and his son on the Federal ex-
change.

Jumaane was a college athlete but he
tore his ACL in 2007. His injury left
him unable to play sports, and his lack
of insurance left him unable to afford
treatment. Jumaane came to Wash-
ington to tell us how important the Af-
fordable Care Act and his subsidy are
to him and to his son. Because his em-
ployer doesn’t offer health insurance,
without the Federal subsidy Jumaane
would be forced to go without insur-
ance again and his son would have to
g0 on public assistance.

Jumaane is not alone.

Rachael in Cincinnati wrote to me
when the Supreme Court decided to
hear the Burwell case. She and her hus-
band ‘‘have insured ourselves through
individual insurance since 2008. It has
been difficult and, at times, we have
had to go without insurance simply due
to the incredibly high cost of insurance
in our area. We have paid our pre-
miums every month. I will be fit-to-be-
tied if I have to look for health insur-
ance again. I was disappointed with
what I could afford on the Federal ex-
change. And, I fear I will not be able to
afford any insurance if I lose my sub-

sidy.”
Lisa in Athens wrote:
I have Dbeen reviewing plans on

Healthcare.gov. At my age—over 60, but not
Medicare-eligible—the premiums are high,
even for the Bronze plans. It concerns me
that a court may rule that the subsidies are
not available to those who access the Fed-
eral exchange.

That is why these subsidies exist—to
help people such as Lisa afford cov-
erage, regardless of where they live.

Jim from Streetsboro, near Akron,
wrote, saying that he is ‘62, drawing a
pension, on Social Security, and paying
COBRA health care to the tune of $1,200
a month.” Jim is looking forward to
buying cheaper insurance coverage
through the Federal exchange, which
he should be able to afford. He wrote:
““At least that was the plan until some-
one decided to try and derail the ACA
for the umpteenth time. If things go
bad with this decision, please do all
you can to remember those who have
worked their entire lives”—to remem-
ber those who have worked their entire
lives.

What the Supreme Court could do,
and what clearly most Republican
Members of this body and the House of
Representatives want the Supreme
Court to do, is to strike this part of
this law down so that 161,000 Ohioans
will either lose their insurance by los-
ing their subsidy or pay increased
fees—taxes in the years ahead.

Connie in Cincinnati wrote to me
after the lower court decision came
down. She said the ACA has been ‘“‘a
Godsend” for her. Connie wrote:
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I believe strongly in the importance of
having health care and have recently quali-
fied for a catastrophic health plan with tax
credits on healthcare.gov.

As you know, Ohio is one of those States
that opted out of establishing its own State
plans. That was not a problem until yester-
day. Now, facing a plan that may be ineli-
gible for the federal tax credit, I face a dire
financial situation.

Connie says:

I have willingly paid my fair share of taxes
throughout my life. My tax dollars helped
bail out banks and automobile corporations.
I need my government to look out for me.

The Supreme Court needs to hear
from people such as Connie and Jim
and Jumaane and Lisa and Rachael.
These are hard-working Ohioans, most
of whom have worked their entire life,
but, unfortunately for them, have not
worked for a company that has pro-
vided affordable health care. They have
spent large chunks of their paychecks
on health care, even with Federal sub-
sidies. The Supreme Court should re-
member that before it takes away af-
fordable coverage. That is a lifeline to
these Ohioans and to so many millions
of Americans.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

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

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

———

RECOGNIZING THE 30TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE MS. SENIOR NE-
VADA PAGEANT

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I rise today
to recognize Ms. Senior Nevada, Inc.,
on the organization’s 30th anniversary.

Since it was founded in 1985, Ms. Sen-
ior Nevada, Inc., has honored the tal-
ents and accomplishments of senior
women throughout the State of Ne-
vada. The first Ms. Senior Nevada Pag-
eant was held in 1986 at the former Sa-
hara Hotel and Casino. At the time,
only one contestant from each county
was able to compete in the pageant.
Today, the Ms. Senior Nevada Pageant
is open to all women in Nevada who are
age 60 or older, to celebrate the ‘‘age of
elegance.”

The contestants in the Ms. Senior
Nevada pageant must demonstrate
their strengths in four areas: talent,
evening gown, philosophy of life, and
an interview. The winner of the pag-
eant represents Nevada on the national
stage at the Ms. Senior America pag-
eant. During her reigning year, Ms.
Senior Nevada travels throughout the
State to discuss a variety of issues af-
fecting senior citizens and promotes
her platform. Past Ms. Senior Nevada
platforms have included ‘‘for the good
of seniors’ and ‘‘responsible pet owner-

ship.”
I commend Ms. Senior Nevada, Inc.,
on recognizing exceptional senior

women in the Silver State for 30 years,

June 22, 2015

and I applaud their service to the State
of Nevada.

RECOGNIZING WENLIANG WANG

Mr. REID. Mr. President, I rise today
to recognize entrepreneur and philan-
thropist Wenliang Wang for his com-
mitment and dedication to restoring
one of the world’s most impressive wet-
lands, the Dandong Yalu River Estuary
Wetland in China.

Mr. Wang is well-known in his coun-
try as the founder and chairman of the
China Rilin Construction Group, which
is among the largest private construc-
tion companies in China. Rilin is also
the owner and operator of the Port of
Dandong, a vital trading hub in
Liaoning Province located in northeast
China. Though Mr. Wang has impor-
tant business ties to this region, it is
his private efforts and personal connec-
tion to the area that has influenced
him to invest millions of dollars in the
restoration of the Dandong Yalu River
Estuary Wetland.

Not far from Dandong Port, sit the
Dandong wetlands. Bird watchers, sci-
entists, and outdoor enthusiasts travel
from around the world to Liaoning to
study the area and watch the native
species and migratory birds, including
those that fly from New Zealand to
Alaska each year. Mr. Wang recognized
the significance of safeguarding and
enhancing these wetlands. With his
support, restoration work to revitalize
the fields, shrimp pond, and tidal basin
has made this important migratory
destination a sanctuary for all of the
species that depend on the wetland.

Today, the Dandong wetlands are
among the most inhabited wetlands in
the world, which includes feeding and
resting areas for hundreds of thousands
of migrating and wading birds, such as
the rare saunders’ gull. It is my under-
standing that there are approximately
14,000 of these birds left in the world
and more than 1,300 have made the wet-
land their home.

I applaud Mr. Wang for his commit-
ment to protecting the internationally
significant Dandong Yalu River Estu-
ary Wetland and wish him the very
best in his continued efforts to protect
our environment and restore these im-
portant sites.

———————

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

RECOGNIZING ARKANSAS POWER
LINEMEN

e Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, I would
like to recognize 12 Arkansas power
linemen who recently traveled to Gua-
temala as volunteers with the National
Rural Electric Cooperative Associa-
tion’s International Foundation to put
into action cooperative principle num-
ber 6—cooperation among cooperatives.
On their recent trip, Doug Evans, Kyle
Metcalf, Andy Caywood, Michael
Counts, Andy Ward, Brent Hufstedler,
Kirk Kempson, Kris Rankin, Joey
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Burk, Paul Garrison, Ryan Hayes, and
Will Glover donated their time and ex-
pertise to help those less fortunate.

Over 19 days, these men built an elec-
tric distribution system that extended
4 miles to the agricultural commu-
nities of Jolom Ijix and Zapotal. Their
work connected homes to an electric
grid powered by a small hydroelectric
plant, helping bring electricity to these
communities for the first time. Elec-
tricity plays a critical role in pro-
viding health care, education, access to
clean water, and economic oppor-
tunity, and I am proud to have these
Arkansans help the people of Jolom
Ijix and Zapotal along the path to-
wards long-lasting growth.

These 12 men and the many other
volunteers from electric co-ops in Ar-
kansas have traveled to Guatemala for
rural electrification projects in recent
years. Their compassion and spirit rep-
resent the best of our State. As a result
of their efforts, the residents of these
Guatemalan communities will see an
immeasurable improvement in their
quality of life. These volunteers, like
others before them, have created a
lasting impact on regions that need
help the most.e

————
NATIVE AMERICAN CODE TALKERS

e Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I wish to
recognize four American heroes who
exemplify the best Montana has to
offer: Samson Birdinground, Cyril Not
Afraid, Barney Old Coyote and Henry
0ld Coyote.

These men selflessly served our coun-
try during World War II by offering up
the Apsaalooké Crow, language as part
of a mnational ‘‘code-talk’ program.
This program used the unique style of
several Native American languages to
transmit and receive military intel-
ligence, providing crucial communica-
tion to forces overseas.

These four brave gentlemen sac-
rificed much to defend their homeland
during the war. Using skilled knowl-
edge of the Apsaalooké; tongue, they
worked closely with American defense
forces. The beautiful complexity of the
Crow language allowed it to be proc-
essed without fear of enemy breach,
leading the program to successfully
save countless lives.

All four heroes were recently award-
ed Congress’ most prestigious honor:
the Congressional Gold Medal. Their
families will ceremoniously accept the
medals on behalf of their forefathers
this week.

Apsaalooké, or Crow, Nation has a
rich heritage of members going above
and beyond the call of duty, and these
men are decidedly no exception. We
Montanans are proud of our diverse
heritage, and it is truly an honor to
celebrate individuals who so humbly
embody the spirit of patriotism.e

———
RECOGNIZING DR. PAUL HOMMERT

e Mr. HEINRICH. Mr. President, I wish
to recognize Dr. Paul Hommert on his
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retirement. I have had the pleasure of
working with Paul on a number of oc-
casions during his tenure with Sandia
National Laboratories. I greatly appre-
ciate and respect his professionalism,
knowledge, and dedication as the direc-
tor of Sandia National Laboratories
and president of Sandia Corporation.
Paul has given a great deal to this Na-
tion and to its defense. The importance
of his work directly involves the com-
plex threats facing our country focus-
ing on national security and tech-
nology innovation.

Paul began his career with Sandia as
a member of the technical staff in 1976
and then gradually moved to positions
of increased responsibility in a broad
range of programs and management as-
signments. He initially led programs
supporting energy research, and from
the mid- to late-1990s, he was director
of engineering sciences. Later in his
career, Dr. Hommert became the Direc-
tor of Research and Applied Science at
the Atomic Weapons Establishment in
the United Kingdom, where he led the
science and engineering organization
responsible for the United Kingdom’s
nuclear deterrent. From 2003 to 2006,
Dr. Hommert led the Applied Physics
Division at Los Alamos National Lab-
oratory. The division was responsible
for nuclear weapon design and assess-
ment, weapon performance code devel-
opment, and weapon science support.
Dr. Hommert returned to Sandia to be-
come vice president of Sandia’s Cali-
fornia site, a position he held until
2009, when he transitioned to Sandia’s
main site in Albuquerque to become
Executive Vice President and Deputy
Laboratories Director for the Nuclear
Weapons Program. In July 2010, Dr.
Hommert became the Director of
Sandia National Laboratories and
President of Sandia Corporation.

Throughout his distinguished career,
Paul has received numerous awards,
such as the Outstanding Alumnus
Award for Professional Excellence from
Purdue’s School of Mechanical Engi-
neering, and a Distinguished Engineer-
ing Alumni Award from Purdue’s Col-
lege of Engineering. In addition, Dr.
Hommert was named Laboratory Di-
rector of the Year in 2013 by the Fed-
eral Laboratory Consortium for his
support of Sandia’s technology transfer
activities. This award recognizes fed-
eral laboratories and their industry
partners for outstanding technology
transfer efforts and has become one of
the most prestigious honors in tech-
nology transfer. Paul has represented
our country with integrity and honor,
and it is my privilege to thank him for
his contribution to our nation’s secu-
rity. I wish him best of luck, continued
happiness, and offer my congratula-
tions on his retirement.e

———

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages from the President of the
United States were communicated to
the Senate by Mr. Pate, one of his sec-
retaries.
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EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

As in executive session the Presiding
Officer laid before the Senate messages
from the President of the TUnited
States submitting sundry nominations
which were referred to the appropriate
committees.

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

———

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

At 3:02 p.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. 160. An act to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to repeal the
excise tax on medical devices.

——————

MEASURES READ THE FIRST TIME

The following bill was read the first
time:

H.R. 160. An act to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to repeal the excise tax
on medical devices.

———

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-1973. 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 ‘‘Sethoxydim; Pesticide Tolerances’
(FRL No. 9928-20) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on June 12, 2015; to the
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and
Forestry.

EC-1974. 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 ‘‘Di-n-butyl carbonate; Exemption
from the Requirement of a Tolerance’ (FRL
No. 9928-63-OCSPP) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on June 12, 2015; to the
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and
Forestry.

EC-1975. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator, Rural Housing Service, Depart-
ment of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Reserve
Account’” (RIN0575-AC99) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the
President of the Senate on June 12, 2015; to
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition,
and Forestry.

EC-1976. A communication from the Acting
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and
Readiness), transmitting a report on the ap-
proved retirement of Vice Admiral Michael
J. Connor, United States Navy, and his ad-
vancement to the grade of vice admiral on
the retired list; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

EC-1977. A communication from the Assist-
ant Director, Senior Executive Management
Office, Department of Defense, transmitting,
pursuant to law, a report relative to a va-
cancy in the position of Under Secretary of
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Defense (Legislative Affairs), Department of
Defense, received during adjournment of the
Senate in the Office of the President of the
Senate on June 12, 2015; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

EC-1978. A communication from the Assist-
ant Director, Senior Executive Management
Office, Department of Defense, transmitting,
pursuant to law, a report relative to a va-
cancy in the position of Deputy Chief Man-
agement Officer, Department of Defense, re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in
the Office of the President of the Senate on
June 12, 2015; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

EC-1979. 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 rear admiral or rear admiral
(lower half), as indicated, in accordance with
title 10, United States Code, section 777; to
the Committee on Armed Services.

EC-1980. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a six-month periodic report relative to
the national emergency that was originally
declared in Executive Order 12938 of Novem-
ber 14, 1994; to the Committee on Banking,
Housing, and Urban Affairs.

EC-1981. 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 ‘“‘Approval and Promulgation of Imple-
mentation Plans; South Carolina; Charlotte-
Rock Hill; Base Year Emissions Inventory
and Emissions Statements Requirements for
the 2008 8-Hour Ozone Standard” (FRL No.
9928-88-Region 4) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on June 12, 2015; to the
Committee on Environment and Public
Works.

EC-1982. 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 ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Imple-
mentation Plans; Revision to the New York
State Implementation Plan for Carbon Mon-
oxide” (FRL No. 9929-11-Region 2) received
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on June
12, 2015; to the Committee on Environment
and Public Works.

EC-1983. 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 ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air
Quality Implementation Plans; Pennsyl-
vania; Update of the Motor Vehicle Emis-
sions Budgets and General Conformity Budg-
ets for the Scranton/Wilkes-Barre 1997 8-
Hour Ozone National Ambient Air Quality
Standard Maintenance Area’ (FRL No. 9929-
07-Region 3) received during adjournment of
the Senate in the Office of the President of
the Senate on June 12, 2015; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works.

EC-1984. A communication from the Chair
of the Medicaid and CHIP Payment and Ac-
cess Commission, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report entitled ‘‘Report to Congress on
Medicaid and CHIP” to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

EC-1985. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 15-017); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-1986. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the
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Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 15-024); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-1987. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 15-026); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-1988. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to sections 36(c) and
36(d) of the Arms Export Control Act (DDTC
15-047); to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions.

EC-1989. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 15-056); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-1990. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to section 36(d) of the
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 15-030); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-1991. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 15-038); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-1992. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 15-037); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-1993. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 15-042); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-1994. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 14-149); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-1995. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to section 36(c) of the
Arms Export Control Act (DDTC 15-033); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

EC-1996. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Defense, transmitting a report on
the approved retirement of Admiral James
A. Winnefeld, Jr., United States Navy, and
his advancement to the grade of admiral on
the retired list; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

EC-1997. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense (Legislative Af-
fairs), transmitting proposed legislation en-
titled ‘‘Modernization of Military Retire-
ment System’’; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

EC-1998. A communication from the Coun-
sel, Legal Division, Bureau of Consumer Fi-
nancial Protection, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Inte-
grated Mortgage Disclosures Under the Real
Estate Settlement Procedures Act (Regula-
tion X) and the Truth in Lending Act (Regu-
lation Z)” (RIN3170-AA19) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on June
17, 2015; to the Committee on Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs.

EC-1999. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Export Administration,
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Imple-
mentation of the Australia Group (AG) No-
vember 2013 Intersessional Decisions”
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(RIN0694-AG45) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on June 17, 2015; to
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs.

EC-2000. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Appraisal Subcommittee, Federal
Financial Institutions Examination Council,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the Appraisal
Subcommittee’s 2014 Annual Report; to the
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban
Affairs.

EC-2001. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works),
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on
the feasibility study that was undertaken to
document the development of a project for
navigation of Portsmouth Harbor and
Piscataqua River, Maine and New Hamp-
shire; to the Committee on Environment and
Public Works.

EC-2002. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Regulations and Reports Clear-
ance, Social Security Administration, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule
entitled ‘‘Sixty-Month Period of Employ-
ment Requirement for Government Pension
Offset Exemption’ (RIN0960-AGbH0) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on June 17, 2015; to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

EC-2003. A communication from the Dep-
uty Director, Office of Documents and Regu-
latory Management, Department of Health
and Human Services, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘“Re-
moval of Obsolete Provisions’ (45 CFR Part
1) received in the Office of the President of
the Senate on June 17, 2015; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and
Pensions.

EC-2004. A communication from the Dep-
uty Director, Centers for Medicare and Med-
icaid Services, Department of Health and
Human Services, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Summary
of Benefits and Coverage and Uniform Glos-
sary’’ ((RIN0938-AS54) (CMS-9938-F)) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on June 15, 2015; to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions.

EC-2005. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Employee Benefits Security
Administration, Department of Labor, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule
entitled ‘“‘Summary of Benefits and Coverage
and Uniform Glossary’” (RIN1210-AB69) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on June 15, 2015; to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions.

EC-2006. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Regulations and Policy Management
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De-
partment of Health and Human Services,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Listing of Color Additives
Exempt from Certification; Mica-Based
Pearlescent Pigments’” (Docket Nos. FDA-
2014-C-1616 and FDA-2015-C-0245) received
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on June
12, 2015; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions.

EC-2007. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Legislation, Department of
Health and Human Services, transmitting,
pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘‘Fiscal
Year 2012 Annual Progress Report on the
C.W. Bill Young Cell Transplantation Pro-
gram and National Cord Blood Inventory
Program’’; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions.

EC-2008. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Legislation, Department of
Health and Human Services, transmitting,
pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘‘Fiscal
Year 2013 Annual Progress Report on the
C.W. Bill Young Cell Transplantation Pro-
gram and National Cord Blood Inventory
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Program’’; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions.

EC-2009. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the Semi-Annual Report of the
Inspector General for the period from Octo-
ber 1, 2014 through March 31, 2015 and the
Semi-Annual Report of the Treasury Inspec-
tor General for Tax Administration (TIGTA);
to the Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs.

EC-2010. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Management and Budget, Exec-
utive Office of the President, transmitting,
pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘2014 Re-
port to Congress on the Benefits and Costs of
Federal Regulations and Unfunded Mandates
on State, Local, and Tribal Entities”’; to the
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs.

EC-2011. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator, Environmental Protection
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
Department’s Semiannual Report from the
Office of the Inspector General for the period
from October 1, 2014 through March 31, 2015
and a report entitled ‘‘Compendium of
Unimplemented Recommendations’; to the
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs.

EC-2012. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Policy and Planning Analysis, Office of
Personnel Management, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Federal Employees Health Benefits Pro-
gram; Rate Setting for Community-Rated
Plans” (RIN3206-AN00) received in the Office
of the President of the Senate on June 15,
2015; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs.

EC-2013. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Recruitment and Hiring, Office of Per-
sonnel Management, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Des-
ignation of National Security Positions in
the Competitive Service, and Related Mat-
ters’” (RIN3206-AMT3) received in the Office
of the President of the Senate on June 15,
2015; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs.

EC-2014. A communication from the Execu-
tive Analyst (Political), Department of
Health and Human Services, transmitting,
pursuant to law, two (2) reports relative to
vacancies in the Department of Health and
Human Services, received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on June 17, 2015; to
the Committee on Indian Affairs.

EC-2015. A communication from the Acting
Director of Regulation Policy and Manage-
ment, Veterans Benefits Administration, De-
partment of Veterans Affairs, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Presumption of Herbicide Exposure and
Presumption of Disability During Service
For Reservists Presumed Exposed to Herbi-
cide” (RIN2900-AP43) received in the Office
of the President of the Senate on June 17,
2015; to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

EC-2016. A communication from the Acting
Director of Regulation Policy and Manage-
ment, Veterans Benefits Administration, De-
partment of Veterans Affairs, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Delegations of Authority: Office of Regula-
tion Policy and Management (ORPM)”
(RIN2900-AP47) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on June 17, 2015; to
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

EC-2017. A joint communication from the
Deputy Secretary of Veterans Affairs and
the Principal Deputy Under Secretary of De-
fense (Personnel and Readiness), transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘“Vet-
erans Affairs and Department of Defense
Joint Executive Committee Fiscal Year 2014
Annual Report”’; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs.
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EC-2018. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, Office of Sustainable Fisheries,
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Taking of Marine Mammals Incidental to
Commercial Fishing Operations; Atlantic
Large Whale Take Reduction Plan Regula-
tions” (RIN0648-BE83) received in the Office
of the President of the Senate on June 16,
2015; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-2019. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, Office of Sustainable Fisheries,
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“‘Fisheries of the Northeastern United
States; Small-Mesh Multispecies Specifica-
tions”’ (RIN0648-BES87) received in the Office
of the President of the Senate on June 17,
2015; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-2020. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator for Regulatory
Programs, Office of Sustainable Fisheries,
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Fisheries of the Northeastern United
States; Special Management Zones for Dela-
ware Artificial Reefs’” (RIN0648-BD42) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on June 17, 2015; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-2021. A communication from the Acting
Director, National Marine Fisheries Service,
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled
‘‘Atlantic Highly Migratory Species; Atlan-
tic Bluefin Tuna Fisheries” (RIN0648-XD973)
received in the Office of the President of the
Senate on June 17, 2015; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-2022. A communication from the Asso-
ciate General Counsel for General Law, De-
partment of Homeland Security, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to a
vacancy in the position of Assistant Sec-
retary/Administrator, Transportation Secu-
rity Administration, Department of Home-
land Security, received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on June 17, 2015; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-2023. A communication from the Chief
of Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica-
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Carriage of
Digital Television Broadcast Signals:
Amendment to Part 76 of the Commission’s
Rules” (CS Docket No. 98-120, FCC 15-65) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on June 17, 2015; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-2024. A communication from the Acting
Director, National Marine Fisheries Service,
Department of Commerce, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled
‘“‘Fisheries of the Caribbean, Gulf of Mexico,
and South Atlantic; 2015 Commercial Ac-
countability Measure and Closure for South
Atlantic Gray Triggerfish” (RIN0648-XD901)
received during adjournment of the Senate
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on June 12, 2015; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-2025. A communication from the Chief
of Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica-
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Amend-
ment to the Commission’s Rules Concerning
Effective Competition” (MB Docket No. 15—
53, FCC 15-62) received during adjournment
of the Senate in the Office of the President
of the Senate on June 12, 2015; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

The following petition or memorial
was laid before the Senate and was re-
ferred or ordered to lie on the table as
indicated:

POM-44. A joint resolution adopted by the
Legislature of the State of Nevada urging
the United States Congress to enact legisla-
tion allowing individual states to establish
daylight saving time as the standard time in
their respective states throughout the cal-
endar year; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

ASSEMBLY JOINT RESOLUTION No. 4

Whereas, When Congress enacted The
Emergency Daylight Saving Time Energy
Conservation Act of 1973 (Pub. L. No. 93-182,
87 Stat. 707), it included in its findings and
declarations of policy that ‘‘various studies
of governmental and nongovernmental agen-
cies indicate that year-round daylight saving
time would produce an energy saving in elec-
trical power consumption’’; and

Whereas, Congress also found and declared
that ‘‘the use of year-round daylight saving
time could have other beneficial effects on
the public interest, including the reduction
of crime, improved traffic safety, more day-
light outdoor playtime for children and
youth of our Nation, [and] greater utiliza-
tion of parks and recreation areas’’; and

Whereas, Congress also found and declared
that the use of year-round daylight saving
time could result in ‘‘expanded economic op-
portunity through extension of daylight
hours to peak shopping hours and through
extension of domestic office hours to periods
of greater overlap with the European Eco-
nomic Community’’; now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Assembly and Senate of the
State of Nevada, Jointly, That the Nevada
Legislature urges the members of Congress
to enact appropriate legislation to give indi-
vidual states the option of establishing day-
light saving time as the standard time in
their respective states throughout the cal-
endar year; and be it further

Resolved, That the Chief Clerk of the As-
sembly prepare and transmit a copy of this
resolution to the Vice President of the
United States as the presiding officer of the
United States Senate, the Speaker of the
House of Representatives and each member
of the Nevada Congressional Delegation; and
be it further

Resolved, That this resolution becomes ef-
fective upon passage.

——————

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Mr. INHOFE, from the Committee on
Environment and Public Works, with an
amendment:

S. 544. A Dbill to prohibit the Environmental
Protection Agency from proposing, final-
izing, or disseminating regulations or assess-
ments based upon science that is not trans-
parent or reproducible (Rept. No. 114-69).

————

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. SESSIONS (for himself, Mr.
COTTON, Mr. PERDUE, Mr. VITTER, and
Mr. INHOFE):

S. 1640. A bill to amend the Immigration

and Nationality Act to improve immigration
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law enforcement within the interior of the
United States, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.
By Ms. BALDWIN (for herself, Mrs.
CAPITO, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BROWN,
Ms. HIRONO, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. KAINE,
Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. MARKEY, Mr.
MORAN, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. SANDERS,
and Mr. TESTER):

S. 1641. A bill to improve the use by the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs of opioids in
treating veterans, to improve patient advo-
cacy by the Department, and to expand
availability of complementary and integra-
tive health, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

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

S. 1642. A bill to reduce Federal, State, and
local costs of providing high-quality drink-
ing water to millions of people in the United
States residing in rural communities by fa-
cilitating greater use of cost-effective alter-
native systems, including well water sys-
tems, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works.

————

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND
SENATE RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. CASEY (for himself, Mr. RUBIO,
and Mr. WYDEN):

S. Res. 207. A resolution recognizing
threats to freedom of the press and expres-
sion around the world and reaffirming free-
dom of the press as a priority in efforts of
the United States Government to promote
democracy and good governance; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations.

By Mr. BURR (for himself, Mrs. MUR-
RAY, and Mr. BLUMENTHAL):

S. Con. Res. 18. A concurrent resolution
recongizing the daisy as the flower for mili-
tary caregivers; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs.

——————

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S. 33
At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the
name of the Senator from Louisiana
(Mr. VITTER) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 33, a bill to provide certainty with
respect to the timing of Department of
Energy decisions to approve or deny
applications to export natural gas, and
for other purposes.
S. 299
At the request of Mr. FLAKE, the
names of the Senator from New York
(Mr. SCHUMER) and the Senator from
New York (Mrs. GILLIBRAND) were
added as cosponsors of S. 299, a bill to
allow travel between the United States
and Cuba.
S. 313
At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the
name of the Senator from Colorado
(Mr. GARDNER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 313, a bill to amend title XVIII
of the Social Security Act to add phys-
ical therapists to the list of providers
allowed to utilize locum tenens ar-
rangements under Medicare.
S. 497
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the
name of the Senator from New Mexico
(Mr. UpALL) was added as a cosponsor
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of S. 497, a bill to allow Americans to
earn paid sick time so that they can
address their own health needs and the
health needs of their families.
S. 578
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr.
KIRK) was added as a cosponsor of S.
578, a bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to ensure more
timely access to home health services
for Medicare beneficiaries under the
Medicare program.
S. 800
At the request of Mr. ISAKSON, his
name was added as a cosponsor of S.
800, a bill to improve, coordinate, and
enhance rehabilitation research at the
National Institutes of Health.
S. 804
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the
name of the Senator from Alaska (Ms.
MURKOWSKI) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 804, a bill to amend title XVIII of
the Social Security Act to specify cov-
erage of continuous glucose monitoring
devices, and for other purposes.
S. 843
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the
names of the Senator from New York
(Mr. SCHUMER) and the Senator from
Michigan (Ms. STABENOW) were added
as cosponsors of S. 843, a bill to amend
title XVIII of the Social Security Act
to count a period of receipt of out-
patient observation services in a hos-
pital toward satisfying the 3-day inpa-
tient hospital requirement for coverage
of skilled nursing facility services
under Medicare.
S. 901
At the request of Mr. MORAN, the
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr.
ROBERTS) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 901, a bill to establish in the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs a national
center for research on the diagnosis
and treatment of health conditions of
the descendants of veterans exposed to
toxic substances during service in the
Armed Forces that are related to that
exposure, to establish an advisory
board on such health conditions, and
for other purposes.
S. 928
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND,
the name of the Senator from Idaho
(Mr. RI1sCcH) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 928, a bill to reauthorize the World
Trade Center Health Program and the
September 11th Victim Compensation
Fund of 2001, and for other purposes.
S. 968
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND,
the names of the Senator from Maine
(Mr. KING), the Senator from New York
(Mr. SCHUMER) and the Senator from
Massachusetts (Mr. MARKEY) were
added as cosponsors of S. 968, a bill to
require the Commissioner of Social Se-
curity to revise the medical and eval-
uation criteria for determining dis-
ability in a person diagnosed with Hun-
tington’s Disease and to waive the 24-
month waiting period for Medicare eli-
gibility for individuals disabled by
Huntington’s Disease.
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S. 1040
At the request of Mr. HELLER, the
name of the Senator from Arkansas
(Mr. BOOzZMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1040, a bill to direct the Con-
sumer Product Safety Commission and
the National Academy of Sciences to
study the vehicle handling require-
ments proposed by the Commission for
recreational off-highway vehicles and
to prohibit the adoption of any such re-
quirements until the completion of the
study, and for other purposes.
S. 1135
At the request of Mrs. MCCASKILL,
the name of the Senator from Kansas
(Mr. MORAN) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1135, a bill to amend title XVIII of
the Social Security Act to provide for
fairness in hospital payments under
the Medicare program.
S. 1149
At the request of Mr. VITTER, the
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr.
KIrRK) was added as a cosponsor of S.
1149, a bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to require report-
ing of certain data by providers and
suppliers of air ambulance services for
purposes of reforming reimbursements
for such services under the Medicare
program, and for other purposes.
S. 1190
At the request of Mrs. CAPITO, the
name of the Senator from Mississippi
(Mr. WICKER) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1190, a bill to amend title XVIII of
the Social Security Act to ensure equal
access of Medicare beneficiaries to
community pharmacies in underserved
areas as network pharmacies under
Medicare prescription drug coverage,
and for other purposes.
S. 1212
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the
name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. HOEVEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1212, a bill to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 and the
Small Business Act to expand the
availability of employee stock owner-
ship plans in S corporations, and for
other purposes.
S. 1347
At the request of Mr. ISAKSON, the
name of the Senator from Tennessee
(Mr. ALEXANDER) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1347, a bill to amend title
XVIII of the Social Security Act with
respect to the treatment of patient en-
counters in ambulatory surgical cen-
ters in determining meaningful EHR
use, and for other purposes.
S. 1362
At the request of Mr. CARPER, the
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr.
ROBERTS) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 1362, a bill to amend title XI of the
Social Security Act to clarify waiver
authority regarding programs of all-in-
clusive care for the elderly (PACE pro-
grams).
S. 1427
At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
PORTMAN) was added as a cosponsor of
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S. 1427, a bill to amend title XVIII of
the Social Security Act to facilitate
increased coordination and alignment
between the public and private sector
with respect to quality and efficiency
measures.

S. 1509

At the request of Mr. CARPER, the
names of the Senator from Illinois (Mr.
KIRK) and the Senator from Minnesota
(Ms. KL.LOBUCHAR) were added as cospon-
sors of S. 1509, a bill to amend title
XVIII of the Social Security Act to
provide for the coordination of pro-
grams to prevent and treat obesity,
and for other purposes.

S. 1512

At the request of Mr. CASEY, the
names of the Senator from Vermont
(Mr. SANDERS) and the Senator from
Rhode Island (Mr. REED) were added as
cosponsors of S. 1512, a bill to elimi-
nate discrimination and promote wom-
en’s health and economic security by
ensuring reasonable workplace accom-
modations for workers whose ability to
perform the functions of a job are lim-
ited by pregnancy, childbirth, or a re-
lated medical condition.

S. 1538

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the
name of the Senator from Maryland
(Mr. CARDIN) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1538, a bill to reform the financing
of Senate elections, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 1544

At the request of Mr. FLAKE, the
name of the Senator from Missouri
(Mrs. McCASKILL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1544, a bill to rescind un-
used earmarks provided for the Depart-
ment of Transportation, and for other
purposes.

S. RES. 200

At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the
names of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms.
HIrRONO), the Senator from Vermont
(Mr. LEAHY), the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. MARKEY) and the Senator
from Rhode Island (Mr. WHITEHOUSE)
were added as cosponsors of S. Res. 200,
a resolution wishing His Holiness the
14th Dalai Lama a happy 80th birthday
on July 6, 2015, and recognizing the
outstanding contributions His Holiness
has made to the promotion of non-
violence, human rights, interfaith dia-
logue, environmental awareness, and
democracy.

S. RES. 204

At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the
name of the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. MURPHY) was added as a cosponsor
of S. Res. 204, a resolution recognizing
June 20, 2015 as ‘“World Refugee Day’’.
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SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 207—RECOG-
NIZING THREATS TO FREEDOM
OF THE PRESS AND EXPRESSION
AROUND THE WORLD AND RE-
AFFIRMING FREEDOM OF THE
PRESS AS A PRIORITY IN EF-
FORTS OF THE UNITED STATES
GOVERNMENT TO PROMOTE DE-
MOCRACY AND GOOD GOVERN-
ANCE

Mr. CASEY (for himself, Mr. RUBIO,
and Mr. WYDEN) submitted the fol-
lowing resolution; which was referred
to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions:

S. REs. 207

Whereas Article 19 of the United Nations
Universal Declaration of Human Rights,
adopted at Paris December 10, 1948, states
that ‘‘everyone has the right to freedom of
opinion and expression; this right includes
freedom to hold opinions without inter-
ference and to seek, receive, and impart in-
formation and ideas through any media and
regardless of frontiers”’;

Whereas, in 1993, the United Nations Gen-
eral Assembly proclaimed May 3 of each year
as ‘“World Press Freedom Day’ to celebrate
the fundamental principles of freedom of the
press, to evaluate freedom of the press
around the world, to defend the media from
attacks on its independence, and to pay trib-
ute to journalists who have lost their lives in
the exercise of their profession;

Whereas, on December 18, 2013, the United
Nations General Assembly adopted a resolu-
tion (A/RES/68/163) on the safety of journal-
ists and the issue of impunity, which un-
equivocally condemns all attacks and vio-
lence against journalists and media workers,
including torture, extrajudicial killings, en-
forced disappearances, arbitrary detention,
and intimidation and harassment in both
conflict and non-conflict situations;

Whereas 2015 is the 22nd anniversary of
World Press Freedom Day, which focuses on
the theme ‘“‘Let Journalism Thrive! Towards
Better Reporting, Gender Equality, and
Media Safety in the Digital Age’’;

Whereas the 2015 World Press Freedom
prize was awarded to Syrian journalist and
human rights activist Mazen Darwish, who
remains imprisoned by the Assad regime;

Whereas the Daniel Pearl Freedom of the
Press Act of 2009 (Public Law 111-166; 22
U.S.C. 2151 note), which was passed by unani-
mous consent in the Senate and signed into
law by President Barack Obama in 2010, ex-
panded the examination of freedom of the
press around the world in the annual human
rights report of the Department of State;

Whereas, according to Freedom House,
only approximately 14 percent of the world’s
inhabitants—or one in seven people—live in
countries with a press ranked as ‘‘Free’ by
Freedom House;

Whereas, according to Reporters Without
Borders, 69 journalists and 19 citizen journal-
ists were killed in 2014 in connection with
their collection and dissemination of news
and information;

Whereas, according to the Committee to
Protect Journalists, the 3 deadliest countries
for journalists on assignment in 2014 were
Syria, Ukraine, and Iraq;

Whereas, according to the Committee to
Protect Journalists, more than 40 percent of
the journalists killed in 2014 were targeted
for murder and 31 percent of journalists mur-
dered reported receiving threats first;

Whereas, according to the Committee to
Protect Journalists, 650 journalists have
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been killed between 1992 and April 2015 with-
out the perpetrators of such crimes facing
punishment;

Whereas, according to the Committee to
Protect Journalists, the 5 countries with the
highest number of journalist murders that
go unpunished, measured from 2004 to 2014,
are Iraq, Somalia, the Philippines, Sri
Lanka, and Syria;

Whereas, according to Reporters Without
Borders, 853 journalists and 122 citizen jour-
nalists were arrested in 2014;

Whereas, according to the Committee to
Protect Journalists, 221 journalists world-
wide were in prison as of December 1, 2014;

Whereas, according to Reporters Without
Borders, the 5 countries with the highest
number of journalists in prison as of Decem-
ber 8, 2014 were China, Eritrea, Iran, Egypt,
and Syria;

Whereas, according to Reporters Without
Borders’ 2015 World Press Freedom Index,
Eritrea, North Korea, Turkmenistan, Syria,
and China ranked lowest according to a
range of criteria that include ‘‘media plu-
ralism and independence, respect for the
safety and freedom of journalists, and the
legislative, institutional and infrastructural
environment in which the media operate’’;

Whereas, according to the Committee to
Protect Journalists, in 2014 Syria was the
world’s deadliest country for journalists for
the third year in a row;

Whereas, according to the International
Federation of Journalists, more than 40 jour-
nalists and media staff have been Kkilled
since January 2015;

Whereas, according to Reporters Without
Borders, the Government of the Russian Fed-
eration continued to intensify its pressure
on the media to bring independent news out-
lets under control or be throttled out of ex-
istence;

Whereas Freedom House has cited a dete-
riorating environment for internet freedom
around the world and ranked Iran, Syria,
China, Cuba, and Ethiopia as ‘“Not Free’’ and
having the worst obstacles to access, limits
on content, and violations of user rights
among the 65 countries and territories rated
by Freedom House in 2014;

Whereas freedom of the press is absolutely
essential to the creation and maintenance of
free and open societies and a key component
of democratic governance, the activism of
civil society, and socioeconomic develop-
ment; and

Whereas freedom of the press enhances
public accountability, transparency, and par-
ticipation: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) commemorates World Press Freedom
Day by commending journalists like Mazen
Darwish and others around the world for the
vital role they play in supporting open and
democratic societies, promoting government
accountability, and strengthening civil soci-
ety;

(2) expresses concern about the threats to
freedom of the press and expression around
the world, and pays tribute to journalists
who have lost their lives carrying out their
work;

(3) pays tribute to the journalists who have
lost their lives carrying out their work;

(4) calls on governments abroad to imple-
ment United Nations General Assembly Res-
olution (A/RES/68/163), by thoroughly inves-
tigating and seeking to resolve outstanding
cases of violence against journalists, includ-
ing murders and kidnappings, while ensuring
the protection of witnesses;

(5) condemns all actions around the world
that suppress freedom of the press, includ-
ing: the brutal murders of journalists by the
terrorist group ISIS, violent attacks against
media outlets like the French satirical mag-
azine Charlie Hebdo, and Kkidnappings of
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journalists and media workers in eastern
Ukraine by pro-Russian militant groups;

(6) reaffirms the centrality of freedom of
the press to efforts by the United States
Government to support democracy, mitigate
conflict, and promote good governance do-
mestically and around the world; and

(7) calls on the President and the Secretary
of State—

(A) to improve the means by which the
United States Government rapidly identifies,
publicizes, and responds to threats against
freedom of the press around the world;

(B) to urge foreign governments to trans-
parently investigate and bring to justice the
perpetrators of attacks against journalists;
and

(C) to highlight the issue of threats against
freedom of the press year-round.

———

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION 18—RECOGNIZING THE
DAISY AS THE FLOWER FOR
MILITARY CAREGIVERS

Mr. BURR (for himself, Mrs. MURRAY,
and Mr. BLUMENTHAL) submitted the
following concurrent resolution; which
was referred to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs:

S. CoN. REs. 18

Whereas military caregivers are nameless,
courageous, giving individuals whose deter-
mination and sacrifices are rarely acknowl-
edged and little-known outside of the mili-
tary community;

Whereas a military caregiver provides
medical care to a member of the uniformed
services or veteran who suffers from a phys-
ical, mental, or emotional wound or injury;

Whereas a military caregiver is a father,
mother, spouse, sibling, family member, or
loved one of an injured member of the uni-
formed services or veteran;

Whereas since the first armed conflict of
the United States, injured veterans have
been cared for by family members and loved
ones after returning home from combat;

Whereas since the Revolutionary War,
military caregivers in the United States
have tended to injured veterans as the vet-
erans have recovered from seen and unseen
wounds from combat operations;

Whereas military caregivers have shown
time and time again, regardless of the con-
flict, that caring for those who return home
is a part of the character of the United
States;

Whereas many of the members of the uni-
formed services and veterans who served in
Operation Enduring Freedom or Operation
Iraqi Freedom—

(1) suffered wounds or injuries; and

(2) require assistance from a caregiver to
complete either activities of daily living
such as bathing, dressing, and feeding, or in-
strumental activities such as transportation,
meal preparation, and health management;

Whereas, according to a study of military
caregivers conducted by the RAND Corpora-
tion, as many as 1,000,000 spouses, parents,
and children of veterans have served or are
currently serving as caregivers to veterans
who served in Operation Enduring Freedom
or Operation Iraqi Freedom;

Whereas section 1672 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008
(10 U.S.C. 1071 note; 122 Stat. 481) introduced
an expansion of medical care available to
family caregivers;

Whereas the Caregivers and Veterans Om-
nibus Health Services Act of 2010 (Public
Law 111-163; 124 Stat. 1130) facilitated a new
program for access to health insurance, men-
tal health services, caregiver training, and
respite care by family caregivers of veterans
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who served in Operation Enduring Freedom
or Operation Iraqi Freedom;

Whereas the love and loyalty of military
caregivers—

(1) endures through the hardships of ex-
tended hospital stays, multiple surgeries,
and lifetimes of care; and

(2) helps create a fresh start that is hopeful
even during difficult times;

Whereas the daisy is a flower that symbol-
izes both—

(1) loyalty to love; and

(2) new beginnings; and

Whereas there is no more appropriate rep-
resentation of the devotion and determina-
tion to overcome obstacles shown every day
by military caregivers than the daisy: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That Congress—

(1) honors military caregivers for service
and sacrifice to the United States;

(2) encourages the people of the United
States—

(A) to show support to military families;
and

(B) to recognize the sacrifices endured by
those families in service to the United
States; and

(3) recognizes the daisy as the flower for
military caregivers.

————

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 2070. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed to
amendment SA 2065 proposed by Mr. McCON-
NELL (for himself and Mr. HATCH) to the bill
H.R. 1295, to extend the African Growth and
Opportunity Act, the Generalized System of
Preferences, the preferential duty treatment
program for Haiti, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2071. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 2146, to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to allow Federal law
enforcement officers, firefighters, and air
traffic controllers to make penalty-free
withdrawals from governmental plans after
age 50, and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 2072. Mr. McCAIN (for himself and Ms.
AYOTTE) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2146,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2073. Mr. BROWN (for himself and Ms.
WARREN) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 2146,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 2074. Ms. WARREN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by her
to the bill H.R. 2146, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

SA 2075. Mr. PORTMAN (for himself and
Ms. STABENOW) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R.
2146, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 2076. Mr. MCcCCONNELL (for Mr.
BLUMENTHAL) proposed an amendment to the
bill H.R. 91, to amend title 38, United States
Code, to direct the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs to issue, upon request, veteran identi-
fication cards to certain veterans.

———

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 2070. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
to amendment SA 2065 proposed by Mr.
MCCONNELL (for himself and Mr.
HATCH) to the bill H.R. 1295, to extend
the African Growth and Opportunity
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Act, the Generalized System of Pref-
erences, the preferential duty treat-
ment program for Haiti, and for other
purposes; which was ordered to lie on
the table; as follows:

At the end of title VII, add the following:
SEC. 7 . REPEAL OF DUPLICATIVE INSPEC-

TION AND GRADING PROGRAM.

(a) FOoOD, CONSERVATION, AND ENERGY ACT
OF 2008.—Effective June 18, 2008, section 11016
of the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of
2008 (Public Law 110-246; 122 Stat. 2130) is re-
pealed.

(b) AGRICULTURAL ACT OF 2014.—Effective
February 7, 2014, section 12106 of the Agricul-
tural Act of 2014 (Public Law 113-79; 128 Stat.
981) is repealed.

(c) APPLICATION.—The Federal Meat In-
spection Act (21 U.S.C. 601 et seq.) and the
Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C.
1621 et seq.) shall be applied and adminis-
tered as if the provisions of law struck by
this section had not been enacted.

SA 2071. Mrs. SHAHEEN submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by her to the bill H.R. 2146, to amend
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to
allow Federal law enforcement officers,
firefighters, and air traffic controllers
to make penalty-free withdrawals from
governmental plans after age 50, and
for other purposes; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . REPEAL OF DUPLICATIVE INSPEC-
TION AND GRADING PROGRAM.

(a) FoOoD, CONSERVATION, AND ENERGY ACT
OF 2008.—Effective June 18, 2008, section 11016
of the Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of
2008 (Public Law 110-246; 122 Stat. 2130) is re-
pealed.

(b) AGRICULTURAL ACT OF 2014.—Effective
February 7, 2014, section 12106 of the Agricul-
tural Act of 2014 (Public Law 113-79; 128 Stat.
981) is repealed.

(c) APPLICATION.—The Federal Meat In-
spection Act (21 U.S.C. 601 et seq.) and the
Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C.
1621 et seq.) shall be applied and adminis-
tered as if the provisions of law struck by
this section had not been enacted.

SA 2072. Mr. MCCAIN (for himself and
Ms. AYOTTE) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2146, to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to allow Federal
law enforcement officers, firefighters,
and air traffic controllers to make pen-
alty-free withdrawals from govern-
mental plans after age 50, and for other
purposes; which was ordered to lie on
the table; as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . REPEAL OF DUPLICATIVE PRO-
GRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Effective on the date of
enactment of the Food, Conservation, and
Energy Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 8701 et seq.), sec-
tion 11016 of that Act (Public Law 110-246; 122
Stat. 2130) and the amendments made by
that section are repealed.

(b) APPLICATION.—The Agricultural Mar-
keting Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C. 1621 et seq.) and
the Federal Meat Inspection Act (21 U.S.C.
601 et seq.) shall be applied and administered
as if section 11016 of the Food, Conservation,
and Energy Act of 2008 (Public Law 110-246;
122 Stat. 2130) and the amendments made by
that section had not been enacted.

SA 2073. Mr. BROWN (for himself and
Ms. WARREN) submitted an amendment
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intended to be proposed by him to the
bill H.R. 2146, to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to allow Federal
law enforcement officers, firefighters,
and air traffic controllers to make pen-
alty-free withdrawals from govern-
mental plans after age 50, and for other
purposes; which was ordered to lie on
the table; as follows:
At the end, add the following:

TITLE II—_TRADE ADJUSTMENT
ASSISTANCE

Subtitle A—Application of Provisions
Relating to Trade Adjustment Assistance
SEC. 201. APPLICATION OF PROVISIONS RELAT-
ING TO TRADE ADJUSTMENT ASSIST-

ANCE.

(a) REPEAL OF SNAPBACK.—Section 233 of
the Trade Adjustment Assistance Extension
Act of 2011 (Public Law 112-40; 125 Stat. 416)
is repealed.

(b) APPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN PROVI-
SIONS.—Except as otherwise provided in this
title, the provisions of chapters 2 through 6
of title II of the Trade Act of 1974, as in ef-
fect on December 31, 2013, and as amended by
this title, shall—

(1) take effect on the date of the enactment
of this Act; and

(2) apply to petitions for certification filed
under chapter 2, 3, or 6 of title II of the Trade
Act of 1974 on or after such date of enact-
ment.

(c) REFERENCES.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this title, whenever in this title an
amendment or repeal is expressed in terms of
an amendment to, or repeal of, a provision of
chapters 2 through 6 of title II of the Trade
Act of 1974, the reference shall be considered
to be made to a provision of any such chap-
ter, as in effect on December 31, 2013.

Subtitle B—Extension of Trade Adjustment
Assistance Program
SEC. 211. EXTENSION OF TERMINATION PROVI-
SIONS.

Section 285 of the Trade Act of 1974 (19
U.S.C. 2271 note) is amended by striking
¢2013” each place it appears and inserting
2020,

SEC. 212. TRAINING FUNDS.

Section 236(a)(2)(A) of the Trade Act of 1974
(19 U.S.C. 2296(a)(2)(A)) is amended—

(1) in clause (i), by striking ‘“‘and 2013’ and
inserting ‘‘through 2020’’; and

(2) in clause (ii), by striking ‘2013 each
place it appears and inserting ¢‘2020°.

SEC. 213. REEMPLOYMENT TRADE ADJUSTMENT
ASSISTANCE.

Section 246(b)(1) of the Trade Act of 1974 (19
U.S.C. 2318(b)(1)) is amended by striking
‘2013 and inserting ‘‘2020”’.

SEC. 214. AUTHORIZATIONS OF APPROPRIA-
TIONS.

(a) TRADE ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE FOR
WORKERS.—Section 245(a) of the Trade Act of
1974 (19 U.S.C. 2317(a)) is amended by striking
2013 and inserting ¢2020.

(b) TRADE ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE FOR
FIRMS.—Section 255(a) of the Trade Act of
1974 (19 U.S.C. 2345(a)) is amended—

(1) by striking ¢$16,000,000’ and inserting
¢‘$50,000,000"";

(2) by striking ‘‘and 2013 and inserting
“‘through 2020°’;

(3) by striking $4,000,000” and inserting
¢$6,250,000"’; and

(4) by striking ‘“‘October 1, 2013, and ending
on December 31, 2013’ and inserting ‘‘October
1, 2020, and ending on December 31, 2020°°.

(c) TRADE ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE FOR
COMMUNITIES.—Section 272(a) of the Trade
Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2372(a)) is amended by
striking ‘$40,000,000” and all that follows
through ‘‘December 31, 2010 and inserting
‘“‘such sums as may be necessary for each of
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the fiscal years 2015 through 2020 and for the
period beginning October 1, 2020, and ending
December 31, 2020"°.

(d) TRADE ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE FOR
FARMERS.—Section 298(a) of the Trade Act of
1974 (19 U.S.C. 2401g(a)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“and 2013 and inserting
‘‘through 2020’’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘October 1, 2013, and ending
on December 31, 2013’ and inserting ‘‘October
1, 2020, and ending on December 31, 2020"’.
SEC. 215. EXTENSION OF TRADE ADJUSTMENT AS-

SISTANCE TO PUBLIC AGENCY
WORKERS.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 247 of the Trade
Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2319) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (3)—

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A), by striking ‘“The” and inserting ‘‘Sub-
ject to section 222(d)(5), the’’; and

(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘or
service sector firm’ and inserting ‘‘, service
sector firm, or public agency’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(19) The term ‘public agency’ means a de-
partment or agency of a State or local gov-
ernment or of the Federal Government, or a
subdivision thereof.”.

(b) GROUP ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS.—
Section 222 of the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C.
2272) is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (c), (d),
and (e) as subsections (d), (e), and (f), respec-
tively;

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-
lowing:

‘“(c) ADVERSELY AFFECTED WORKERS IN
PUBLIC AGENCIES.—A group of workers in a
public agency shall be certified by the Sec-
retary as eligible to apply for adjustment as-
sistance under this chapter pursuant to a pe-
tition filed under section 221 if the Secretary
determines that—

‘(1) a significant number or proportion of
the workers in the public agency have be-
come totally or partially separated, or are
threatened to become totally or partially
separated;

‘“(2) the public agency has acquired from a
foreign country services like or directly
competitive with services which are supplied
by such agency; and

““(3) the acquisition of services described in
paragraph (2) contributed importantly to
such workers’ separation or threat of separa-
tion.”’;

(3) in subsection (d) (as redesignated), by
adding at the end the following:

‘“(6) REFERENCE TO FIRM.—For purposes of
subsections (a) and (b), the term ‘firm’ does
not include a public agency.”’; and

(4) in paragraph (2) of subsection (e) (as re-
designated), by striking ‘‘subsection (a) or
(b)” and inserting ‘‘subsection (a), (b), or
©)”.

SEC. 216. LIMITATIONS ON TRADE READJUST-
MENT ALLOWANCES.

(a) LIMITATIONS.—Section 233(a)(3) of the
Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2293(a)(3)) is
amended in the matter preceding subpara-
graph (A) by striking ‘65 additional weeks in
the 78-week period” and inserting ‘78 addi-
tional weeks in the 91-week period”.

(b) PAYMENT OF TRADE READJUSTMENT AL-
LOWANCES To COMPLETE TRAINING.—Section
233(f) of the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C.
2293(f)) is amended by striking ‘13 each
place it appears and inserting ‘‘26”°.

SEC. 217. JOB SEARCH AND RELOCATION ALLOW-
ANCES.

(a) JOB SEARCH ALLOWANCES.—Section 237
of the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2297) is
amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(1)—

(A) by striking ‘“Each State” and all that
follows through ‘‘an adversely affected work-
er” and inserting ‘““An adversely affected
worker’’; and
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(B) by striking and inserting
“may file’’;

(2) in subsection (b)—

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘not more
than 90 percent” and inserting ‘100 percent’’;
and

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking “$1,250”
and inserting *‘$1,500’; and

(3) in subsection (c¢), by striking ‘‘a State
may’’ and inserting ‘‘the Secretary shall”.

(b) RELOCATION ALLOWANCES.—Section 238
of the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2298) is
amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(1)—

(A) by striking ‘“‘Each State’ and all that
follows through ‘‘an adversely affected work-
er’” and inserting ‘‘An adversely affected
worker’’; and

(B) by striking
“may file’’; and

(2) in subsection (b)—

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘not more
than 90 percent” and inserting ‘100 percent’’;
and

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking $1,250”
and inserting ‘‘$1,500"".

SEC. 218. REEMPLOYMENT TRADE ADJUSTMENT
ASSISTANCE PROGRAM.

Section 246(a) of the Trade Act of 1974 (19
U.S.C. 2318(a)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (3)(B)—

(A) in clause (ii), by striking ‘“$50,000”° and
inserting <‘$55,000°’; and

(B) in clause (iii)(I1), by striking ‘‘and is not
enrolled” and inserting ‘‘whether or not the
worker is enrolled”’; and

(2) in paragraph (5), by striking $10,000”
each place it appears and inserting ‘“$12,000"".

Subtitle C—General Provisions
SEC. 221. APPLICABILITY OF TRADE ADJUST-
MENT ASSISTANCE PROVISIONS.

(a) TRADE ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE FOR
WORKERS.—

(1) PETITIONS FILED ON OR AFTER JANUARY 1,
2014, AND BEFORE DATE OF ENACTMENT.—

(A) CERTIFICATIONS OF WORKERS NOT CER-
TIFIED BEFORE DATE OF ENACTMENT.—

(i) CRITERIA IF A DETERMINATION HAS NOT
BEEN MADE.—If, as of the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Labor has
not made a determination with respect to
whether to certify a group of workers as eli-
gible to apply for adjustment assistance
under section 222 of the Trade Act of 1974
pursuant to a petition described in clause
(iii), the Secretary shall make that deter-
mination based on the requirements of sec-
tion 222 of the Trade Act of 1974, as in effect
on such date of enactment.

(i) RECONSIDERATION OF DENIALS OF CER-
TIFICATIONS.—If, before the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary made a de-
termination not to certify a group of work-
ers as eligible to apply for adjustment assist-
ance under section 222 of the Trade Act of
1974 pursuant to a petition described in
clause (iii), the Secretary shall—

(I) reconsider that determination; and

(IT) if the group of workers meets the re-
quirements of section 222 of the Trade Act of
1974, as in effect on such date of enactment,
certify the group of workers as eligible to
apply for adjustment assistance.

(iii) PETITION DESCRIBED.—A petition de-
scribed in this clause is a petition for a cer-
tification of eligibility for a group of work-
ers filed under section 221 of the Trade Act of
1974 on or after January 1, 2014, and before
the date of the enactment of this Act.

(B) ELIGIBILITY FOR BENEFITS.—

(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
clause (ii), a worker certified as eligible to
apply for adjustment assistance under sec-
tion 222 of the Trade Act of 1974 pursuant to
a petition described in subparagraph (A)(iii)
shall be eligible, on and after the date that
is 90 days after the date of the enactment of

“to file”

“‘to file” and inserting
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this Act, to receive benefits only under the
provisions of chapter 2 of title II of the Trade
Act of 1974, as in effect on such date of enact-
ment.

(ii) COMPUTATION OF MAXIMUM BENEFITS.—
Benefits received by a worker described in
clause (i) under chapter 2 of title II of the
Trade Act of 1974 before the date of the en-
actment of this Act shall be included in any
determination of the maximum benefits for
which the worker is eligible under the provi-
sions of chapter 2 of title II of the Trade Act
of 1974, as in effect on the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

(2) PETITIONS FILED BEFORE JANUARY 1,
2014.—A worker certified as eligible to apply
for adjustment assistance pursuant to a peti-
tion filed under section 221 of the Trade Act
of 1974 on or before December 31, 2013, shall
continue to be eligible to apply for and re-
ceive benefits under the provisions of chap-
ter 2 of title II of such Act, as in effect on
December 31, 2013.

(3) QUALIFYING SEPARATIONS WITH RESPECT
TO PETITIONS FILED WITHIN 90 DAYS OF DATE OF
ENACTMENT.—Section 223(b) of the Trade Act
of 1974, as in effect on the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, shall be applied and admin-
istered by substituting ‘‘before January 1,
2014 for ‘‘more than one year before the
date of the petition on which such certifi-
cation was granted’” for purposes of deter-
mining whether a worker is eligible to apply
for adjustment assistance pursuant to a peti-
tion filed under section 221 of the Trade Act
of 1974 on or after the date of the enactment
of this Act and on or before the date that is
90 days after such date of enactment.

(b) TRADE ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE FOR
FIRMS.—

(1) CERTIFICATION OF FIRMS NOT CERTIFIED
BEFORE DATE OF ENACTMENT.—

(A) CRITERIA IF A DETERMINATION HAS NOT
BEEN MADE.—If, as of the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Commerce
has not made a determination with respect
to whether to certify a firm as eligible to
apply for adjustment assistance under sec-
tion 251 of the Trade Act of 1974 pursuant to
a petition described in subparagraph (C), the
Secretary shall make that determination
based on the requirements of section 251 of
the Trade Act of 1974, as in effect on such
date of enactment.

(B) RECONSIDERATION OF DENIAL OF CERTAIN
PETITIONS.—If, before the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary made a de-
termination not to certify a firm as eligible
to apply for adjustment assistance under sec-
tion 251 of the Trade Act of 1974 pursuant to
a petition described in subparagraph (C), the
Secretary shall—

(i) reconsider that determination; and

(ii) if the firm meets the requirements of
section 251 of the Trade Act of 1974, as in ef-
fect on such date of enactment, certify the
firm as eligible to apply for adjustment as-
sistance.

(C) PETITION DESCRIBED.—A petition de-
scribed in this subparagraph is a petition for
a certification of eligibility filed by a firm or
its representative under section 251 of the
Trade Act of 1974 on or after January 1, 2014,
and before the date of the enactment of this
Act.

(2) CERTIFICATION OF FIRMS THAT DID NOT
SUBMIT PETITIONS BETWEEN JANUARY 1, 2014,
AND DATE OF ENACTMENT.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Com-
merce shall certify a firm described in sub-
paragraph (B) as eligible to apply for adjust-
ment assistance under section 251 of the
Trade Act of 1974, as in effect on the date of
the enactment of this Act, if the firm or its
representative files a petition for a certifi-
cation of eligibility under section 251 of the
Trade Act of 1974 not later than 90 days after
such date of enactment.
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(B) FIRM DESCRIBED.—A firm described in
this subparagraph is a firm that the Sec-
retary determines would have been certified
as eligible to apply for adjustment assist-
ance if—

(i) the firm or its representative had filed
a petition for a certification of eligibility
under section 251 of the Trade Act of 1974 on
a date during the period beginning on Janu-
ary 1, 2014, and ending on the day before the
date of the enactment of this Act; and

(ii) the provisions of chapter 3 of title II of
the Trade Act of 1974, as in effect on such
date of enactment, had been in effect on that
date during the period described in clause (i).
SEC. 222. SUNSET PROVISIONS.

(a) APPLICATION OF PRIOR LAW.—Subject to
subsection (b), beginning on January 1, 2021,
the provisions of chapters 2, 3, 5, and 6 of
title II of the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2271
et seq.), as in effect on January 1, 2014, shall
be in effect and apply, except that in apply-
ing and administering such chapters—

(1) paragraph (1) of section 231(c) of that
Act shall be applied and administered as if
subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C) of that para-
graph were not in effect;

(2) section 233 of that Act shall be applied
and administered—

(A) in subsection (a)—

(i) in paragraph (2), by substituting ‘104-
week period” for ‘‘104-week period’ and all
that follows through ‘‘130-week period)’’; and

(ii) in paragraph (3)—

(I) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A), by substituting ‘65’ for ‘‘562’’; and

(IT) by substituting ‘“78-week period’ for
‘‘62-week period’’ each place it appears; and

(B) by applying and administering sub-
section (g) as if it read as follows:

‘(g) PAYMENT OF TRADE READJUSTMENT AL-
LOWANCES TO COMPLETE TRAINING.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of this section,
in order to assist an adversely affected work-
er to complete training approved for the
worker under section 236 that leads to the
completion of a degree or industry-recog-
nized credential, payments may be made as
trade readjustment allowances for not more
than 13 weeks within such period of eligi-
bility as the Secretary may prescribe to ac-
count for a break in training or for justifi-
able cause that follows the last week for
which the worker is otherwise entitled to a
trade readjustment allowance under this
chapter if—

‘(1) payment of the trade readjustment al-
lowance for not more than 13 weeks is nec-
essary for the worker to complete the train-
ing;

‘(2) the worker participates in training in
each such week; and

‘“(3) the worker—

‘“(A) has substantially met the perform-
ance benchmarks established as part of the
training approved for the worker;

‘“(B) is expected to continue to make
progress toward the completion of the train-
ing; and

‘“(C) will complete the training during that
period of eligibility.”’;

(3) section 234 shall be applied and adminis-
tered as in effect on December 31, 2013;

(4) section 245(a) of that Act shall be ap-
plied and administered by substituting
£¢2021” for <2007’;

(b) section 246(b)(1) of that Act shall be ap-
plied and administered by substituting ‘‘De-
cember 31, 2021 for ‘‘the date that is 5
years’ and all that follows through ‘‘State’’;

(6) section 256(b) of that Act shall be ap-
plied and administered by substituting ‘‘the
1-year period beginning on January 1, 2021’
for ‘“‘each of fiscal years 2003 through 2007,
and $4,000,000 for the 3-month period begin-
ning on October 1, 2007°’;

(7) section 298(a) of that Act shall be ap-
plied and administered by substituting ‘‘the
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1-year period beginning on January 1, 2021’
for ‘‘each of the fiscal years’” and all that
follows through ‘‘October 1, 2007”’; and

(8) section 285 of that Act shall be applied
and administered—

(A) in subsection (a), by substituting
€¢2021”° for ‘2007’ each place it appears; and

(B) by applying and administering sub-
section (b) as if it read as follows:

““(b) OTHER ASSISTANCE.—

‘(1) ASSISTANCE FOR FIRMS.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
subparagraph (B), assistance may not be pro-
vided under chapter 3 after December 31,
2021.

‘““(B) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding sub-
paragraph (A), any assistance approved
under chapter 3 pursuant to a petition filed
under section 251 on or before December 31,
2021, may be provided—

‘(i) to the extent funds are available pur-
suant to such chapter for such purpose; and

‘‘(ii) to the extent the recipient of the as-
sistance is otherwise eligible to receive such
assistance.

¢(2) FARMERS.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
subparagraph (B), assistance may not be pro-
vided under chapter 6 after December 31,
2021.

‘“‘(B) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding sub-
paragraph (A), any assistance approved
under chapter 6 on or before December 31,
2021, may be provided—

‘(i) to the extent funds are available pur-
suant to such chapter for such purpose; and

‘‘(ii) to the extent the recipient of the as-
sistance is otherwise eligible to receive such
assistance.”.

(b) EXCEPTIONS.—The provisions of chap-
ters 2, 3, 5, and 6 of title II of the Trade Act
of 1974, as in effect on the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, shall continue to apply on
and after January 1, 2021, with respect to—

(1) workers certified as eligible for trade
adjustment assistance benefits under chapter
2 of title II of that Act pursuant to petitions
filed under section 221 of that Act before
January 1, 2021;

(2) firms certified as eligible for technical
assistance or grants under chapter 3 of title
II of that Act pursuant to petitions filed
under section 251 of that Act before January
1, 2021; and

(3) agricultural commodity producers cer-
tified as eligible for technical or financial as-
sistance under chapter 6 of title II of that
Act pursuant to petitions filed under section
292 of that Act before January 1, 2021.

Subtitle D—Health Coverage Tax Credit
SEC. 231. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION
HEALTH COVERAGE TAX CREDIT.

(a) EXTENSION.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-
tion 35(b)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 is amended by striking ‘‘before January
1, 2014’ and inserting ‘‘before January 1,
2021.

(b) INCREASE.—Subsection (a) of section 35
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is
amended by striking ‘‘72.5 percent’ and in-
serting ‘80 percent’’.

(c) COORDINATION WITH PPACA CREDIT FOR
COVERAGE UNDER A QUALIFIED HEALTH
PLAN.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (a) of section
35 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is
amended by striking ‘‘In the case of an indi-
vidual,” and inserting ‘‘In the case of an in-
dividual who elects the application of this
section for the taxable year,”.

(2) COORDINATION RULE.—Subsection (g) of
section 35 of such Code is amended by redes-
ignating paragraph (11) as paragraph (12) and
by inserting after paragraph (10) the fol-
lowing:

¢(11) COORDINATION WITH PREMIUM TAX
CREDIT.—
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“‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a taxpayer
who elects the application of this section for
any taxable year, no credit shall be allowed
under section 36B with respect to such tax-
payer for such taxable year.

‘“(B) ELECTION.—Any election for this sec-
tion to apply for a taxable year, once made,
shall be irrevocable.”.

(3) ADVANCE PAYMENT.—Section 7527 of
such Code is amended by adding at the end
the following new subsection:

¢“(f) COORDINATION WITH ADVANCE PAYMENT
OF PREMIUM TAX CREDIT.—No payment shall
be made under this section on behalf of any
individual with respect to whom any advance
payment is made under section 1412 of the
Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act
for the taxable year.”.

(4) PROCEDURES.—The Secretary of the
Treasury shall issue such procedures and
guidance as may be necessary or appropriate
to coordinate, and facilitate taxpayer
choices between, advance payments under
section 7527 of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 and section 1412 of the Patient Protec-
tion and Affordable Care Act.

(d) HEALTH PLANS OFFERED THROUGH EX-
CHANGE TREATED AS QUALIFIED HEALTH IN-
SURANCE.—Paragraph (1) of section 35(e) of
such Code is amended by adding at the end
the following new subparagraph:

‘(L) Coverage under a qualified health
plan which was enrolled in through an Ex-
change established under title I of the Pa-
tient Protection and Affordable Care Act.”.

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by
this section shall apply to coverage months
beginning after December 31, 2013.

(2) ADVANCE PAYMENT PROVISIONS.—The
amendment made by subsection (c)(3) shall
apply to certificates issued after the date of
the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 232. TAA PRE-CERTIFICATION RULE FOR
PURPOSES OF DETERMINING
WHETHER THERE IS A 63-DAY LAPSE
IN CREDITABLE COVERAGE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The following provisions
are each amended by striking ‘“January 1,
2014’ and inserting ‘‘January 1, 2021°’:

(1) Section 9801(c)(2)(D).

(2) Section 701(c)(2)(C) of the Employee Re-
tirement Income Security Act of 1974.

(3) Section 2701(c)(2)(C) of the Public
Health Service Act (as in effect for plan
years beginning before January 1, 2014).

(4) Section 2704(c)(2)(C) of the Public
Health Service Act (as in effect for plan
years beginning on or after January 1, 2014).

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The amendments made by
this section shall apply to plan years begin-
ning after December 31, 2013.

(2) TRANSITIONAL RULES.—

(A) BENEFIT DETERMINATIONS.—Notwith-
standing the amendments made by this sec-
tion (and the provisions of law amended
thereby), a plan shall not be required to
modify benefit determinations for the period
beginning on January 1, 2014, and ending 30
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, but a plan shall not fail to be qualified
health insurance within the meaning of sec-
tion 35(e) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 during this period merely due to such
failure to modify benefit determinations.

(B) GUIDANCE CONCERNING PERIODS BEFORE
30 DAYS AFTER ENACTMENT.—Except as pro-
vided in subparagraph (A), the Secretary of
the Treasury (or his designee), in consulta-
tion with the Secretary of Health and
Human Services and the Secretary of Labor,
may issue regulations or other guidance re-
garding the scope of the application of the
amendments made by this section to periods
before the date which is 30 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act.

(C) SPECIAL RULE RELATING TO CERTAIN
LOSS OF COVERAGE.—In the case of a TAA-re-
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lated loss of coverage (as defined in section
4980B(f)(5)(C)(iv) of the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986) that occurs during the period
beginning on January 1, 2014, and ending 30
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the T-day period described in section
9801(c)(2)(D) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986, section 701(c)(2)(C) of the Employee Re-
tirement Income Security Act of 1974, and
section 2701(c)(2)(C) of the Public Health
Service Act shall be extended until 30 days
after such date of enactment.
SEC. 233. EXTENSION OF COBRA BENEFITS FOR
CERTAIN TAA-ELIGIBLE INDIVID-
UALS AND PBGC RECIPIENTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The following provisions
are each amended by striking ‘‘January 1,
2014 and inserting ‘‘January 1, 2021°’:

(1) Section 4980B(f)(2)(B)(1)(V).

(2) Section 4980B(f)(2)(B)(1)(VI).

(3) Section 602(2)(A)(v) of the Employee Re-
tirement Income Security Act of 1974.

(4) Section 602(2)(A)(vi) of such Act.

(6) Section 2202(2)(A)(iv) of the Public
Health Service Act.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to periods of
coverage which would (without regard to the
amendments made by this section) end on or
after the date which is 30 days after the date
of the enactment of this Act.

Subtitle E—Offsets
SEC. 241. ADDITIONAL CUSTOMS USER FEES EX-
TENSION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 13031(j)(3) of the
Consolidated Omnibus Budget Reconciliation
Act of 1985 (19 U.S.C. 58¢c(j)(3)) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (B)(i), by striking
‘““‘September 30, 2024 and inserting ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2025’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘(D) Fees may be charged under para-
graphs (9) and (10) of subsection (a) during
the period beginning on July 29, 2025, and
ending on September 30, 2025.”".

(b) RATE FOR MERCHANDISE PROCESSING
FEES.—Section 503 of the United States—
Korea Free Trade Agreement Implementa-
tion Act (Public Law 112-41; 125 Stat. 460) is
amended by adding at the end the following:

‘“(c) FURTHER ADDITIONAL PERIOD.—For the
period beginning on July 15, 2025, and ending
on September 30, 2025, section 13031(a)(9) of
the Consolidated Omnibus Budget Reconcili-
ation Act of 1985 (19 U.S.C. 58c(a)(9)) shall be
applied and administered—

‘(1) in subparagraph (A), by substituting
0.3464° for 0.21’; and

‘(2) in subparagraph (B)(i), by substituting
0.3464° for ‘0.21°.”.

SEC. 242. TIME FOR PAYMENT OF CORPORATE ES-
TIMATED TAXES.

Notwithstanding section 6655 of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986, in the case of a
corporation with assets of not less than
$1,000,000,000 (determined as of the end of the
preceding taxable year)—

(1) the amount of any required installment
of corporate estimated tax which is other-
wise due in July, August, or September of
2020 shall be increased by 8 percent of such
amount (determined without regard to any
increase in such amount not contained in
such Code); and

(2) the amount of the next required install-
ment after an installment referred to in
paragraph (1) shall be appropriately reduced
to reflect the amount of the increase by rea-
son of such paragraph.

SEC. 243. PAYEE STATEMENT REQUIRED TO
CLAIM CERTAIN EDUCATION TAX
BENEFITS.

(a) AMERICAN OPPORTUNITY CREDIT, HOPE
SCHOLARSHIP CREDIT, AND LIFETIME LEARNING
CREDIT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 25A(g) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by
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adding at the end the following new para-
graph:

‘(8) PAYEE STATEMENT REQUIREMENT.—HEX-
cept as otherwise provided by the Secretary,
no credit shall be allowed under this section
unless the taxpayer receives a statement fur-
nished under section 6050S(d) which contains
all of the information required by paragraph
(2) thereof.”.

(2) STATEMENT RECEIVED BY DEPENDENT.—
Section 25A(g)(3) of such Code is amended by
striking ‘‘and” at the end of subparagraph
(A), by striking the period at the end of sub-
paragraph (B) and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by
adding at the end the following:

“(C) a statement described in paragraph (8)
and received by such individual shall be
treated as received by the taxpayer.”.

(b) DEDUCTION FOR QUALIFIED TUITION AND
RELATED EXPENSES.—Section 222(d) of such
Code is amended by redesignating paragraph
(6) as paragraph (7), and by inserting after
paragraph (5) the following new paragraph:

‘‘(6) PAYEE STATEMENT REQUIREMENT.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided by the Secretary, no deduction shall be
allowed under subsection (a) unless the tax-
payer receives a statement furnished under
section 6050S(d) which contains all of the in-
formation required by paragraph (2) thereof.

‘(B) STATEMENT RECEIVED BY DEPENDENT.—
The receipt of the statement referred to in
subparagraph (A) by an individual described
in subsection (c¢)(3) shall be treated for pur-
poses of subparagraph (A) as received by the
taxpayer.”.

(¢) INFORMATION REQUIRED TO BE PROVIDED
ON PAYEE STATEMENT.—Section 6050S(d)(2) of
such Code is amended to read as follows:

“(2) the information required by subsection
(0)(2).”.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to taxable
years beginning after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

SEC. 244. SPECIAL RULE FOR EDUCATIONAL IN-
STITUTIONS UNABLE TO COLLECT
TINS OF INDIVIDUALS WITH RE-
SPECT TO HIGHER EDUCATION TUI-
TION AND RELATED EXPENSES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6724 of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection:

“(f) SPECIAL RULE FOR RETURNS OF EDU-
CATIONAL INSTITUTIONS RELATED TO HIGHER
EDUCATION TUITION AND RELATED EX-
PENSES.—No penalty shall be imposed under
section 6721 or 6722 solely by reason of failing
to provide the TIN of an individual on a re-
turn or statement required by section
6050S(a)(1) if the eligible educational institu-
tion required to make such return contem-
poraneously makes a true and accurate cer-
tification under penalty of perjury (and in
such form and manner as may be prescribed
by the Secretary) that it has complied with
standards promulgated by the Secretary for
obtaining such individual’s TIN.”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to returns
required to be made, and statements re-
quired to be furnished, after December 31,
2015.

SEC. 245. PENALTY FOR FAILURE TO FILE COR-
RECT INFORMATION RETURNS AND
PROVIDE PAYEE STATEMENTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6721(a)(1) of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘$100”’ and inserting ‘‘$250’’;
and

(2) by striking ‘$1,500,000" and inserting
¢°$3,000,000°".

(b) REDUCTION WHERE CORRECTION IN SPECI-
FIED PERIOD.—

(1) CORRECTION WITHIN 30 DAYS.—Section
6721(b)(1) of such Code is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘$30”’ and inserting ‘‘$50°’;

(B) by striking ‘‘$100”’ and inserting ‘‘$250’;
and
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(C) by striking
¢<$500,000"".

(2) FAILURES CORRECTED ON OR BEFORE AU-
GUST 1.—Section 6721(b)(2) of such Code is
amended—

(A) by striking “$60’° and inserting ‘‘$100’’;

(B) by striking ““$100”’ (prior to amendment
by subparagraph (A)) and inserting ¢$250°;
and

(C) by striking
¢‘$1,500,000"".

(¢) LOWER LIMITATION FOR PERSONS WITH
GROSS RECEIPTS OF NOT MORE THAN
$5,000,000.—Section 6721(d)(1) of such Code is
amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A)—

(A) by striking ‘‘$500,000”
¢<$1,000,000"’; and

(B) by striking ‘$1,500,000” and
¢$3,000,000"’;

(2) in subparagraph (B)—

°$250,000” and inserting

£°$500,000” and inserting

and inserting

inserting

(A) by striking ¢$75,000” and inserting
“$175,000”’; and
(B) by striking °‘$250,000° and inserting

‘$500,000”’; and

(3) in subparagraph (C)—

(A) by striking ‘‘$200,000
‘$500,000”’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘$500,000*’ (prior to amend-
ment by subparagraph (A)) and inserting
‘$1,500,000"".

(d) PENALTY IN CASE OF INTENTIONAL DIs-
REGARD.—Section 6721(e) of such Code is
amended—

(1) by striking ““$250”’ in paragraph (2) and
inserting ‘‘$500°’; and

(2) by striking ¢$1,500,000” in paragraph
(3)(A) and inserting ‘‘$3,000,000’.

(e) FAILURE TO FURNISH CORRECT PAYEE
STATEMENTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 6722(a)(1) of such
Code is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘$100”’ and inserting ‘‘$250’;
and

(B) by striking ‘“$1,500,000"’ and inserting
¢$3,000,000"".

(2) REDUCTION WHERE CORRECTION IN SPECI-
FIED PERIOD.—

(A) CORRECTION WITHIN 30 DAYS.—Section
6722(b)(1) of such Code is amended—

(i) by striking ““$30”’ and inserting ‘‘$50°’;

(ii) by striking ‘$100”’ and inserting ‘‘$250’;
and

(iii) by striking ¢$250,000" and inserting
¢<$500,000"".

(B) FAILURES CORRECTED ON OR BEFORE AU-
GUST 1.—Section 6722(b)(2) of such Code is
amended—

(i) by striking ‘“$60’ and inserting ‘‘$100"’;

(ii) by striking ““$100”’ (prior to amendment
by clause (i)) and inserting ¢‘$250°’; and

(iii) by striking ‘‘$500,000’ and inserting
‘$1,500,000"".

(3) LOWER LIMITATION FOR PERSONS WITH
GROSS RECEIPTS OF NOT MORE THAN $5,000,000.—
Section 6722(d)(1) of such Code is amended—

(A) in subparagraph (A)—

(i) by striking ¢$500,000"
‘$1,000,000"’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘$1,500,000 and
°$3,000,000"’;

(B) in subparagraph (B)—

and inserting

and inserting

inserting

(i) by striking “$75,000° and inserting
¢$175,000’; and
(ii) by striking °‘$250,000° and inserting

°$500,000’; and

(C) in subparagraph (C)—

(i) by striking ‘‘$200,000”
°$500,000’; and

(ii) by striking ¢‘$500,000"’ (prior to amend-
ment by subparagraph (A)) and inserting
¢°$1,500,000°".

(4) PENALTY IN CASE OF INTENTIONAL DIS-
REGARD.—Section 6722(e) of such Code is
amended—

(A) by striking ‘“$250”’ in paragraph (2) and
inserting ‘‘$500°’; and

and inserting
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(B) by striking ‘‘$1,500,000° in paragraph
(3)(A) and inserting *$3,000,000".

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply with respect
to returns and statements required to be
filed after December 31, 2015.

SEC. 246. CHILD TAX CREDIT NOT REFUNDABLE
FOR TAXPAYERS ELECTING TO EX-
CLUDE FOREIGN EARNED INCOME
FROM TAX.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 24(d) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new paragraph:

‘“(5) EXCEPTION FOR TAXPAYERS EXCLUDING
FOREIGN EARNED INCOME.—Paragraph (1) shall
not apply to any taxpayer for any taxable
year if such taxpayer elects to exclude any
amount from gross income under section 911
for such taxable year.”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by this section shall apply to taxable
years beginning after December 31, 2014.

SEC. 247. COVERAGE AND PAYMENT FOR RENAL
DIALYSIS SERVICES FOR INDIVID-
UALS WITH ACUTE KIDNEY INJURY.

(a) COVERAGE.—Section 1861(s)(2)(F') of the
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395x(s)(2)(F))
is amended by inserting before the semicolon
the following: ‘¢, including such renal dialy-
sis services furnished on or after January 1,
2017, by a renal dialysis facility or provider
of services paid under section 1881(b)(14) to
an individual with acute kidney injury (as
defined in section 1834(r)(2))”.

(b) PAYMENT.—Section 1834 of the Social
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395m) is amended by
adding at the end the following new sub-
section:

“(r) PAYMENT FOR RENAL DIALYSIS SERV-
ICES FOR INDIVIDUALS WITH ACUTE KIDNEY IN-
JURY.—

‘(1) PAYMENT RATE.—In the case of renal
dialysis services (as defined in subparagraph
(B) of section 1881(b)(14)) furnished under this
part by a renal dialysis facility or provider
of services paid under such section during a
year (beginning with 2017) to an individual
with acute kidney injury (as defined in para-
graph (2)), the amount of payment under this
part for such services shall be the base rate
for renal dialysis services determined for
such year under such section, as adjusted by
any applicable geographic adjustment factor
applied under subparagraph (D)(iv)(II) of
such section and may be adjusted by the Sec-
retary (on a budget neutral basis for pay-
ments under this paragraph) by any other
adjustment factor under subparagraph (D) of
such section.

¢“(2) INDIVIDUAL WITH ACUTE KIDNEY INJURY
DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term ‘indi-
vidual with acute Kkidney injury’ means an
individual who has acute loss of renal func-
tion and does not receive renal dialysis serv-
ices for which payment is made under sec-
tion 1881(b)(14).”.

SEC. 248. CLARIFICATION OF 6-YEAR STATUTE OF
LIMITATIONS IN CASE OF OVER-
STATEMENT OF BASIS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (B) of Sec-
tion 6501(e)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code
of 1986 is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“‘and” at the end of clause
(i), by redesignating clause (ii) as clause (iii),
and by inserting after clause (i) the following
new clause:

‘“(ii) An understatement of gross income by
reason of an overstatement of unrecovered
cost or other basis is an omission from gross
income;”’;

(2) by inserting ‘‘(other than in the case of
an overstatement of unrecovered cost or
other basis)” in clause (iii) (as so redesig-
nated) after ‘“In determining the amount
omitted from gross income’’; and

3) by inserting ‘“AMOUNT OMITTED
FROM” after “DETERMINATION OF” in the
heading thereof.
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(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by subsection (a) shall apply to—

(1) returns filed after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act; and

(2) returns filed on or before such date if
the period specified in section 6501 of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 (determined
without regard to such amendments for as-
sessment of the taxes with respect to which
such return relates has not expired as of such
date.

SA 2074. Ms. WARREN submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
her to the bill H.R. 2146, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to allow
Federal law enforcement officers, fire-
fighters, and air traffic controllers to
make penalty-free withdrawals from
governmental plans after age 50, and
for other purposes; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

At the end, add the following:

TITLE II—EXTENSION OF TRADE
ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE
SEC. 201. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘“‘Trade Ad-
justment Assistance Reauthorization Act of
2015,

SEC. 202. APPLICATION OF PROVISIONS RELAT-
ING TO TRADE ADJUSTMENT ASSIST-
ANCE.

(a) REPEAL OF SNAPBACK.—Section 233 of
the Trade Adjustment Assistance Extension
Act of 2011 (Public Law 112-40; 125 Stat. 416)
is repealed.

(b) APPLICABILITY OF CERTAIN PROVI-
SIONS.—Except as otherwise provided in this
title, the provisions of chapters 2 through 6
of title II of the Trade Act of 1974, as in ef-
fect on December 31, 2013, and as amended by
this title, shall—

(1) take effect on the date of the enactment
of this Act; and

(2) apply to petitions for certification filed
under chapter 2, 3, or 6 of title II of the Trade
Act of 1974 on or after such date of enact-
ment.

(c) REFERENCES.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided in this title, whenever in this title an
amendment or repeal is expressed in terms of
an amendment to, or repeal of, a provision of
chapters 2 through 6 of title IT of the Trade
Act of 1974, the reference shall be considered
to be made to a provision of any such chap-
ter, as in effect on December 31, 2013.

SEC. 203. EXTENSION OF TRADE ADJUSTMENT AS-
SISTANCE PROGRAM.

(a) EXTENSION OF TERMINATION PROVI-
SIONS.—Section 285 of the Trade Act of 1974
(19 U.S.C. 2271 note) is amended by striking
“December 31, 2013 each place it appears
and inserting ‘“‘June 30, 2021"°.

(b) TRAINING FUNDS.—Section 236(a)(2)(A)
of the Trade Act of 1974 (19 TU.S.C.
2296(a)(2)(A)) is amended by striking ‘‘shall
not exceed” and all that follows and insert-
ing ‘‘shall not exceed $450,000,000 for each of
fiscal years 2015 through 2021.”".

(c) REEMPLOYMENT TRADE ADJUSTMENT AS-
SISTANCE.—Section 246(b)(1) of the Trade Act
of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2318(b)(1)) is amended by
striking ‘“‘December 31, 2013’ and inserting
“June 30, 2021°.

(d) AUTHORIZATIONS OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

(1) TRADE ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE FOR
WORKERS.—Section 245(a) of the Trade Act of
1974 (19 U.S.C. 2317(a)) is amended by striking
“December 31, 2013 and inserting ‘‘June 30,
2021,

(2) TRADE ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE FOR
FIRMS.—Section 255(a) of the Trade Act of
1974 (19 U.S.C. 2345(a)) is amended by striking
“fiscal years 2012 and 2013 and all that fol-
lows through ‘‘December 31, 2013”’ and insert-
ing ““fiscal years 2015 through 2021°".
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(3) TRADE ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE FOR
FARMERS.—Section 298(a) of the Trade Act of
1974 (19 U.S.C. 2401g(a)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘“fiscal years 2012 and 2013 and all that
follows through ‘‘December 31, 2013’ and in-
serting ‘‘fiscal years 2015 through 2021"’.

SEC. 204. PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENT AND
REPORTING.

(a) PERFORMANCE MEASURES.—Section
239(j) of the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C.
2311(j)) is amended—

(1) in the subsection heading, by striking
“DATA REPORTING” and inserting ‘‘PERFORM-
ANCE MEASURES’’;

(2) in paragraph (1)—

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A)—

(i) by striking ‘‘a quarterly’ and inserting
“‘an annual”’’; and

(ii) by striking
“measures’’;

(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘core”’
and inserting ‘“‘primary’’; and

(C) in subparagraph (C), by inserting ‘‘that
promote efficiency and effectiveness’ after
‘“‘assistance program’’;

(3) in paragraph (2)—

(A) in the paragraph heading, by striking
‘““CORE INDICATORS DESCRIBED’’ and inserting
“‘INDICATORS OF PERFORMANCE’’; and

(B) by striking subparagraph (A) and in-
serting the following:

‘“(A) PRIMARY INDICATORS OF PERFORMANCE
DESCRIBED.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The primary indicators
of performance referred to in paragraph
(1)(A) shall consist of—

‘(I) the percentage and number of workers
who received benefits under the trade adjust-
ment assistance program who are in unsub-
sidized employment during the second cal-
endar quarter after exit from the program;

“‘(IT) the percentage and number of workers
who received benefits under the trade adjust-
ment assistance program and who are in un-
subsidized employment during the fourth
calendar quarter after exit from the pro-
gram;

‘(ITII) the median earnings of workers de-
scribed in subclause (I);

‘(IV) the percentage and number of work-
ers who received benefits under the trade ad-
justment assistance program who, subject to
clause (ii), obtain a recognized postsec-
ondary credential or a secondary school di-
ploma or its recognized equivalent, during
participation in the program or within one
year after exit from the program; and

‘(V) the percentage and number of workers
who received benefits under the trade adjust-
ment assistance program who, during a year
while receiving such benefits, are in an edu-
cation or training program that leads to a
recognized postsecondary credential or em-
ployment and who are achieving measurable
gains in skills toward such a credential or
employment.

¢‘(ii) INDICATOR RELATING TO CREDENTIAL.—
For purposes of clause (i)(IV), a worker who
received benefits under the trade adjustment
assistance program who obtained a sec-
ondary school diploma or its recognized
equivalent shall be included in the percent-
age counted for purposes of that clause only
if the worker, in addition to obtaining such
a diploma or its recognized equivalent, has
obtained or retained employment or is in an
education or training program leading to a
recognized postsecondary credential within
one year after exit from the program.’’;

(4) in paragraph (3)—

(A) in the paragraph heading, by striking
“DATA”’ and inserting ‘‘MEASURES”’;

(B) by striking ‘‘quarterly’ and inserting
“‘annual’’; and

(C) by striking
“measures’’; and

(5) by adding at the end the following:

“‘data’ and inserting

‘“‘data’ and inserting
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‘“(4) ACCESSIBILITY OF STATE PERFORMANCE
REPORTS.—The Secretary shall, on an annual
basis, make available (including by elec-
tronic means), in an easily understandable
format, the reports of cooperating States or
cooperating State agencies required by para-
graph (1) and the information contained in
those reports.”.

(b) COLLECTION AND PUBLICATION OF
DATA.—Section 249B of the Trade Act of 1974
(19 U.S.C. 2323) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—

(A) in paragraph (3)—

(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘en-
rolled in’’ and inserting ‘“‘who received’’;

(ii) in subparagraph (B)—

(I) by striking ‘‘complete’” and inserting
“‘exited’’; and

(IT) by striking ‘‘who were enrolled in”’ and
inserting ‘‘, including who received’’;

(iii) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘com-
plete’” and inserting ‘‘exited’’;

(iv) in subparagraph (F), by striking ‘‘com-
plete’” and inserting ‘‘exit’’; and

(v) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(G) The average cost per worker of receiv-
ing training approved under section 236.

‘“(H) The percentage of workers who re-
ceived training approved under section 236
and obtained unsubsidized employment in a
field related to that training.”’; and

(B) in paragraph (4)—

(i) in subparagraphs (A) and (B), by strik-
ing ‘“‘quarterly’ each place it appears and in-
serting ‘‘annual’’; and

(ii) by striking subparagraph (C) and in-
serting the following:

‘(C) The median earnings of workers de-
scribed in section 239(j)(2)(A)(1)(III) during
the second calendar quarter after exit from
the program, expressed as a percentage of
the median earnings of such workers before
the calendar quarter in which such workers
began receiving benefits under this chap-
ter.”; and

(2) in subsection (e)—

(A) in paragraph (1)—

(i) by redesignating subparagraphs (B) and
(C) as subparagraphs (C) and (D), respec-
tively; and

(ii) by inserting after subparagraph (A) the
following:

‘““(B) the reports required under section
239(j);”’; and

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘a quar-
terly’”’ and inserting ‘“‘an annual’’.

(¢) RECOGNIZED POSTSECONDARY CREDEN-
TIAL DEFINED.—Section 247 of the Trade Act
of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2319) is amended by adding
at the end the following:

‘“(19) The term ‘recognized postsecondary
credential’ means a credential consisting of
an industry-recognized certificate or certifi-
cation, a certificate of completion of an ap-
prenticeship, a license recognized by a State
or the Federal Government, or an associate
or baccalaureate degree.”’.

SEC. 205. APPLICABILITY OF TRADE ADJUST-
MENT ASSISTANCE PROVISIONS.

(a) TRADE ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE FOR
WORKERS.—

(1) PETITIONS FILED ON OR AFTER JANUARY 1,
2014, AND BEFORE DATE OF ENACTMENT.—

(A) CERTIFICATIONS OF WORKERS NOT CER-
TIFIED BEFORE DATE OF ENACTMENT.—

(i) CRITERIA IF A DETERMINATION HAS NOT
BEEN MADE.—If, as of the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Labor has
not made a determination with respect to
whether to certify a group of workers as eli-
gible to apply for adjustment assistance
under section 222 of the Trade Act of 1974
pursuant to a petition described in clause
(iii), the Secretary shall make that deter-
mination based on the requirements of sec-
tion 222 of the Trade Act of 1974, as in effect
on such date of enactment.
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(i) RECONSIDERATION OF DENIALS OF CER-
TIFICATIONS.—If, before the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary made a de-
termination not to certify a group of work-
ers as eligible to apply for adjustment assist-
ance under section 222 of the Trade Act of
1974 pursuant to a petition described in
clause (iii), the Secretary shall—

(I) reconsider that determination; and

(IT) if the group of workers meets the re-
quirements of section 222 of the Trade Act of
1974, as in effect on such date of enactment,
certify the group of workers as eligible to
apply for adjustment assistance.

(iii) PETITION DESCRIBED.—A petition de-
scribed in this clause is a petition for a cer-
tification of eligibility for a group of work-
ers filed under section 221 of the Trade Act of
1974 on or after January 1, 2014, and before
the date of the enactment of this Act.

(B) ELIGIBILITY FOR BENEFITS.—

(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
clause (ii), a worker certified as eligible to
apply for adjustment assistance under sec-
tion 222 of the Trade Act of 1974 pursuant to
a petition described in subparagraph (A)(iii)
shall be eligible, on and after the date that
is 90 days after the date of the enactment of
this Act, to receive benefits only under the
provisions of chapter 2 of title II of the Trade
Act of 1974, as in effect on such date of enact-
ment.

(ii) COMPUTATION OF MAXIMUM BENEFITS.—
Benefits received by a worker described in
clause (i) under chapter 2 of title II of the
Trade Act of 1974 before the date of the en-
actment of this Act shall be included in any
determination of the maximum benefits for
which the worker is eligible under the provi-
sions of chapter 2 of title II of the Trade Act
of 1974, as in effect on the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

(2) PETITIONS FILED BEFORE JANUARY 1,
2014.—A worker certified as eligible to apply
for adjustment assistance pursuant to a peti-
tion filed under section 221 of the Trade Act
of 1974 on or before December 31, 2013, shall
continue to be eligible to apply for and re-
ceive benefits under the provisions of chap-
ter 2 of title II of such Act, as in effect on
December 31, 2013.

(3) QUALIFYING SEPARATIONS WITH RESPECT
TO PETITIONS FILED WITHIN 90 DAYS OF DATE OF
ENACTMENT.—Section 223(b) of the Trade Act
of 1974, as in effect on the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, shall be applied and admin-
istered by substituting ‘‘before January 1,
2014 for ‘‘more than one year before the
date of the petition on which such certifi-
cation was granted’ for purposes of deter-
mining whether a worker is eligible to apply
for adjustment assistance pursuant to a peti-
tion filed under section 221 of the Trade Act
of 1974 on or after the date of the enactment
of this Act and on or before the date that is
90 days after such date of enactment.

(b) TRADE ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE FOR
FIRMS.—

(1) CERTIFICATION OF FIRMS NOT CERTIFIED
BEFORE DATE OF ENACTMENT.—

(A) CRITERIA IF A DETERMINATION HAS NOT
BEEN MADE.—If, as of the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Commerce
has not made a determination with respect
to whether to certify a firm as eligible to
apply for adjustment assistance under sec-
tion 251 of the Trade Act of 1974 pursuant to
a petition described in subparagraph (C), the
Secretary shall make that determination
based on the requirements of section 251 of
the Trade Act of 1974, as in effect on such
date of enactment.

(B) RECONSIDERATION OF DENIAL OF CERTAIN
PETITIONS.—If, before the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary made a de-
termination not to certify a firm as eligible
to apply for adjustment assistance under sec-
tion 251 of the Trade Act of 1974 pursuant to
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a petition described in subparagraph (C), the
Secretary shall—

(i) reconsider that determination; and

(ii) if the firm meets the requirements of
section 251 of the Trade Act of 1974, as in ef-
fect on such date of enactment, certify the
firm as eligible to apply for adjustment as-
sistance.

(C) PETITION DESCRIBED.—A petition de-
scribed in this subparagraph is a petition for
a certification of eligibility filed by a firm or
its representative under section 251 of the
Trade Act of 1974 on or after January 1, 2014,
and before the date of the enactment of this
Act.

(2) CERTIFICATION OF FIRMS THAT DID NOT
SUBMIT PETITIONS BETWEEN JANUARY 1, 2014,
AND DATE OF ENACTMENT.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Com-
merce shall certify a firm described in sub-
paragraph (B) as eligible to apply for adjust-
ment assistance under section 251 of the
Trade Act of 1974, as in effect on the date of
the enactment of this Act, if the firm or its
representative files a petition for a certifi-
cation of eligibility under section 251 of the
Trade Act of 1974 not later than 90 days after
such date of enactment.

(B) FIRM DESCRIBED.—A firm described in
this subparagraph is a firm that the Sec-
retary determines would have been certified
as eligible to apply for adjustment assist-
ance if—

(i) the firm or its representative had filed
a petition for a certification of eligibility
under section 251 of the Trade Act of 1974 on
a date during the period beginning on Janu-
ary 1, 2014, and ending on the day before the
date of the enactment of this Act; and

(ii) the provisions of chapter 3 of title II of
the Trade Act of 1974, as in effect on such
date of enactment, had been in effect on that
date during the period described in clause (i).
SEC. 206. SUNSET PROVISIONS.

(a) APPLICATION OF PRIOR LAW.—Subject to
subsection (b), beginning on July 1, 2021, the
provisions of chapters 2, 3, 5, and 6 of title II
of the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2271 et
seq.), as in effect on January 1, 2014, shall be
in effect and apply, except that in applying
and administering such chapters—

(1) paragraph (1) of section 231(c) of that
Act shall be applied and administered as if
subparagraphs (A), (B), and (C) of that para-
graph were not in effect;

(2) section 233 of that Act shall be applied
and administered—

(A) in subsection (a)—

(i) in paragraph (2), by substituting ‘104-
week period” for ‘‘104-week period’” and all
that follows through ‘‘130-week period)’’; and

(ii) in paragraph (3)—

(I) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A), by substituting <65’ for ‘562"’; and

(IT) by substituting ‘78-week period” for
““62-week period’’ each place it appears; and

(B) by applying and administering sub-
section (g) as if it read as follows:

‘(g) PAYMENT OF TRADE READJUSTMENT AL-
LOWANCES TO COMPLETE TRAINING.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of this section,
in order to assist an adversely affected work-
er to complete training approved for the
worker under section 236 that leads to the
completion of a degree or industry-recog-
nized credential, payments may be made as
trade readjustment allowances for not more
than 13 weeks within such period of eligi-
bility as the Secretary may prescribe to ac-
count for a break in training or for justifi-
able cause that follows the last week for
which the worker is otherwise entitled to a
trade readjustment allowance under this
chapter if—

‘(1) payment of the trade readjustment al-
lowance for not more than 13 weeks is nec-
essary for the worker to complete the train-
ing;
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‘(2) the worker participates in training in
each such week; and

““(3) the worker—

‘““(A) has substantially met the perform-
ance benchmarks established as part of the
training approved for the worker;

‘(B) is expected to continue to make
progress toward the completion of the train-
ing; and

‘“(C) will complete the training during that
period of eligibility.”’;

(3) section 245(a) of that Act shall be ap-
plied and administered by substituting
“June 30, 2022”’ for ‘‘December 31, 2007"’;

(4) section 246(b)(1) of that Act shall be ap-
plied and administered by substituting
“June 30, 2022 for ‘‘the date that is 5 years”
and all that follows through ‘‘State’’;

(5) section 256(b) of that Act shall be ap-
plied and administered by substituting ‘‘the
1-year period beginning on July 1, 2021 for
‘“‘each of fiscal years 2003 through 2007, and
$4,000,000 for the 3-month period beginning
on October 1, 2007’;

(6) section 298(a) of that Act shall be ap-
plied and administered by substituting ‘‘the
1-year period beginning on July 1, 2021 for
“‘each of the fiscal years” and all that fol-
lows through ‘‘October 1, 2007"’; and

(7) section 285 of that Act shall be applied
and administered—

(A) in subsection (a), by substituting
“‘June 30, 2022 for ‘‘December 31, 2007"" each
place it appears; and

(B) by applying and administering sub-
section (b) as if it read as follows:

‘“(b) OTHER ASSISTANCE.—

‘(1) ASSISTANCE FOR FIRMS.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
subparagraph (B), assistance may not be pro-
vided under chapter 3 after June 30, 2022.

‘(B) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding sub-
paragraph (A), any assistance approved
under chapter 3 pursuant to a petition filed
under section 251 on or before June 30, 2022,
may be provided—

‘“(i) to the extent funds are available pur-
suant to such chapter for such purpose; and

‘(i) to the extent the recipient of the as-
sistance is otherwise eligible to receive such
assistance.

“(2) FARMERS.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
subparagraph (B), assistance may not be pro-
vided under chapter 6 after June 30, 2022.

‘B) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding sub-
paragraph (A), any assistance approved
under chapter 6 on or before June 30, 2022,
may be provided—

‘(i) to the extent funds are available pur-
suant to such chapter for such purpose; and

‘(i) to the extent the recipient of the as-
sistance is otherwise eligible to receive such
assistance.”’.

(b) EXCEPTIONS.—The provisions of chap-
ters 2, 3, 5, and 6 of title II of the Trade Act
of 1974, as in effect on the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, shall continue to apply on
and after July 1, 2021, with respect to—

(1) workers certified as eligible for trade
adjustment assistance benefits under chapter
2 of title II of that Act pursuant to petitions
filed under section 221 of that Act before
July 1, 2021;

(2) firms certified as eligible for technical
assistance or grants under chapter 3 of title
II of that Act pursuant to petitions filed
under section 251 of that Act before July 1,
2021; and

(3) agricultural commodity producers cer-
tified as eligible for technical or financial as-
sistance under chapter 6 of title II of that
Act pursuant to petitions filed under section
292 of that Act before July 1, 2021.

SEC. 207. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION
HEALTH COVERAGE TAX CREDIT.

(a) EXTENSION.—Subparagraph (B) of sec-

tion 35(b)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code of

OF
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1986 is amended by striking ‘‘before January
1, 2014” and inserting ‘‘before January 1,
2020"".

(b) COORDINATION WITH CREDIT FOR COV-
ERAGE UNDER A QUALIFIED HEALTH PLAN.—
Subsection (g) of section 35 of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraph (11) as para-
graph (13), and

(2) by inserting after paragraph (10) the fol-
lowing new paragraphs:

“(11) ELECTION.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—This section shall not
apply to any taxpayer for any eligible cov-
erage month unless such taxpayer elects the
application of this section for such month.

‘(B) TIMING AND APPLICABILITY OF ELEC-
TION.—Except as the Secretary may pro-
vide—

‘(i) an election to have this section apply
for any eligible coverage month in a taxable
year shall be made not later than the due
date (including extensions) for the return of
tax for the taxable year, and

‘“(ii) any election for this section to apply
for an eligible coverage month shall apply
for all subsequent eligible coverage months
in the taxable year and, once made, shall be
irrevocable with respect to such months.

¢(12) COORDINATION WITH PREMIUM TAX
CREDIT.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—An eligible coverage
month to which the election under para-
graph (11) applies shall not be treated as a
coverage month (as defined in section
36B(c)(2)) for purposes of section 36B with re-
spect to the taxpayer.

‘“(B) COORDINATION WITH ADVANCE PAY-
MENTS OF PREMIUM TAX CREDIT.—In the case
of a taxpayer who makes the election under
paragraph (11) with respect to any eligible
coverage month in a taxable year or on be-
half of whom any advance payment is made
under section 7527 with respect to any month
in such taxable year—

‘(i) the tax imposed by this chapter for the
taxable year shall be increased by the excess,
if any, of—

“(I) the sum of any advance payments
made on behalf of the taxpayer under section
1412 of the Patient Protection and Affordable
Care Act and section 7527 for months during
such taxable year, over

“(IT) the sum of the credits allowed under
this section (determined without regard to
paragraph (1)) and section 36B (determined
without regard to subsection (f)(1) thereof)
for such taxable year, and

(i) section 36B(f)(2) shall not apply with
respect to such taxpayer for such taxable
year, except that if such taxpayer received
any advance payments under section 7527 for
any month in such taxable year and is later
allowed a credit under section 36B for such
taxable year, then section 36B(f)(2)(B) shall
be applied by substituting the amount deter-
mined under clause (i) for the amount deter-
mined under section 36B(f)(2)(A).”".

(c) EXTENSION OF ADVANCE PAYMENT PRO-
GRAM.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (a) of section
7527 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is
amended by striking ‘‘August 1, 2003’ and in-
serting ‘‘the date that is 1 year after the date
of the enactment of the Trade Adjustment
Assistance Reauthorization Act of 2015”".

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Paragraph
(1) of section 7527(e) of such Code is amended
by striking ‘‘occurring” and all that follows
and inserting ‘‘occurring—

“‘(A) after the date that is 1 year after the
date of the enactment of the Trade Adjust-
ment Assistance Reauthorization Act of 2015,
and

‘(B) prior to the first month for which an
advance payment is made on behalf of such
individual under subsection (a).”.
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(d) INDIVIDUAL INSURANCE TREATED AS
QUALIFIED HEALTH INSURANCE WITHOUT RE-
GARD TO ENROLLMENT DATE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (J) of sec-
tion 35(e)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 is amended by striking ‘‘insurance if the
eligible individual” and all that follows
through ‘“‘For purposes of’”” and inserting ‘‘in-
surance. For purposes of”’.

(2) SPECIAL RULE.—Subparagraph (J) of sec-
tion 35(e)(1) of such Code, as amended by
paragraph (1), is amended by striking ‘‘insur-
ance.” and inserting ‘‘insurance (other than
coverage enrolled in through an Exchange
established under the Patient Protection and
Affordable Care Act).”.

(e) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection
(m) of section 6501 of the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986 is amended by inserting °,
35(g)(11)” after ‘30D(e)(4)”’.

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), the amendments made by this
section shall apply to coverage months in
taxable years beginning after December 31,
2013.

(2) PLANS AVAILABLE ON INDIVIDUAL MARKET
FOR USE OF TAX CREDIT.—The amendment
made by subsection (d)(2) shall apply to cov-
erage months in taxable years beginning
after December 31, 2015.

(3) TRANSITION RULE.—Notwithstanding
section 35(g)(11)(B)(i) of the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986 (as added by this title), an elec-
tion to apply section 35 of such Code to an el-
igible coverage month (as defined in section
35(b) of such Code) (and not to claim the
credit under section 36B of such Code with
respect to such month) in a taxable year be-
ginning after December 31, 2013, and before
the date of the enactment of this Act—

(A) may be made at any time on or after
such date of enactment and before the expi-
ration of the 3-year period of limitation pre-
scribed in section 6511(a) with respect to
such taxable year; and

(B) may be made on an amended return.

(g) AGENCY OUTREACH.—AS soon as possible
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretaries of the Treasury, Health and
Human Services, and Labor (or such Secre-
taries’ delegates) and the Director of the
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation (or
the Director’s delegate) shall carry out pro-
grams of public outreach, including on the
Internet, to inform potential eligible individ-
uals (as defined in section 35(c)(1) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986) of the extension
of the credit under section 35 of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 and the availability of
the election to claim such credit retro-
actively for coverage months beginning after
December 31, 2013.

TITLE III—-IMPROVEMENTS TO ANTI-
DUMPING AND COUNTERVAILING DUTY
LAWS

SEC. 301. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘‘American
Trade Enforcement Effectiveness Act’.

SEC. 302. CONSEQUENCES OF FAILURE TO CO-
OPERATE WITH A REQUEST FOR IN-
FORMATION IN A PROCEEDING.

Section 776 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19
U.S.C. 1677e) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—

(A) Dby redesignating paragraphs (1)
through (4) as subparagraphs (A) through
(D), respectively, and by moving such sub-
paragraphs, as so redesignated, 2 ems to the
right;

(B) by striking ‘‘ADVERSE INFERENCES.—If”’
and inserting the following: ‘‘ADVERSE IN-
FERENCES.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If"’;

(C) by striking ‘‘under this title, may use”’
and inserting the following: ‘‘under this
title—
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‘““(A) may use’’; and

(D) by striking ‘“‘facts otherwise available.
Such adverse inference may include’ and in-
serting the following: ‘‘facts otherwise avail-
able; and

‘“(B) is not required to determine, or make
any adjustments to, a countervailable sub-
sidy rate or weighted average dumping mar-
gin based on any assumptions about informa-
tion the interested party would have pro-
vided if the interested party had complied
with the request for information.

‘(2) POTENTIAL SOURCES OF INFORMATION
FOR ADVERSE INFERENCES.—An adverse infer-
ence under paragraph (1)(A) may include’’;

(2) in subsection (c)—

(A) by striking ‘CORROBORATION OF SEC-
ONDARY INFORMATION.—When the” and in-
serting the following: ‘‘CORROBORATION OF
SECONDARY INFORMATION.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), when the’’; and

(B) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(2) EXCEPTION.—The administrative au-
thority and the Commission shall not be re-
quired to corroborate any dumping margin
or countervailing duty applied in a separate
segment of the same proceeding.”’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

“(d) SUBSIDY RATES AND DUMPING MARGINS
IN ADVERSE INFERENCE DETERMINATIONS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If the administering au-
thority uses an inference that is adverse to
the interests of a party under subsection
(b)(1)(A) in selecting among the facts other-
wise available, the administering authority
may—

‘“(A) in the case of a countervailing duty
proceeding—

‘(i) use a countervailable subsidy rate ap-
plied for the same or similar program in a
countervailing duty proceeding involving the
same country, or

‘“(ii) if there is no same or similar pro-
gram, use a countervailable subsidy rate for
a subsidy program from a proceeding that
the administering authority considers rea-
sonable to use, and

‘“(B) in the case of an antidumping duty
proceeding, use any dumping margin from
any segment of the proceeding under the ap-
plicable antidumping order.

‘“(2) DISCRETION TO APPLY HIGHEST RATE.—
In carrying out paragraph (1), the admin-
istering authority may apply any of the
countervailable subsidy rates or dumping
margins specified under that paragraph, in-
cluding the highest such rate or margin,
based on the evaluation by the administering
authority of the situation that resulted in
the administering authority using an ad-
verse inference in selecting among the facts
otherwise available.

“(3) NO OBLIGATION TO MAKE CERTAIN ESTI-
MATES OR ADDRESS CERTAIN CLAIMS.—If the
administering authority uses an adverse in-
ference under subsection (b)(1)(A) in select-
ing among the facts otherwise available, the
administering authority is not required, for
purposes of subsection (c) or for any other
purpose—

‘““(A) to estimate what the countervailable
subsidy rate or dumping margin would have
been if the interested party found to have
failed to cooperate under subsection (b)(1)
had cooperated, or

‘“(B) to demonstrate that the
countervailable subsidy rate or dumping
margin used by the administering authority
reflects an alleged commercial reality of the
interested party.”’.

SEC. 303. DEFINITION OF MATERIAL INJURY.

(a) EFFECT OF PROFITABILITY OF DOMESTIC
INDUSTRIES.—Section 771(7) of the Tariff Act
of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1677(7)) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following:

“(J) EFFECT OF PROFITABILITY.—The Com-
mission may not determine that there is no
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material injury or threat of material injury
to an industry in the United States merely
because that industry is profitable or be-
cause the performance of that industry has
recently improved.”’.

(b) EVALUATION OF IMPACT ON DOMESTIC IN-
DUSTRY IN DETERMINATION OF MATERIAL IN-
JURY.—Subclause (I) of section T7T71(7)(C)(iii)
of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C.
1677(7)(C)(iii)) is amended to read as follows:

“(I) actual and potential decline in output,
sales, market share, gross profits, operating
profits, net profits, ability to service debt,
productivity, return on investments, return
on assets, and utilization of capacity,”’.

(c) CAPTIVE PRODUCTION.—Section
TTL(T)(C)(iv) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19
U.S.C. 1677(T)(C)(iv)) is amended—

(1) in subclause (I), by striking the comma
and inserting ‘‘, and”’;

(2) in subclause (II), by striking *, and”
and inserting a comma; and

(3) by striking subclause (III).

SEC. 304. PARTICULAR MARKET SITUATION.

(a) DEFINITION OF ORDINARY COURSE OF
TRADE.—Section 771(15) of the Tariff Act of
1930 (19 U.S.C. 1677(15)) is amended by adding
at the end the following:

‘(C) Situations in which the administering
authority determines that the particular
market situation prevents a proper compari-
son with the export price or constructed ex-
port price.”’.

(b) DEFINITION OF NORMAL VALUE.—Section
T73(a)(1)(B)(i1)(III) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19
U.S.C. 1677b(a)(1)(B)(ii)(III)) is amended by
striking ‘‘in such other country.”.

(c) DEFINITION OF CONSTRUCTED VALUE.—
Section 773(e) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19
U.S.C. 1677b(e)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘business”’
and inserting ‘‘trade’’; and

(2) by striking the flush text at the end and
inserting the following:

“For purposes of paragraph (1), if a par-
ticular market situation exists such that the
cost of materials and fabrication or other
processing of any kind does not accurately
reflect the cost of production in the ordinary
course of trade, the administering authority
may use another calculation methodology
under this subtitle or any other calculation
methodology. For purposes of paragraph (1),
the cost of materials shall be determined
without regard to any internal tax in the ex-
porting country imposed on such materials
or their disposition that is remitted or re-
funded upon exportation of the subject mer-
chandise produced from such materials.”.

SEC. 305. DISTORTION OF PRICES OR COSTS.

(a) INVESTIGATION OF BELOW-COST SALES.—
Section 773(b)(2) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19
U.S.C. 167Tb(b)(2)) is amended by striking
subparagraph (A) and inserting the fol-
lowing:

‘““(A) REASONABLE GROUNDS TO BELIEVE OR
SUSPECT.—

‘(i) REVIEW.—In a review conducted under
section 751 involving a specific exporter,
there are reasonable grounds to believe or
suspect that sales of the foreign like product
have been made at prices that are less than
the cost of production of the product if the
administering authority disregarded some or
all of the exporter’s sales pursuant to para-
graph (1) in the investigation or, if a review
has been completed, in the most recently
completed review.

““(ii) REQUESTS FOR INFORMATION.—In an in-
vestigation initiated under section 732 or a
review conducted under section 751, the ad-
ministering authority shall request informa-
tion necessary to calculate the constructed
value and cost of production under sub-
sections (e) and (f) to determine whether
there are reasonable grounds to believe or
suspect that sales of the foreign like product
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have been made at prices that represent less
than the cost of production of the product.”.

(b) PRICES AND COSTS IN NONMARKET ECONO-
MIES.—Section 773(c) of the Tariff Act of 1930
(19 U.S.C. 1677b(c)) is amended by adding at
the end the following:

‘“(5) DISCRETION TO DISREGARD CERTAIN
PRICE OR COST VALUES.—In valuing the fac-
tors of production under paragraph (1) for
the subject merchandise, the administering
authority may disregard price or cost values
without further investigation if the admin-
istering authority has determined that
broadly available export subsidies existed or
particular instances of subsidization oc-
curred with respect to those price or cost
values or if those price or cost values were
subject to an antidumping order.”’.

SEC. 306. REDUCTION IN BURDEN ON DEPART-
MENT OF COMMERCE BY REDUCING
THE NUMBER OF VOLUNTARY RE-
SPONDENTS.

Section 782(a) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19
U.S.C. 167Tm(a)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by redesignating sub-
paragraphs (A) and (B) as clauses (i) and (ii),
respectively, and by moving such clauses, as
so redesignated, 2 ems to the right;

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2)
as subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively,
and by moving such subparagraphs, as so re-
designated, 2 ems to the right;

(3) by striking ‘INVESTIGATIONS AND RE-
VIEWS.—In”’ and inserting the following: ‘‘IN-
VESTIGATIONS AND REVIEWS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—In”’;

(4) in paragraph (1), as designated by para-
graph (3), by amending subparagraph (B), as
redesignated by paragraph (2), to read as fol-
lows:

‘(B) the number of exporters or producers
subject to the investigation or review is not
so large that any additional individual ex-
amination of such exporters or producers
would be unduly burdensome to the admin-
istering authority and inhibit the timely
completion of the investigation or review.”’;
and

(5) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(2) DETERMINATION OF UNDULY BURDEN-
SOME.—In determining if an individual exam-
ination under paragraph (1)(B) would be un-
duly burdensome, the administering author-
ity may consider the following:

‘“(A) The complexity of the issues or infor-
mation presented in the proceeding, includ-
ing questionnaires and any responses there-
to.

‘““(B) Any prior experience of the admin-
istering authority in the same or similar
proceeding.

‘“(C) The total number of investigations
under subtitle A or B and reviews under sec-
tion 751 being conducted by the admin-
istering authority as of the date of the deter-
mination.

‘(D) Such other factors relating to the
timely completion of each such investigation
and review as the administering authority
considers appropriate.”.

SEC. 307. APPLICATION TO CANADA AND MEXICO.

Pursuant to article 1902 of the North Amer-
ican Free Trade Agreement and section 408
of the North American Free Trade Agree-
ment Implementation Act (19 U.S.C. 3438),
the amendments made by this title shall
apply with respect to goods from Canada and
Mexico.

TITLE IV—OFFSETS
SEC. 401. CUSTOMS USER FEES EXTENSION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 13031(j)(3)(A) of
the Consolidated Omnibus Budget Reconcili-
ation Act of 1985 (19 U.S.C. 58c(j)(3)(A)) is
amended by striking ‘‘September 30, 2024
and inserting ‘‘July 7, 2025°.

(b) RATE FOR MERCHANDISE PROCESSING
FEES.—Section 503 of the United States-
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Korea Free Trade Agreement Implementa-

tion Act (Public Law 112-41; 125 Stat. 460) is

amended by striking ‘“‘June 30, 2021’ and in-

serting ‘“‘June 30, 2025°.

SEC. 402. ADDITIONAL CUSTOMS USER FEES EX-
TENSION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 13031(j)(3) of the
Consolidated Omnibus Budget Reconciliation
Act of 1985 (19 U.S.C. 58c(j)(3)) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (B)(i), by striking
‘““‘September 30, 2024 and inserting ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2025’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘D) Fees may be charged under para-
graphs (9) and (10) of subsection (a) during
the period beginning on July 29, 2025, and
ending on September 30, 2025.”".

(b) RATE FOR MERCHANDISE PROCESSING
FEES.—Section 503 of the United States—
Korea Free Trade Agreement Implementa-
tion Act (Public Law 112-41; 125 Stat. 460) is
amended by adding at the end the following:

““(c) FURTHER ADDITIONAL PERIOD.—For the
period beginning on July 15, 2025, and ending
on September 30, 2025, section 13031(a)(9) of
the Consolidated Omnibus Budget Reconcili-
ation Act of 1985 (19 U.S.C. 58c(a)(9)) shall be
applied and administered—

‘(1) in subparagraph (A), by substituting
‘0.3464° for 0.21’; and

‘“(2) in subparagraph (B)(i), by substituting
0.3464° for 0.21°.”.

SEC. 403. TIME FOR PAYMENT OF CORPORATE ES-
TIMATED TAXES.

Notwithstanding section 6655 of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986, in the case of a
corporation with assets of not less than
$1,000,000,000 (determined as of the end of the
preceding taxable year)—

(1) the amount of any required installment
of corporate estimated tax which is other-
wise due in July, August, or September of
2020 shall be increased by 8 percent of such
amount (determined without regard to any
increase in such amount not contained in
such Code); and

(2) the amount of the next required install-
ment after an installment referred to in
paragraph (1) shall be appropriately reduced
to reflect the amount of the increase by rea-
son of such paragraph.

SEC. 404. PAYEE STATEMENT REQUIRED TO
CLAIM CERTAIN EDUCATION TAX
BENEFITS.

(a) AMERICAN OPPORTUNITY CREDIT, HOPE
SCHOLARSHIP CREDIT, AND LIFETIME LLEARNING
CREDIT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 25A(g) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by
adding at the end the following new para-
graph:

‘(8) PAYEE STATEMENT REQUIREMENT.—EX-
cept as otherwise provided by the Secretary,
no credit shall be allowed under this section
unless the taxpayer receives a statement fur-
nished under section 6050S(d) which contains
all of the information required by paragraph
(2) thereof.”.

(2) STATEMENT RECEIVED BY DEPENDENT.—
Section 25A(g)(3) of such Code is amended by
striking ‘“‘and” at the end of subparagraph
(A), by striking the period at the end of sub-
paragraph (B) and inserting ‘¢, and”’, and by
adding at the end the following:

‘“(C) a statement described in paragraph (8)
and received by such individual shall be
treated as received by the taxpayer.”’.

(b) DEDUCTION FOR QUALIFIED TUITION AND
RELATED EXPENSES.—Section 222(d) of such
Code is amended by redesignating paragraph
(6) as paragraph (7), and by inserting after
paragraph (5) the following new paragraph:

¢(6) PAYEE STATEMENT REQUIREMENT.—

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided by the Secretary, no deduction shall be
allowed under subsection (a) unless the tax-
payer receives a statement furnished under
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section 6050S(d) which contains all of the in-
formation required by paragraph (2) thereof.

‘(B) STATEMENT RECEIVED BY DEPENDENT.—
The receipt of the statement referred to in
subparagraph (A) by an individual described
in subsection (c)(3) shall be treated for pur-
poses of subparagraph (A) as received by the
taxpayer.”.

(¢) INFORMATION REQUIRED TO BE PROVIDED
ON PAYEE STATEMENT.—Section 6050S(d)(2) of
such Code is amended to read as follows:

¢“(2) the information required by subsection
(0)(2).”.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to taxable
years beginning after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

SEC. 405. SPECIAL RULE FOR EDUCATIONAL IN-
STITUTIONS UNABLE TO COLLECT
TINS OF INDIVIDUALS WITH RE-
SPECT TO HIGHER EDUCATION TUI-
TION AND RELATED EXPENSES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6724 of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection:

“(f) SPECIAL RULE FOR RETURNS OF EDU-
CATIONAL INSTITUTIONS RELATED TO HIGHER
EDUCATION TUITION AND RELATED EX-
PENSES.—No penalty shall be imposed under
section 6721 or 6722 solely by reason of failing
to provide the TIN of an individual on a re-
turn or statement required by section
6050S(a)(1) if the eligible educational institu-
tion required to make such return contem-
poraneously makes a true and accurate cer-
tification under penalty of perjury (and in
such form and manner as may be prescribed
by the Secretary) that it has complied with
standards promulgated by the Secretary for
obtaining such individual’s TIN.”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply to returns
required to be made, and statements re-
quired to be furnished, after December 31,
2015.

SEC. 406. PENALTY FOR FAILURE TO FILE COR-
RECT INFORMATION RETURNS AND
PROVIDE PAYEE STATEMENTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 6721(a)(1) of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘$100”’ and inserting ‘‘$250°’;
and

(2) by striking ‘$1,500,000" and inserting
*‘$3,000,000"".

(b) REDUCTION WHERE CORRECTION IN SPECI-
FIED PERIOD.—

(1) CORRECTION WITHIN 30 DAYS.—Section
6721(b)(1) of such Code is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘$30”’ and inserting ‘‘$50°’;

(B) by striking ‘‘$100”’ and inserting ‘‘$250’;
and

(C) by striking
°$500,000"°.

(2) FAILURES CORRECTED ON OR BEFORE AU-
GUST 1.—Section 6721(b)(2) of such Code is
amended—

(A) by striking ““$60’° and inserting ‘‘$100’’;

(B) by striking ‘‘$100”’ (prior to amendment
by subparagraph (A)) and inserting ‘‘$250°’;
and

(C) by striking
‘$1,500,000"".

(¢) LOWER LIMITATION FOR PERSONS WITH
GROSS RECEIPTS OF NOT MORE THAN
$5,000,000.—Section 6721(d)(1) of such Code is
amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A)—

(A) by striking $500,000"
‘$1,000,000"’; and

¢“$250,000 and inserting

¢“$500,000 and inserting

and inserting

(B) by striking “$1,500,000"" and inserting
¢°$3,000,000°;

(2) in subparagraph (B)—

(A) by striking $75,000" and inserting
“$175,000”’; and

(B) by striking $250,000" and inserting
¢‘$500,000”’; and

(3) in subparagraph (C)—

(A) by striking ¢$200,000"" and inserting

°$500,000"’; and
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(B) by striking ‘“$500,000*’ (prior to amend-
ment by subparagraph (A)) and inserting
‘$1,500,000"".

(d) PENALTY IN CASE OF INTENTIONAL DISs-
REGARD.—Section 6721(e) of such Code is
amended—

(1) by striking ““$250”’ in paragraph (2) and
inserting *“$500°’; and

(2) by striking ‘$1,500,000” in paragraph
(3)(A) and inserting ‘‘$3,000,000"".

(e) FAILURE TO FURNISH CORRECT PAYEE
STATEMENTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 6722(a)(1) of such
Code is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘$100”’ and inserting ‘“$250’;
and

(B) by striking ‘$1,500,000" and inserting
¢‘$3,000,000"".

(2) REDUCTION WHERE CORRECTION IN SPECI-
FIED PERIOD.—

(A) CORRECTION WITHIN 30 DAYS.—Section
6722(b)(1) of such Code is amended—

(i) by striking ‘“$30’ and inserting ‘‘$50°’;

(ii) by striking ‘‘$100>’ and inserting ‘$250°’;
and

(iii) by striking $250,000"" and inserting
‘$500,000"".

(B) FAILURES CORRECTED ON OR BEFORE AU-
GUST 1.—Section 6722(b)(2) of such Code is
amended—

(i) by striking ““$60’ and inserting ‘‘$100’’;

(ii) by striking *“$100”’ (prior to amendment
by clause (i)) and inserting ‘‘$250°’; and

(iii) by striking ‘‘$500,000” and inserting
‘81,500,000

(3) LOWER LIMITATION FOR PERSONS WITH
GROSS RECEIPTS OF NOT MORE THAN $5,000,000.—
Section 6722(d)(1) of such Code is amended—

(A) in subparagraph (A)—

(i) by striking ‘$500,000”
¢‘$1,000,000"’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘$1,500,000° and
¢$3,000,000"’;

(B) in subparagraph (B)—

and inserting

inserting

(i) by striking ‘$75,000" and inserting
¢‘$175,000’; and
(ii) by striking ¢‘$250,000 and inserting

‘$500,000”’; and

(C) in subparagraph (C)—

(1) by striking ¢$200,000”
‘$500,000”’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘$500,000’" (prior to amend-
ment by subparagraph (A)) and inserting
‘$1,500,000"".

(4) PENALTY IN CASE OF INTENTIONAL DIS-
REGARD.—Section 6722(e) of such Code is
amended—

(A) by striking ““$250”’ in paragraph (2) and
inserting <‘$500°’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘$1,500,000” in paragraph
(3)(A) and inserting ‘‘$3,000,000’.

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply with respect
to returns and statements required to be
filed after December 31, 2015.

SEC. 407. CHILD TAX CREDIT NOT REFUNDABLE
FOR TAXPAYERS ELECTING TO EX-
CLUDE FOREIGN EARNED INCOME
FROM TAX.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 24(d) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new paragraph:

¢(6) EXCEPTION FOR TAXPAYERS EXCLUDING
FOREIGN EARNED INCOME.—Paragraph (1) shall
not apply to any taxpayer for any taxable
year if such taxpayer elects to exclude any
amount from gross income under section 911
for such taxable year.”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by this section shall apply to taxable
years beginning after December 31, 2014.

SEC. 408. COVERAGE AND PAYMENT FOR RENAL
DIALYSIS SERVICES FOR INDIVID-
UALS WITH ACUTE KIDNEY INJURY.

(a) COVERAGE.—Section 1861(s)(2)(F) of the
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395x(s)(2)(F))
is amended by inserting before the semicolon
the following: ‘‘, including such renal dialy-

and inserting
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sis services furnished on or after January 1,
2017, by a renal dialysis facility or provider
of services paid under section 1881(b)(14) to
an individual with acute kidney injury (as
defined in section 1834(r)(2))”.

(b) PAYMENT.—Section 1834 of the Social
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395m) is amended by
adding at the end the following new sub-
section:

“(r) PAYMENT FOR RENAL DIALYSIS SERV-
ICES FOR INDIVIDUALS WITH ACUTE KIDNEY IN-
JURY.—

‘(1) PAYMENT RATE.—In the case of renal
dialysis services (as defined in subparagraph
(B) of section 1881(b)(14)) furnished under this
part by a renal dialysis facility or provider
of services paid under such section during a
yvear (beginning with 2017) to an individual
with acute kidney injury (as defined in para-
graph (2)), the amount of payment under this
part for such services shall be the base rate
for renal dialysis services determined for
such year under such section, as adjusted by
any applicable geographic adjustment factor
applied under subparagraph (D){v)(II) of
such section and may be adjusted by the Sec-
retary (on a budget neutral basis for pay-
ments under this paragraph) by any other
adjustment factor under subparagraph (D) of
such section.

¢“(2) INDIVIDUAL WITH ACUTE KIDNEY INJURY
DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term ‘indi-
vidual with acute kidney injury’ means an
individual who has acute loss of renal func-
tion and does not receive renal dialysis serv-
ices for which payment is made under sec-
tion 1881(b)(14).”.

SA 2075. Mr. PORTMAN (for himself
and Ms. STABENOW) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
him to the bill H.R. 2146, to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to allow
Federal law enforcement officers, fire-
fighters, and air traffic controllers to
make penalty-free withdrawals from
governmental plans after age 50, and
for other purposes; which was ordered
to lie on the table; as follows:

Beginning on page 25, strike line 18, and all
that follows through page 26, line 16, and in-
sert the following:

(11) CURRENCY MANIPULATION.—The prin-
cipal negotiating objective of the United
States with respect to unfair currency ex-
change practices is to target protracted
large-scale intervention in one direction in
the exchange markets by a party to a trade
agreement to gain an unfair competitive ad-
vantage in trade over other parties to the
agreement, by establishing strong and en-
forceable rules against exchange rate manip-
ulation that are subject to the same dispute
settlement procedures and remedies as other
enforceable obligations under the agreement
and are consistent with existing principles
and agreements of the International Mone-
tary Fund and the World Trade Organiza-
tion. Nothing in the previous sentence shall
be construed to restrict the exercise of do-
mestic monetary policy.

SA 2076. Mr. McCONNELL (for Mr.
BLUMENTHAL) proposed an amendment
to the bill H.R. 91, to amend title 38,
United States Code, to direct the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs to issue,
upon request, veteran identification
cards to certain veterans; as follows:

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Veterans

Identification Card Act 2015
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SEC. 2. VETERANS IDENTIFICATION CARD.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings:

(1) Effective on the day before the date of
the enactment of this Act, veteran identi-
fication cards were issued to veterans who
have either completed the statutory time-in-
service requirement for retirement from the
Armed Forces or who have received a med-
ical-related discharge from the Armed
Forces.

(2) Effective on the day before the date of
the enactment of this Act, a veteran who
served a minimum obligated time in service,
but who did not meet the criteria described
in paragraph (1), did not receive a means of
identifying the veteran’s status as a veteran
other than using the Department of Defense
form DD-214 discharge papers of the veteran.

(3) Goods, services, and promotional activi-
ties are often offered by public and private
institutions to veterans who demonstrate
proof of service in the military, but it is im-
practical for a veteran to always carry De-
partment of Defense form DD-214 discharge
papers to demonstrate such proof.

(4) A general purpose veteran identifica-
tion card made available to veterans would
be useful to demonstrate the status of the
veterans without having to carry and use of-
ficial Department of Defense form DD-214
discharge papers.

(5) On the day before the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs had the infrastructure in place
across the United States to produce photo-
graphic identification cards and accept a
small payment to cover the cost of these
cards.

(b) PROVISION OF VETERAN IDENTIFICATION
CARDS.—Chapter 57 of title 38, United States
Code, is amended by adding after section 5705
the following new section:

“§ 5706. Veterans identification card

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs shall issue an identification
card described in subsection (b) to each vet-
eran who—

‘(1) requests such card;

‘‘(2) presents a copy of Department of De-
fense form DD-214 or other official document
from the official military personnel file of
the veteran that describes the service of the
veteran; and

‘“(3) pays the fee under subsection (c)(1).

‘“(b) IDENTIFICATION CARD.—An identifica-
tion card described in this subsection is a
card issued to a veteran that—

(1) displays a photograph of the veteran;

‘“(2) displays the name of the veteran;

¢“(3) explains that such card is not proof of
any benefits to which the veteran is entitled
to;

‘“(4) contains an identification number that
is not a social security number; and

‘“(b) serves as proof that such veteran—

‘“(A) served in the Armed Forces; and

‘“(B) has a Department of Defense form
DD-214 or other official document in the offi-
cial military personnel file of the veteran
that describes the service of the veteran.

‘‘(c) CosTs OF CARD.—(1) The Secretary
shall charge a fee to each veteran who re-
ceives an identification card issued under
this section, including a replacement identi-
fication card.

“(2)(A) The fee charged under paragraph (1)
shall equal such amount as the Secretary de-
termines is necessary to issue an identifica-
tion card under this section.

“(B) In determining the amount of the fee
under subparagraph (A), the Secretary shall
ensure that the total amount of fees col-
lected under paragraph (1) equals an amount
necessary to carry out this section, includ-
ing costs related to any additional equip-
ment or personnel required to carry out this
section.
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¢“(C) The Secretary shall review and reas-
sess the determination under subparagraph
(A) during each five-year period in which the
Secretary issues an identification card under
this section.

“(3) Amounts collected under this sub-
section shall be deposited in an account of
the Department available to carry out this
section. Amounts so deposited shall be—

““(A) merged with amounts in such ac-
count;

“(B) available in such amounts as may be
provided in appropriation Acts; and

‘“(C) subject to the same conditions and
limitations as amounts otherwise in such ac-
count.

‘‘(d) EFFECT OF CARD ON BENEFITS.—(1) An
identification card issued under this section
shall not serve as proof of any benefits that
the veteran may be entitled to under this
title.

‘“(2) A veteran who is issued an identifica-
tion card under this section shall not be en-
titled to any benefits under this title by rea-
son of possessing such card.

‘“(e) ADMINISTRATIVE MEASURES.—(1) The
Secretary shall ensure that any information
collected or used with respect to an identi-
fication card issued under this section is ap-
propriately secured.

‘“(2) The Secretary may determine any ap-
propriate procedures with respect to issuing
a replacement identification card.

“(3) In carrying out this section, the Sec-
retary shall coordinate with the National
Personnel Records Center.

‘“(4) The Secretary may conduct such out-
reach to advertise the identification card
under this section as the Secretary considers
appropriate.

““(f) CONSTRUCTION.—This section shall not
be construed to affect identification cards
otherwise provided by the Secretary to vet-
erans enrolled in the health care system es-
tablished under section 1705(a) of this title.”’.

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections at the beginning of such chapter is
amended by inserting after the item relating
to section 5705 the following new item:

‘“5706. Veterans identification card.”.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this Act shall take effect on the
date that is 60 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

————
PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that Benjamin
Canavan, a State Department fellow in
my office, receive Senate floor privi-
leges for the duration of his current
fellowship in the Senate.

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

——————

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016

On Thursday, June 18, 2015, the Sen-
ate passed H.R. 1735, as amended, as
follows:

H.R. 1735

Resolved, That the bill from the House of
Representatives (H.R. 1735) entitled ‘“‘An Act
to authorize appropriations for fiscal year
2016 for military activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense, for military construction,
and for defense activities of the Department
of Energy, to prescribe military personnel
strengths for such fiscal year, and for other
purposes.”, do pass with the following
amendment:

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following:
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2016,
SEC. 2. ORGANIZATION OF ACT INTO DIVISIONS;
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(a) D1VISIONS.—This Act is organized into four
divisions as follows:

(1) Division A—Department of Defense Au-
thorications.

(2) Division B—Military Construction Author-
izations.

(3) Division C—Department of Energy Na-
tional Security Authorizations.

(4) Division D—Funding tables.
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AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE [—-PROCUREMENT

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 101. Authorization of appropriations.
Subtitle B—Navy Programs
Sec. 111. Amendment to cost limitation baseline
for CVN-78 class aircraft carrier
program.
Limitation on availability of funds for
USS JOHN F. KENNEDY (CVN-
79).
Limitation on availability of funds for
USS ENTERPRISE (CVN-80).
Modification of CVN-78 class aircraft
carrier program.
Limitation on availability of funds for
Littoral Combat Ship.
Extension and modification of limita-
tion on availability of funds for
Littoral Combat Ship.
Construction of additional
Burke destroyer.
Fleet Replenishment Oiler Program.
Reporting requirement for Ohio-class
replacement submarine program.
Stationing of C-130 H aircraft avionics
previously modified by the Avi-
onics  Modernization  Program
(AMP) in support of daily train-
ing and contingency requirements
for Airborne and Special Oper-
ations Forces.
Subtitle C—Air Force Programs
131. Limitations on retirement of B-1, B-2,
and B-52 bomber aircraft.
Limitation on retirement of Air Force
fighter aircraft.
Limitation on availability of funds for
F-35A aircraft procurement.
Prohibition on retirement of A-10 air-
craft.
Prohibition on availability of funds
for retirement of EC-130H Com-
pass Call aircraft.
Limitation on transfer of C-130 air-
craft.
Limitation on use of funds for T-1A
Jayhawk aircraft.
Restriction on retirement of the Joint
Surveillance Target Attack Radar
System (JSTARS), EC-130H Com-
pass Call, and Airborne Early
Warning and Control (AWACS)
Aircraft.
Sense of Congress regarding the
OCONUS basing of the F-35A air-
craft.
Sense of Congress on F-16 Active Elec-
tronically Scanned Array (AESA)
radar upgrade.
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modernization plan for small
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Subtitle E—Army Programs
Sec. 161. Stryker Lethality Upgrades.

TITLE II—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,
TEST, AND EVALUATION

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
Sec. 201. Authorization of appropriations.

Subtitle B—Program Requirements, Restrictions,
and Limitations

Centers for Science, Technology, and
Engineering Partnership.

Department of Defense technology off-
set program to build and maintain
the military technological superi-
ority of the United States.

Reauthorization of defense research
and development rapid innovation
program.

Reauthorization of Global Research
Watch program.

Science and technology activities to
support business systems informa-
tion technology acquisition pro-
grams.

Expansion of eligibility for financial
assistance under Department of
Defense Science, Mathematics,
and Research for Transformation
program to include citizens of
countries participating in The
Technical Cooperation Program.

Streamlining the Joint Federated As-
surance Center.

Limitation on availability of funds for
development of the Shallow Water
Combat Submersible.

Limitation on availability of funds for
distributed common ground Sys-
tem of the Army.

Limitation on availability of funds for
distributed common ground Sys-
tem of the United States Special
Operations Command.
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communications and data net-
work requirements and capabili-
ties.

Study of field failures involving coun-
terfeit electronic parts.
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Support capabilities.

Airborne data link plan.
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Sec. 321. Repeal of limitation on authority to

enter into a contract for the
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or overhaul of the F117 engine.
Subtitle D—Reports

Sec. 331. Modification of annual report on
prepositioned materiel and equip-
ment.

Subtitle E—Limitations and Extensions of
Authority

Sec. 341. Modification of requirements for
transferring aircraft within the
Air Force inventory.
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Sec. 342. Limitation on use of funds for Depart-
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agement of end strengths for mili-
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Sec. 513. Reconciliation of contradictory provi-
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Repeal of statutory specification of
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joint professional military edu-
cation.
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grams and standards for profes-
sional credentials obtained by
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Subtitle E—Military Justice

Modification of Rule 304 of the Mili-
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the corroboration of a confession
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Appeals.
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cases in which sentences adjudged
could include punitive discharge.
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Sec. 552. Authority of Special Victims’ Counsel
to provide legal consultation and
assistance in connection with var-
ious Government proceedings.

553. Enhancement of confidentiality of re-
stricted reporting of sexual as-
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States reports on prevention and
response to sexual assault by the
Army National Guard and the
Army Reserve.

557. Sense of Congress on the service of
military families and on sen-
tencing retirement-eligible mem-
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Sec. 571. Extension of semiannual reports on
the involuntary separation of
members of the Armed Forces.
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PART I—FINANCIAL LITERACY AND PREPARED-
NESS OF MEMBERS OF THE ARMED FORCES

Sec. 581. Improvement of financial literacy and
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Armed Forces.

Financial literacy training with re-
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for members of the uniformed
services.

Sense of Congress on financial literacy
and preparedness of members of
the Armed Forces.
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Priority processing of applications for
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tion Credentials for members un-
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Sec. 592. Increase in number of days of active
duty required to be performed by
reserve component members for
duty to be considered Federal
service for purposes of unemploy-
ment compensation  for ex-
servicemembers.

Sec. 593. Improved enumeration of members of
the Armed Forces in any tabula-
tion of total population by Sec-
retary of Commerce.

TITLE VI—COMPENSATION AND OTHER
PERSONNEL BENEFITS

Subtitle A—Pay and Allowances

Sec. 601. Fiscal year 2016 increase in military
basic pay.

602. Modification of percentage of national
average monthly cost of housing
usable in computation of basic al-
lowance for housing inside the
United States.

603. Extension of authority to provide tem-
porary increase in rates of basic
allowance for housing.

604. Basic allowance for housing for mar-
ried members of the wuniformed
services assigned for duty within
normal commuting distance and
for other members living together.

605. Repeal of inapplicability of modifica-
tion of basic allowance for hous-
ing to benefits under the laws ad-
ministered by the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs.

606. Limitation on eligibility for supple-
mental subsistence allowances to
members  serving outside the
United States and associated ter-
ritory.

Sec. 607. Availability of information.

Subtitle B—Bonuses and Special and Incentive
Pays

Sec. 611. One-year extension of certain bonus
and special pay authorities for re-
serve forces.

612. One-year extension of certain bonus
and special pay authorities for
health care professionals.

613. One-year extension of special pay and
bonus authorities for nuclear offi-
cers.

614. One-year extension of authorities re-
lating to title 37 consolidated spe-
cial pay, incentive pay, and
bonus authorities.

615. One-year extension of authorities re-
lating to payment of other title 37
bonuses and special pays.

616. Increase in maximum annual amount
of nuclear officer bonus pay.

617. Repeal of obsolete authority to pay
bonus to encourage Army per-
sonnel to refer persons for enlist-
ment in the Army.

Subtitle C—Travel and Transportation
Allowances

621. Repeal of obsolete special travel and
transportation allowance for sur-
vivors of deceased members from
the Vietnam conflict.

622. Study and report on policy changes to
the Joint Travel Regulations.

623. Transportation to transfer ceremonies
for family and next of kin of mem-
bers of the Armed Forces who die
overseas during humanitarian op-
erations.

624. Policies of the Department of Defense
on travel of next of kin to partici-
pate in the dignified transfer of
remains of members of the Armed
Forces and civilian employees of
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Subtitle D—Disability Pay, Retired Pay, and
Survivor Benefits

PART [—RETIRED PAY REFORM

Sec. 631. Thrift Savings Plan participation for
members of the uniformed serv-
ices.

Modernized retirement system  for
members of the uniformed serv-
ices.

Lump sum payments of certain retired
pay.

Continuation pay after 12 years of
service for members of the uni-
formed services participating in
the modernized retirement Ssys-
tems.

Authority for retirement flexibility for
members of the uniformed serv-
ices.

Treatment of Department of Defense
Military Retirement Fund as a
qualified trust.

PART II—OTHER MATTERS

Death of former spouse beneficiaries
and subsequent remarriages under
Survivor Benefit Plan.

Transitional compensation and other
benefits for dependents of mem-
bers of the Armed Forces ineligible
to receive retired pay as a result
of court-martial sentence.

Subtitle E—Commissary and Non-Appropriated
Fund Instrumentality Benefits and Operations

Sec. 651. Commissary system matters.

Sec. 652. Plan on privatization of the defense
commissary system.

Sec. 653. Comptroller General of the United
States report on the Commissary
Surcharge, Non-appropriated
Fund, and Privately-Financed
Major Construction Program.

TITLE VII—HEALTH CARE PROVISIONS

Subtitle A—TRICARE and Other Health Care
Benefits

Urgent care authorization under the
TRICARE program.

Modifications of cost-sharing require-
ments for the TRICARE Phar-
macy Benefits Program.

Expansion of continued health bene-
fits coverage to include dis-
charged and released members of
the Selected Reserve.

Expansion of reimbursement for smok-
ing cessation services for certain
TRICARE beneficiaries.

Pilot program on treatment of members
of the Armed Forces for post-trau-
matic stress disorder related to
military sexual trauma.

Subtitle B—Health Care Administration

711. Access to health care under
TRICARE program.

712. Portability of health plans under the
TRICARE program.

Improvement of mental health care
provided by health care providers
of the Department of Defense.

Comprehensive standards and access
to contraception counseling for
members of the Armed Forces.

Waiver of recoupment of erroneous
payments due to administrative
error under the TRICARE pro-
gram.

Designation of certain mon-Depart-
ment mental health care providers
with knowledge relating to treat-
ment of members of the Armed
Forces.

Limitation on conversion of military
medical and dental positions to ci-
vilian medical and dental posi-
tions.
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Sec. 718. Extension of authority for joint De-
partment of Defense-Department
of Veterans Affairs Medical Facil-
ity Demonstration Fund.

719. Extension of authority for DOD-VA
Health Care Sharing Incentive
Fund.

720. Pilot program on incentive programs
to improve health care provided
under the TRICARE program.

Subtitle C—Reports and Other Matters

731. Publication of certain information on
health care provided by the De-
partment of Defense through the
Hospital compare website of the
Department of Health and Human
Services.

Publication of data on patient safety,
quality of care, satisfaction, and
health outcome measures under
the TRICARE program.

Annual report on patient safety, qual-
ity of care, and access to care at
military medical treatment facili-
ties.

Report on plans to improve experience
with and eliminate performance
variability of health care provided
by the Department of Defense.

Report on plan to improve pediatric
care and related services for chil-
dren of members of the Armed
Forces.

Report on preliminary mental health
screenings for individuals becom-
ing members of the Armed Forces.

Comptroller General report on use of
quality of care metrics at military
treatment facilities.

Report on interoperability between
electronic health records systems
of Department of Defense and De-
partment of Veterans Affairs.

Submittal of information to Secretary
of Veterans Affairs relating to ex-
posure to airborne hazards and
open burn pits.

Comptroller General study on gam-
bling and problem gambling be-
havior among members of the
Armed Forces.

Sec. 741. Report on implementation of data se-
curity and transmission standards
for electronic health records.

TITLE VIII—ACQUISITION POLICY, ACQUI-

SITION MANAGEMENT, AND RELATED
MATTERS

Subtitle A—Acquisition Policy and Management

Sec. 801. Role of service chiefs in the acquisition
process.

Ezxpansion of rapid acquisition au-
thority.

Middle tier of acquisition for rapid
prototyping and rapid fielding.
Amendments to other transaction au-

thority.

Use of alternative acquisition paths to
acquire critical national security
capabilities.

Secretary of Defense waiver of acquisi-
tion laws to acquire vital national
security capabilities.

Acquisition authority of the Com-
mander of United States Cyber
Command.

Advisory panel on streamlining and
codifying acquisition regulations.

Review of time-based requirements
process and budgeting and acqui-
sition systems.

Sec. 810. Improvement of program and project
management by the Department
of Defense.

Subtitle B—Amendments to General Contracting
Authorities, Procedures, and Limitations
Sec. 821. Preference for fixed-price contracts in
determining contract type for de-

velopment programs.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 732.

Sec. 733.

Sec. 734.

Sec. 735.

Sec. 736.

Sec. 737.

Sec. 738.

Sec. 739.

Sec. 740.

Sec. 802.

Sec. 803.
Sec. 804.

Sec. 805.

Sec. 806.

Sec. 807.

Sec. 808.

Sec. 809.



June 22, 2015

Sec

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

. 822
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831

824.
825.
826.

827.

828.

829.

830.

. Applicability of cost and pricing data

and certification requirements.

. Risk-based contracting for smaller
contract actions under the Truth
in Negotiations Act.

Limitation on use of reverse auction
and lowest price technically ac-
ceptable contracting methods.

Rights in technical data.

Procurement of supplies for experi-
mental purposes.

Extension of authority to acquire
products and services produced in
countries along a major route of
supply to Afghanistan.

Reporting related to failure of contrac-
tors to meet goals under mnego-
tiated comprehensive small busi-
ness subcontracting plans.

Competition for religious services con-
tracts.

Treatment of interagency and State
and local purchases when the De-
partment of Defense acts as con-
tract intermediary for the General
Services Administration.

. Pilot program for streamlining awards
for innovative technology
projects.

Subtitle C—Provisions Relating to Major

Defense Acquisition Programs

Sec. 841. Acquisition strategy required for each
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851.

major defense acquisition pro-
gram.

Risk reduction in major defense acqui-
sition programs.

Designation of milestone decision au-
thority.

Revision of Milestone A decision au-
thority responsibilities for major
defense acquisition programs.

Revision of Milestone B decision au-
thority responsibilities for major
defense acquisition programs.

Tenure and accountability of program
managers for program develop-
ment periods.

Tenure and accountability of program
managers for program execution
periods.

Repeal of requirement for stand-alone
manpower estimates for major de-
fense acquisition programs.

Penalty for cost overruns.

Streamlining of reporting requirements
applicable to Assistant Secretary
of Defense for Research and Engi-
neering regarding major defense
acquisition programs.

Configuration Steering Boards for cost
control under major defense ac-
quisition programs.

Sustainment enhancement.

Subtitle D—Provisions Relating to Commercial
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Items

Inapplicability of certain laws and
regulations to the acquisition of

commercial items and commer-
cially available off-the-shelf
items.

Market research and preference for
commercial items.

Continuing validity of commercial item
determinations.

Treatment of commercial items pur-
chased as major weapon systems.

Limitation on conversion of procure-
ments from commercial acquisition
procedures.

Treatment of goods and services pro-
vided by montraditional contrac-
tors as commercial items.

Subtitle E—Other Matters
Streamlining of requirements relating

to defense business systems.
Acquisition workforce.
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873. Unified information technology serv-
ices.

Cloud strategy for Department of De-
fense.

Development period for Department of
Defense information technology
systems.

Revisions to pilot program on acquisi-
tion of military purpose non-de-
velopmental items.

Extension of the Department of De-
fense Mentor-Protégé pilot pro-
gram.

Improved auditing of contracts.

Survey on the costs of regulatory com-
pliance.

Government Accountability Office re-
port on bid protests.

Steps to identify and address potential
unfair competitive advantage of
technical advisors to acquisition
officials.

HUBZone qualified disaster areas.

Base closure HUBZones.

Ezxception for AbilityOne goods from
authority to acquire goods and
services manufactured in Afghan-
istan, and central Asian states.

Small business procurement ombuds-
man.

Annual report on foreign procure-
ments.

874.

875.

876.

877.

878.
879.
880.

881.

882.
883.
884.

885.

886.

TITLE IX—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Sec

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec
Sec

Sec

Sec

Sec

ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT

. 901. Update of statutory specification of

functions of Chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff relating to
advice on requirements, programs,
and budget.

902. Reorganization and redesignation of
Office of Family Policy and Office
of Community Support for Mili-
tary Families with Special Needs.

903. Repeal of requirement for annual De-
partment of Defense funding for
Ocean Research Advisory Panel.

TITLE X—GENERAL PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Financial Matters

1001. General transfer authority.

1002. Annual audit of financial statements
of Department of Defense compo-
nents by independent external
auditors.

1003. Treatment as part of the base budget
of certain amounts authorized for
overseas contingency operations
upon enactment of an Act revising
the Budget Control Act discre-
tionary spending limits for fiscal
year 2016.

1004. Sense of Senate on sequestration.

1005. Sense of Senate on finding effi-
ciencies within the working cap-
ital fund activities of the Depart-
ment of Defense.

Subtitle B—Counter-Drug Activities

1011. Extension of authority to support
unified counterdrug and counter-
terrorism campaign in Colombia.

1012. Extension and expansion of authority
to provide additional support for
counter-drug activities of certain
foreign governments.

Subtitle C—Naval Vessels and Shipyards

. 1021. Studies of fleet platform architectures
for the Navy.

Amendment to National Sea-Based
Deterrence Fund.

Ezxtension of authority for reimburse-
ment of expenses for certain Navy
mess operations afloat.

Additional information supporting
long-range plans for construction
of naval vessels.

Report and assessment of potential
costs and benefits of privatizing
Department of Defense com-
missaries.

. 1022.

. 1023.

. 1024.

. 1025.

Sec

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 1040.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

. 1026.

1031.

1032.

1033.

1034.

1035.

1036.

1037.

1038.

1039.
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Report on Department of Defense def-
inition of and policy regarding
software sustainment.

Subtitle D—Counterterrorism

Prohibition on use of funds to con-
struct or modify facilities in the
United States to house detainees
transferred from United States
Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay,
Cuba.

Limitation on the transfer or release
of individuals detained at United
States Nawval Station, Guanta-
namo Bay, Cuba.

Reenactment and modification of cer-
tain prior requirements for certifi-
cations relating to transfer of de-
tainees at United States Naval
Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba,
to foreign countries and other for-
eign entities.

Authority to temporarily transfer in-
dividuals detained at United
States Naval Station, Guanta-
namo Bay, Cuba, to the United
States for emergency or critical
medical treatment.

Prohibition on use of funds for trans-
fer or release to Yemen of individ-
uals detained at United States
Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay,
Cuba.

Report on current detainees at
United States Naval Station,
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, deter-
mined or assessed to be high risk
or medium risk.

Report to Congress on memoranda of
understanding with foreign coun-
tries regarding transfer of detain-
ees at United States Naval Sta-
tion, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba.

Semiannual reports on use of United
States Naval Station, Guanta-
namo Bay, Cuba, and any other
Department of Defense or Bureau
of Prisons prison or other deten-
tion or disciplinary facility in re-
cruitment and other propaganda
of terrorist organizations.

Extension and modification of au-
thority to make rewards for com-
bating terrorism.

Reaffirmation of the prohibition on
torture.

Subtitle E—Miscellaneous Authorities and

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

1041.

1042.

1043.

1044.

1045.

1046.
1047.

1048.

Limitations

Assistance to secure the southern
land border of the United States.

Protection of Department of Defense
installations.

Strategy to protect United States na-
tional security interests in the
Arctic region.

Extension of limitations on the trans-
fer to the regular Army of AH-64
Apache helicopters assigned to
the Army National Guard.

Treatment of certain previously
transferred Army National Guard
helicopters as counting against
number transferrable under ezx-
ception to limitation on transfer
of Army National Guard heli-
copters.

Management of military technicians.

Sense of Congress on consideration of
the full range of Department of
Defense manpower worldwide in
decisions on the proper mir of
military, civilian, and contractor
personnel to accomplish the Na-
tional Defense Strategy.

Sense of Senate on the United States
Marine Corps.

Subtitle F—Studies and Reports

1061.

Repeal of reporting requirements.
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Sec. 1062. Termination of requirement for sub-
mittal to Congress of reports re-
quired of the Department of De-
fense by statute.

Annual submittal to Congress of mu-
nitions assessments.

Potential role for United States
ground forces in the Pacific the-
ater.

Report on plans for the use of domes-
tic airfields for homeland defense
and disaster response.

Annual reports of the Chief of the
National Guard Bureau on the
ability of the National Guard to
meet its missions.

Subtitle G—Other Matters

Technical and clerical amendments.

Authority to provide training and
support to personnel of foreign
ministries of defense.

Expansion of outreach for veterans
transitioning from serving on ac-
tive duty.

Modification of certain requirements
applicable to major medical facil-
ity lease for a Department of Vet-
erans Affairs outpatient clinic in
Tulsa, Oklahoma.

Comptroller General briefing and re-
port on major medical facility
projects of Department of Vet-
erans Affairs.

Sense of Senate.

Melville Hall of the United States
Merchant Marine Academy.

Conflict of interest certification for
investigations relating to whistle-
blower retaliation.

Authorization of certain major med-
ical facility projects of the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs for
which amounts have been appro-
priated.

Reform and improvement of personnel
security, insider threat detection
and prevention, and physical se-
curity.

Designation of construction agent for
certain construction projects by
Department of Veterans Affairs.

TITLE XI—CIVILIAN PERSONNEL MATTERS

Sec. 1101. Required probationary period for new
employees of the Department of
Defense.

Sec. 1102. Delay of periodic step increase for ci-
vilian employees of the Depart-
ment of Defense based upon unac-
ceptable performance.

Procedures for reduction in force of
Department of Defense civilian
personnel.

United States Cyber Command work-
force.

One-year extension of authority to
waive annual limitation on pre-
mium pay and aggregate limita-
tion on pay for Federal civilian
employees working overseas.

Five-year extension of expedited hir-
ing authority for designated de-
fense acquisition workforce posi-
tions.

One-year extension of discretionary
authority to grant allowances,
benefits, and gratuities to civilian
personnel on official duty in a
combat zone.

Extension of rate of overtime pay for
Department of the Navy employ-
ees performing work aboard or
dockside in support of the nu-
clear-powered aircraft carrier for-
ward deployed in Japan.

Sec. 1063.

Sec. 1064.

1065.

Sec.

Sec. 1066.

1081.
1082.

Sec.
Sec.

1083.

Sec.

Sec. 1084.

Sec. 1085.

1086.
1067.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1088.

Sec. 1089.

Sec. 1090.

Sec. 1091.

Sec. 1103.

Sec. 1104.

Sec. 1105.

Sec. 1106.

Sec. 1107.

Sec. 1108.
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Sec. 1109. Expansion of temporary authority to
make direct appointments of can-
didates possessing bachelor’s de-
grees to scientific and engineering
positions at science and tech-
nology reinvention laboratories.

Extension of authority for the civil-
ian acquisition workforce per-
sonnel demonstration project.

Pilot program on dynamic shaping of
the workforce to improve the tech-
nical skills and expertise at cer-
tain Department of Defense lab-
oratories.

Pilot program on temporary exchange
of financial management and ac-
quisition personnel.

Pilot program on enhanced pay au-
thority for certain acquisition and
technology positions in the De-
partment of Defense.

Pilot program on direct hire author-
ity for veteran technical experts
into the defense acquisition work-
force.

1115. Direct hire authority for technical ex-
perts into the defense acquisition
workforce.

TITLE XII—MATTERS RELATING TO
FOREIGN NATIONS

Subtitle A—Training and Assistance

1201. One-year extension of funding limita-
tions for authority to build the
capacity of foreign  security
forces.

Extension and expansion of authority
for reimbursement to the Govern-
ment of Jordan for border security
operations.

Ezxtension of authority to conduct ac-
tivities to enhance the capability
of foreign countries to respond to
incidents involving weapons of
mass destruction.

Permanence and modification of au-
thorities relating to National
Guard State Partnership Pro-
gram.

Authority to provide support to na-
tional military forces of allied
countries for counterterrorism op-
erations in Africa.

Authority to build the capacity of
foreign military intelligence
forces.

Prohibition on assistance to entities
in Yemen controlled by the
Houthi movement.

Report on potential support for the
vetted Syrian opposition.

Support for security of
women and girls.

Subtitle B—Matters Relating to Afghanistan,
Pakistan, and Iraq

Drawdown of United States forces in
Afghanistan.

Extension and modification of Com-
manders’ Emergency Response
Program.

Ezxtension of authority to transfer de-
fense articles and provide defense
services to the military and secu-
rity forces of Afghanistan.

Ezxtension and modification of au-
thority for reimbursement of cer-
tain coalition nations for support
provided to United States military
operations.

Prohibition on transfer to violent ex-
tremist organizations of equip-
ment or supplies provided by the
United States to the Government
of Iraq.

Report on lines of communication of
Islamic State of Iraq and the Le-
vant and other foreign terrorist
organizations.

Sec. 1110.

Sec. 1111.

Sec. 1112.

Sec. 1113.

Sec. 1114.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 1202.

Sec. 1203.

Sec. 1204.

Sec. 1205.

Sec. 1206.

Sec. 1207.

Sec. 1208.

Sec. 1209. afghan

Sec. 1221.

Sec. 1222.

Sec. 1223.

Sec. 1224.

Sec. 1225.

Sec. 1226.

June 22, 2015

1227. Modification of protection for Afghan
allies.

1228. Extension of authority to support op-
erations and activities of the Of-
fice of Security Cooperation in
Iraq.

1229. Sense of Senate on support for the
Kurdistan Regional Government.

1230. Sense of Congress on the security and
protection of Iranian dissidents
living in Camp Liberty, Iraq.

Subtitle C—Matters Relating to Iran
Sec. 1241. Modification and extension of annual
report on the military power of
Iran.
Subtitle D—Matters Relating to the Russian
Federation

1251. Ukraine Security Assistance Initia-
tive.

1252. Eastern European Training Initia-
tive.

1253. Increased presence of United States
ground forces in Eastern Europe
to deter aggression on the border
of the North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization.

1254. Sense of Congress on European de-
fense and North Atlantic Treaty
Organization spending.

1255. Additional matters in annual report
on military and security develop-
ments involving the Russian Fed-
eration.

1256. Report on alternative capabilities to
procure and sustain nonstandard
rotary wing aircraft historically
procured through
Rosoboronexport.

Subtitle E—Matters Relating to the Asia-Pacific
Region

1261. South China Sea Initiative.

1262. Sense of Congress reaffirming the im-
portance of implementing the re-
balance to the Asia-Pacific re-
gion.

1263. Sense of Senate on Taiwan asym-
metric military capabilities and bi-
lateral training activities.

1264. Military exchanges between senior of-
ficers and officials of the United
States and Taiwan.

1265. Strategy to promote United States in-
terests in the Indo-Asia-Pacific
region.

Subtitle F—Reports and Related Matters

Sec. 1271. Item in quarterly reports on assist-
ance to counter the Islamic State
of Iraq and the Levant on forces
ineligible to receive assistance due
to a gross violation of human
rights.

United States-Israel anti-tunnel co-
operation.

Sense of Senate and report on Qatar
fighter aircraft capability con-
tribution to regional security.

Report on the security relationship
between the United States and the
Republic of Cyprus.

Subtitle G—Other Matters

NATO Special Operations
quarters.

Two-year extension and modification
of authorication for non-conven-
tional assisted recovery capabili-
ties.

TITLE XIII—COOPERATIVE THREAT
REDUCTION
Sec. 1301. Specification of Cooperative Threat
Reduction funds.

Sec. 1302. Funding allocations.

TITLE XIV—OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS
Subtitle A—Military Programs
Sec. 1401. Working capital funds.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 1272.

Sec. 1273.

Sec. 1274.

Sec. 1281. Head-

Sec. 1282.
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1402.
1403.

Sec.
Sec.

National Defense Sealift Fund.

Chemical Agents and Munitions De-
struction, Defense.

Drug Interdiction and Counter-Drug
Activities, Defense-wide.

Defense Inspector General.

Defense Health Program.

Subtitle B—Other Matters

Authority for transfer of funds to
joint Department of Defense-De-
partment of Veterans Affairs
Medical Facility Demonstration
Fund for Captain James A. Lovell
Health Care Center, Illinois.

Authorization of appropriations for
Armed Forces Retirement Home.

Inspections of the Armed Forces Re-
tirement Home by the Inspector
General of the Department of De-
fense.

TITLE XV—AUTHORIZATION OF ADDI-
TIONAL APPROPRIATIONS FOR OVER-
SEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations

Sec. 1501. Purpose.

Sec. 1502. Overseas contingency operations.

Sec. 1503. Procurement.

Sec. 1504. Research, development,
evaluation.

Operation and maintenance.

Military personnel.

Working capital funds.

Drug Interdiction and Counter-Drug
Activities, Defense-wide.

Defense Inspector General.

1510. Defense Health Program.

1511. Counterterrorism Partnerships Fund.
Subtitle B—Financial Matters

1521. Treatment as additional authoriza-

tions.

Sec. 1522. Special transfer authority.

Subtitle C—Limitations, Reports, and Other
Matters

Sec. 1531. Afghanistan Security Forces Fund.

Sec. 1532. Joint Improvised Explosive Device
Defeat Fund.

Sec. 1533. Availability of Joint Improvised Ex-
plosive Device Defeat Fund funds
for training of foreign security
forces to defeat improvised explo-
sive devices.

TITLE XVI—STRATEGIC PROGRAMS,
CYBER, AND INTELLIGENCE MATTERS

Subtitle A—Space Activities

Integrated policy to deter adversaries
in space.

Principal advisor on space control.

Exception to the prohibition on con-
tracting with Russian suppliers of
rocket engines for the evolved ex-
pendable launch vehicle program.

Elimination of launch capabilities
contracts under evolved expend-
able launch vehicle program.

Allocation of funding for evolved ex-
pendable launch vehicle program.

Inclusion of plan for development
and fielding of a full-up engine in
rocket propulsion system develop-
ment program.

Limitations on awvailability of funds
for the Defense Meteorological
Satellite program.

Quarterly reports on Global Posi-
tioning System III space segment,
Global Positioning System oper-
ational control segment, and Mili-
tary Global Positioning System
user equipment acquisition pro-
grams.

Plan for consolidation of acquisition
of commercial satellite commu-
nications services.

Council on Oversight of the Depart-
ment of Defense Positioning,
Navigation, and Timing Enter-
prise.

Sec. 1404.

1405.
1406.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 1411.

Sec. 1412.

Sec. 1413.

test, and
1505.
1506.
1507.
1508.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 1509.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 1601.

Sec.
Sec.

1602.
1603.

Sec. 1604.

Sec. 1605.

Sec. 1606.

Sec. 1607.

Sec. 1608.

Sec. 1609.

Sec. 1610.

Sec

Sec

Sec

Sec

. 1611.

. 1612.

. 1613.

Analysis of alternatives for wide-
band communications.

Ezxpansion of goals for pilot program
for acquisition of commercial sat-
ellite communication services.

Streamline commercial space launch
activities.

Subtitle B—Defense Intelligence and

. 1621.

Intelligence-related Activities

Report on Air National Guard con-
tributions to the RQ®-4 Global
Hawk mission.

Subtitle C—Cyber Warfare, Cyber Security, and

Sec

Sec

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

. 1631.

. 1632.

1633.

1634.

1635.

1636.

1637.

1638.

1639.

1641.

1642.

1643.
1644.

1645.

1646.
1647.

Related Matters

Authorization of military cyber oper-
ations.

Designation of Department of De-
fense entity responsible for acqui-
sition of critical cyber capabili-
ties.

Incentive for submittal to Congress by
President of integrated policy to
deter adversaries in cyberspace.

Authorization for procurement of
relocatable Sensitive Compart-
mented Information Facility.

Evaluation of cyber vulnerabilities of
magjor weapon systems of the De-
partment of Defense.

Assessment of capabilities of United
States Cyber Command to defend
the United States from cyber at-
tacks.

Biennial exercises on responding to
cyber attacks against critical in-
frastructure.

Comprehensive plan of Department of
Defense to support civil authori-
ties in response to cyber attacks
by foreign powers.

Sense of Congress on reviewing and
considering findings and rec-
ommendations of Council of Gov-
ernors on cyber capabilities of the
Armed Forces.

Subtitle D—Nuclear Forces

Designation of Air Force officials to
be responsible for policy on and
procurement of nuclear command,
control, and communications Sys-
tems.

Comptroller General of the United
States review of recommendations
relating to the nuclear security
enterprise.

Assessment of global nuclear environ-
ment.

Deadline for Milestone A decision on
long-range standoff weapon.

Availability of Air Force procurement
funds for certain commercial off-
the-shelf parts for interconti-
nental ballistic missile fuzes.

Sense of Congress on policy on the
nuclear triad.

Sense of Senate on the nuclear force
improvement program of the Air
Force.

Subtitle E—Missile Defense Programs

1651.

1652.

1653.

1654.

1655.

1656.

Plan for expediting deployment time
of continental United States inter-
ceptor site.

Additional missile defense sensor cov-
erage for the protection of the
United States homeland.

Air defense capability at North At-
lantic Treaty Organization missile
defense sites.

Availability of funds for Iron Dome
short-range rocket defense system.

Israeli cooperative missile defense
program codevelopment and po-
tential coproduction.

Development and deployment of mul-
tiple-object kill vehicle for missile
defense of the United States
homeland.
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Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

1657.
1658.
1659.

1660.

1671.

1672.

1673.

1674.
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Requirement to replace capability en-
hancement I exoatmospheric kill
vehicles.

Airborne boost phase defense system.

Extension of limitation on providing
certain sensitive missile defense
information to the Russian Fed-
eration.

Extension of requirement for Comp-
troller General of the United
States review and assessment of
missile defense acquisition pro-
grams.

Subtitle F—Other Matters

Measures in response to violations of
the Intermediate-Range Nuclear
Forces Treaty by the Russian
Federation.

Modification of notification and as-
sessment of proposal to modify or
introduce new aircraft or sensors
for flight by the Russian Federa-
tion under the Open Skies Treaty.

Milestone A decision for the Conven-
tional Prompt Global Strike
Weapons System.

Sense of Congress on maintaining
and enhancing military intel-
ligence support to force protection
for installations, facilities, and
personnel of the Department of
Defense.

DIVISION B—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

2001.
2002.

AUTHORIZATIONS

Short title.

Ezxpiration of authorizations and
amounts required to be specified
by law.

TITLE XXI—ARMY MILITARY

2101.

2102.
2103.

2104.
2105.

2106.
2107.
2108.
2109.

CONSTRUCTION

Authorized army construction and
land acquisition projects.

Family housing.

Improvements to
housing units.

Authorization of
Army.

Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2013
project.

Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2012 projects.

Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2013 projects.

Additional authority to carry out cer-
tain fiscal year 2016 project.

Limitation on construction of new fa-
cilities at Guantanamo Bay,
Cuba.

military  family

appropriations,

TITLE XXII—NAVY MILITARY

2201.

2202.
2203.

2204.
2205.

2206.

CONSTRUCTION

Authorized Navy construction and
land acquisition projects.

Family housing.

Improvements to military family
housing units.

Authorization  of appropriations,
Navy.

Extension of authorizations of cer-

tain fiscal year 2012 projects.
Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2013 projects.

TITLE XXIII—AIR FORCE MILITARY

2301.

2302.
2303.

2304.
2305.

2306.

CONSTRUCTION
Authorized Air Force construction
and land acquisition projects.
Family housing.
Improvements to
housing units.
Authorization of appropriations, Air
Force.

military  family

Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2010
project.

Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2014
project.
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Sec. 2307. Modification of authority to carry

out certain fiscal year 2015
project.

Sec. 2308. Extension of authorization of certain
fiscal year 2012 project.

Sec. 2309. Extension of authorization of certain
fiscal year 2013 project.

TITLE XXIV—DEFENSE AGENCIES
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION

Sec. 2401. Authorized Defense Agencies con-
struction and land acquisition
projects.

Sec. 2402. Authorized energy conservation
projects.

Sec. 2403. Authorization of appropriations, De-
fense Agencies.

Sec. 2404. Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2012
project.

Sec. 2405. Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2012 projects.

Sec. 2406. Extension of authorications of cer-
tain fiscal year 2013 projects.

Sec. 2407. Modification and extension of au-

thority to carry out certain fiscal
year 2014 project.
TITLE XXV—NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY
ORGANIZATION SECURITY INVESTMENT
PROGRAM

Sec. 2501. Authoriced NATO construction and
land acquisition projects.

2502. Authorization  of  appropriations,
NATO.

TITLE XXVI—GUARD AND RESERVE
FORCES FACILITIES

Subtitle A—Project Authorizations and
Authorization of Appropriations

2601. Authoriced Army National Guard
construction and land acquisition
projects.

Authoriced Army Reserve construc-
tion and land acquisition projects.

Authorized Navy Reserve and Marine
Corps Reserve construction and
land acquisition projects.

Authorized Air National Guard con-
struction and land acquisition
projects.

Authorized Air Force Reserve con-
struction and land acquisition
projects.

Authorization of appropriations, Na-
tional Guard and Reserve.

Subtitle B—Others Matters

Modification and extension of au-
thority to carry out certain fiscal
year 2013 project.

Modification of authority to carry
out certain fiscal year 2015
projects.

Extension of authorizations of cer-
tain fiscal year 2012 projects.

Sec. 2614. Extension of authorizations of cer-

tain fiscal year 2013 projects.

TITLE XXVII—BASE REALIGNMENT AND
CLOSURE ACTIVITIES

Sec. 2701. Authorization of appropriations for
base realignment and closure ac-
tivities funded through Depart-
ment of Defense base closure ac-
count.

Sec. 2702. Prohibition on conducting additional
base realignment and closure
(BRAC) round.

TITLE XXVII[—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION

GENERAL PROVISIONS
Subtitle A—Military Construction Program and
Military Family Housing Changes

Sec. 2801. Authority for acceptance and use of
contributions for certain mutually
beneficial projects.

Sec. 2802. Change in authorities relating to
scope of work variations for mili-
tary construction projects.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. 2602.

Sec. 2603.

Sec. 2604.

Sec. 2605.

Sec. 2606.

Sec. 2611.

Sec. 2612.

Sec. 2613.
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Sec. 2803. Extension of temporary, limited au-
thority to wuse operation and
maintenance funds for construc-
tion projects outside the United
States.

Sec. 2804. Modification of reporting requirement
on in-kind construction and ren-
ovation payments.

Sec. 2805. Lab modernization pilot program.

Sec. 2806. Conveyance to Indian tribes of cer-
tain housing units.

Subtitle B—Real Property and Facilities
Administration

Sec. 2811. Utility system conveyance authority.

Sec. 2812. Leasing of non-excess property of
military departments and Defense
Agencies; treatment of value pro-
vided by local education agencies
and elementary and secondary
schools.

Modification of facility repair notifi-
cation requirement.

Increase of threshold of motice and
wait requirement for certain fa-
cilities for reserve components and
parity with authority for unspec-
ified minor military construction
and repair projects.

Sense of Congress on coordination of
hunting, fishing, and other rec-
reational activities on military
land.

Exemption of Army off-site use and
off-site removal only non-mobile
properties from certain excess
property disposal requirements.

Subtitle C—Land Conveyances

2821. Release of reversionary interest re-
tained as part of conveyance to
the Economic Development Alli-
ance of Jefferson County, Arkan-
sas.

Sec. 2822. Land exchange, Navy Outlying

Landing Field, Naval Air Station,
Whiting Field, Florida.

DIVISION C—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY AUTHORIZATIONS
AND OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE XXXI—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS

Subtitle A—National Security Programs
Authorizations

3101. National Nuclear Security Adminis-

tration.

3102. Defense environmental cleanup.

3103. Other defense activities.

Subtitle B—Program Authorizations,
Restrictions, and Limitations

3111. Responsive capabilities program.

3112. Long-term plan for meeting national
security requirements for
unencumbered uranium.

Defense nuclear mnonproliferation
management plan.

Plan for deactivation and decommis-
sioning of nonoperational defense
nuclear facilities.

Hanford Waste Treatment and Immo-
bilization Plant contract over-
sight.

Assessment of emergency prepared-
ness of defense nuclear facilities.

Laboratory- and facility-directed re-
search and development pro-
grams.

Limitation on bonuses for employees
of the National Nuclear Security
Administration who engage in im-
proper program management.

Modification of authorized personnel
levels of the Office of the Admin-
istrator for Nuclear Security.

Modification of submission of assess-
ments of certain budget requests
relating to the nuclear weapons
stockpile.

Sec. 2813.

Sec. 2814.

Sec. 2815.

Sec. 2816.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 3113.

Sec. 3114.

Sec. 3115.

Sec. 3116.

Sec. 3117.

Sec. 3118.

Sec. 3119.

Sec. 3120.
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Sec. 3121. Repeal of phase three review of cer-
tain defense environmental clean-
up projects.

3122. Modifications to cost-benefit analyses
for competition of management
and operating contracts.

3123. Review of implementation of rec-
ommendations of the Congres-
sional Advisory Panel on the Gov-
ernance of the Nuclear Security
Enterprise.

TITLE XXXII—DEFENSE NUCLEAR
FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD

3201.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec. Authorization.

TITLE XXXV—MARITIME
ADMINISTRATION

Cadet commitment agreements.

Student incentive payment agree-
ments.

Federal Unemployment Tax Act.

Short sea transportation defined.

Authorization of appropriations for
national security aspects of the
Merchant Marine for fiscal years
2016 and 2017.

DIVISION D—FUNDING TABLES

4001. Authorization of amounts in funding
tables.

4002. Clarification of applicability of un-
distributed reductions of certain
operation and maintenance fund-
ing among all operation and
maintenance funding.

TITLE XLI—PROCUREMENT

4101. Procurement.

4102. Procurement for overseas contingency
operations.

TITLE XLII—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,

TEST, AND EVALUATION

Sec.
Sec.

3501.
3502.

3503.
3504.
3505.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 4201. Research, development, test, and
evaluation.
Sec. 4202. Research, development, test, and

evaluation for overseas contin-
gency operations.
TITLE XLIII—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE

Sec. 4301. Operation and maintenance.
Sec. 4302. Operation and maintenance for over-
seas contingency operations.

TITLE XLIV—MILITARY PERSONNEL

Sec. 4401. Military personnel.
Sec. 4402. Military personnel for overseas con-
tingency operations.
TITLE XLV—OTHER AUTHORIZATIONS

Sec. 4501. Other authorizations.
Sec. 4502. Other authorizations for overseas
contingency operations.

TITLE XLVI—MILITARY CONSTRUCTION
Sec. 4601. Military construction.

TITLE XLVII—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS

Sec. 4701. Department of Energy national secu-
rity programs.
SEC. 3. CONGRESSIONAL DEFENSE COMMITTEES.

In this Act, the term ‘‘congressional defense
committees’’ has the meaning given that term in
section 101(a)(16) of title 10, United States Code.
SEC. 4. BUDGETARY EFFECTS OF THIS ACT.

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the pur-
poses of complying with the Statutory Pay-As-
You-Go Act of 2010, shall be determined by ref-
erence to the latest statement titled ‘‘Budgetary
Effects of PAYGO Legislation’ for this Act,
jointly submitted for printing in the Congres-
sional Record by the Chairmen of the House and
Senate Budget Committees, provided that such
statement has been submitted prior to the vote
on passage in the House acting first on the con-
ference report or amendment between the
Houses.
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DIVISION A—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
AUTHORIZATIONS
TITLE I—PROCUREMENT
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 101. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Funds are hereby authoriced to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2016 for procurement for
the Army, the Navy and the Marine Corps, the
Air Force, and Defense-wide activities, as speci-
fied in the funding table in section 4101.

Subtitle B—Navy Programs
SEC. 111. AMENDMENT TO COST LIMITATION
BASELINE FOR CVN-78 CLASS AIR-

CRAFT CARRIER PROGRAM.

Section 122(a)(2) of the John Warner National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2007
(Public Law 109-364; 120 Stat. 2104), as amended
by section 121(a) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law
113-66; 127 Stat. 691), is further amended by
striking “‘$11,498,000,000"’ and inserting
““$11,398,000,000°°.

SEC. 112. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR USS JOHN F. KENNEDY
(CVN-79).

(a) LIMITATION.—Of the funds authorized to
be appropriated by this Act or otherwise made
available for fiscal year 2016 for procurement for
the USS JOHN F. KENNEDY (CVN-79),
$100,000,000 may not be obligated or expended
until the date on which the Secretary of the
Navy submits to the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices of the Senate and of the House of Rep-
resentatives the certification required under
subsection (b) and the reports required under
subsection (c) and (d).

(b) CERTIFICATION REGARDING FULL SHIP
SHOCK TRIALS.—The Secretary of the Navy shall
submit to the Committees on Armed Services of
the Senate and of the House of Representatives
a certification that the Navy will conduct by not
later than September 30, 2017, full ship shock
trials on the USS GERALD R. FORD (CVN-78).

(c) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of the Navy shall submit to the Commit-
tees on Armed Services of the Senate and of the
House of Representatives a report that evaluates
cost issues related to the USS JOHN F. KEN-
NEDY (CVN-79) and the USS ENTERPRISE
(CVN-80).

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required under
paragraph (1) shall include the following ele-
ments:

(A) Options to achieve ship end cost of no
more than $10,000,000,000.

(B) Options to freeze the design of CVN-79 for
CVN-80, with exceptions only for changes due
to full ship shock trials or other significant test
and evaluation results.

(C) Options to reduce the plans cost for CVN-
80 to less than 50 percent of the CVN-79 plans
cost.

(D) Options to transition all non-nuclear gov-
ernment furnished equipment, including launch
and arresting equipment, to contractor fur-
nished equipment.

(E) Options to build the ships at the most eco-
nomic pace, such as four years between ships.

(F) A business case analysis for the Enterprise
Air Search Radar modification to CVN-79 and
CVN-80.

(G) A business case analysis for the two-phase
CVN-79 delivery proposal and impact on fleet
deployments.

(d) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than April 1, 2016,
the Secretary of the Navy shall submit to the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and
of the House of Representatives a report on po-
tential requirements, capabilities, and alter-
natives for future development of aircraft car-
riers that would replace or supplement the CVN-
78 class aircraft carrier.

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required under
paragraph (1) shall include the following ele-
ments:
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(A) A description of fleet, sea-based tactical
aviation capability requirements for a range of
operational scenarios beginning in the 2025
timeframe.

(B) A description of alternative aircraft car-
rier designs that meet the requirements described
under subparagraph (4A).

(C) A description of nuclear and non-nuclear
propulsion options.

(D) A description of tonnage options ranging
from less than 20,000 tons to greater than 100,000
tons.

(E) Requirements for unmanned systems inte-
gration from inception.

(F) Developmental, procurement, and lifecycle
cost assessment of alternatives.

(G) A notional acquisition strategy for devel-
opment and construction of alternatives.

(H) A description of shipbuilding industrial
base considerations and a plan to ensure oppor-
tunity for competition among alternatives.

(I) A description of funding and timing con-
siderations related to developing the Annual
Long-Range Plan for Construction of Naval
Vessels required under section 231 of title 10,
United States Code.

SEC. 113. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR USS ENTERPRISE (CVN-
80).

(a) LIMITATION.—Of the funds authorized to
be appropriated by this Act or otherwise made
available for fiscal year 2016 for advance pro-
curement for the USS ENTERPRISE (CVN-80),
$191,400,000 may not be obligated or expended
until the Secretary of the Navy submits to the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and
the House of Representatives the certification
required under subsection (b) and the report re-
quired under subsection (c).

(b) CERTIFICATION REGARDING CVN-80 DE-
SIGN.—The Secretary of the Navy shall submit to
the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate
and the House of Representatives a certification
that the design of CVN-80 will repeat that of
CVN-79, with modifications only for significant
test and evaluation results or significant cost re-
duction initiatives that still meet threshold re-
quirements.

(¢) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of the Navy shall submit to the Commit-
tees on Armed Services of the Senate and the
House of Representatives a report that details
the plans costs related to the USS ENTERPRISE
(CVN-80).

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required under
paragraph (1) shall include the following ele-
ments, reported by total cost and cost by fiscal
year, with a detailed description and a justifica-
tion for why each cost is recurring and attrib-
utable to CVN-80:

(A) Overall plans.

(B) Propulsion plant detail design.

(C) Platform detail design.

(D) Lead yard services and hull planning
yard.

(E) Platform detail design (Steam and Electric
Plant Planning Yard).

(F) Other.

SEC. 114. MODIFICATION OF CVN-78 CLASS AIR-
CRAFT CARRIER PROGRAM.

Subsection (f) of section 122 of the John War-
ner National Defense Authorization Act for Fis-
cal Year 2007 (Public Law 109-364; 120 Stat.
2104), as added by section 121(c) of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014
(Public Law 113-66; 127 Stat. 692), is amended
by adding at the end the following new para-
graph:

“(3)(A) As part of the report required under
paragraph (1), the Secretary of the Navy shall
include a description of new design and engi-
neering changes to CVN-78 class aircraft car-
riers if applicable.

‘“(B) The additional reporting requirement in
subparagraph (A) shall include, with respect to
CVN-78 class aircraft carriers in each reporting
period—

S4365

‘(i) any design or engineering change with an
associated cost greater than $5,000,000;

““(ii) program or ship cost increases for each
design or engineering change identified in sub-
paragraph (A); and

“‘(iii) cost reduction achieved.

‘“(C) The Secretary of the Navy and Chief of
Naval Operations shall each personally Ssign
(not autopen) the additional reporting require-
ment in subparagraph (A). This certification
may not be delegated. The certification shall in-
clude a determination that each change—

‘(i) serves the mnational security interests of
the United States;

““(ii) cannot be deferred to a future ship due
to operational mecessity, safety, or substantial
cost reduction that still meets threshold require-
ments; and

““(iii) was personally reviewed and endorsed
by the Secretary of the Navy and Chief of Naval
Operations.”.

SEC. 115. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR LITTORAL COMBAT
SHIP.

Of the funds authorized to be appropriated by
this Act or otherwise made available for fiscal
year 2016 for research and development, design,
construction, procurement or advanced procure-
ment of materials for the Littoral Combat Ships
designated as LCS 33 or subsequent, not more
than 25 percent may be obligated or exrpended
until the Secretary of the Navy submits to the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and
the House of Representatives each of the fol-
lowing:

(1) A Capabilities Based Assessment to assess
capability gaps and associated capability re-
quirements and risks for the upgraded Littoral
Combat Ship, which is proposed to commence
with LCS 33. This assessment shall conform with
the Joint Capabilities Integration and Develop-
ment System, including Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff Instruction 3170.01H.

(2) A certification that the Joint Requirements
Oversight Council has validated an updated Ca-
pabilities Development Document for the up-
graded Littoral Combat Ship.

(3) A report describing the upgraded Littoral
Combat Ship modernization, which shall, at a
minimum, include the following elements:

(A) A description of capabilities that the LCS
program delivers, and a description of how these
relate to the characteristics of the future joint
force identified in the Capstone Concept for
Joint Operations, concept of operations, and in-
tegrated architecture documents.

(B) A summary of analyses and studies con-
ducted on LCS modernization.

(C) A concept of operations for LCS mod-
ernization ships at the operational level and
tactical level describing how they integrate and
synchronize with joint and combined forces to
achieve the Joint Force Commander’s intent.

(D) A description of threat systems of poten-
tial adversaries that are projected or assessed to
reach initial operational capability within 15
years against which the lethality and surviv-
ability of the LCS should be determined.

(E) A plan and timeline for LCS moderniza-
tion program execution.

(F) A description of system capabilities re-
quired for LCS modernization, including key
performance parameters and key system at-
tributes.

(G) A plan for family of systems or systems of
systems synchronization.

(H) A plan for information technology and
national security systems supportability.

(I) A plan for intelligence supportability.

(J) A plan for electromagnetic environmental
effects (E3) and spectrum supportability.

(K) A description of assets required to achieve
initial operational capability (IOC) of an LCS
modernization increment.

(L) A schedule and initial operational capa-
bility and full operational capability definitions.

(M) A description of doctrine, organization,
training, materiel, leadership, education, per-
sonnel, facilities, and policy considerations.
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(N) A description of other system attributes.

(4) A plan for future periodic combat systems
upgrades, which are mnecessary to ensure rel-
evant capability throughout the Littoral Combat
Ship or Frigate class service lives, using the
process described in paragraph (3).

SEC. 116. EXTENSION AND MODIFICATION OF LIM-
ITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR LITTORAL COMBAT
SHIP.

Section 124(a) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law
113-66; 127 Stat. 693), as amended by section 123
of the Carl Levin and Howard P. ‘‘Buck”
McKeon National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291; 128 Stat.
3314), is further amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘this Act, the Carl Levin and
Howard P. ‘Buck’ McKeon National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015, or other-
wise made available for fiscal years 2014 or
2015 and inserting ‘‘this Act, the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2016, or
otherwise made available for fiscal years 2014,
2015, or 2016”’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraphs:

‘““(6) A Littoral Combat Ship seaframe acquisi-
tion strategy for the Littoral Combat Ships des-
ignated as LCS 25 through LCS 32, including
upgrades to be installed on these ships that were
identified for the upgraded Littoral Combat
Ship, which is proposed to commence with LCS
33.

‘“(7) A Littoral Combat Ship mission module
acquisition strategy to reach the total acquisi-
tion quantity of each mission module.

““(8) A cost and schedule plan to outfit Flight
0 and Flight 0+ Littoral Combat Ships with ca-
pabilities identified for the upgraded Littoral
Combat Ship.

‘“(9) A current Test and Evaluation Master
Plan for the Littoral Combat Ship Mission Mod-
ules, approved by the Director of Operational
Test and Evaluation, which includes the per-
formance levels expected to be demonstrated
during developmental testing for each compo-
nent and mission module prior to commencing
the associated operational test phase.’’.

SEC. 117. CONSTRUCTION OF ADDITIONAL
ARLEIGH BURKE DESTROYER.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Navy
may enter into a contract beginning with the
fiscal year 2016 program year for the procure-
ment of one Arleigh Burke class destroyer in ad-
dition to the ten DDG-51s in the fiscal year 2013
through 2017 multiyear procurement contract or
for one DDG-51 in fiscal year 2018. The Sec-
retary may employ incremental funding for such
procurement.

(b) CONDITION ON OUT-YEAR CONTRACT PAY-
MENTS.—A contract entered into under sub-
section (a) shall provide that any obligation of
the United States to make a payment under
such contract for any fiscal year after fiscal
year 2016 is subject to the availability of appro-
priations for that purpose for such fiscal year.
SEC. 118. FLEET REPLENISHMENT OILER PRO-

GRAM.

(a) CONTRACT AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of
the Navy may enter into one or more contracts
to procure up to sir Fleet Replenishment Oilers.
Such procurements may also include advance
procurement for Economic Order Quantity
(EOQ®) and long lead time materials, beginning
with the lead ship, commencing not earlier than
fiscal year 2016.

(b) LIABILITY.—Any contract entered into
under subsection (a) shall provide that any obli-
gation of the United States to make a payment
under the contract is subject to the availability
of appropriations for that purpose, and that
total liability to the government for termination
of any contract entered into shall be limited to
the total amount of funding obligated at the
time of termination.
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SEC. 119. REPORTING REQUIREMENT FOR OHIO-
CLASS REPLACEMENT SUBMARINE
PROGRAM.

The Secretary of Defense shall include in the
budget justification materials for the Ohio-class
replacement submarine program submitted to
Congress in support of the Department of De-
fense budget for that fiscal year (as submitted
with the budget of the President under section
1105(a) of title 31, United States Code) a report
including the following elements, described in
terms of both fiscal 2010 and current fiscal year
dollars:

(1) Lead ship end cost (with plans).

(2) Lead ship end cost (less plans).

(3) Lead ship mon-recurring engineering cost.

(4) Average follow-on ship cost.

(5) Average operations and sustainment cost
per hull per year.

(6) Office of the Under Secretary of Defense
for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics aver-
age follow-on ship affordability target.

(7) Office of the Under Secretary of Defense
for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics oper-
ations and sustainment cost per hull per year
affordability target.

SEC. 120. STATIONING OF C-130 H AIRCRAFT AVI-
ONICS PREVIOUSLY MODIFIED BY
THE AVIONICS MODERNIZATION
PROGRAM (AMP) IN SUPPORT OF
DAILY TRAINING AND CONTINGENCY
REQUIREMENTS FOR AIRBORNE AND
SPECIAL OPERATIONS FORCES.

The Secretary of the Air Force shall station
aircraft previously modified by the C-130 Avi-
onics Modernization Program (AMP) to support
United States Army Airborne and United States
Army Special Operations Command daily train-
ing and contingency requirements in fiscal year
2017, and such aircraft shall not be required to
deploy in the normal rotation of C-130 H units.
The Secretary shall provide such personnel as
required to maintain and operate the aircraft.

Subtitle C—Air Force Programs
SEC. 131. LIMITATIONS ON RETIREMENT OF B-1,
B-2, AND B-52 BOMBER AIRCRAFT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-
section (b), no B-1, B-2, or B-52 bomber aircraft
may be retired during a fiscal year prior to ini-
tial operational capability (IOC) of the LRS-B
unless the Secretary of Defense certifies, in the
materials submitted in support of the budget of
the President for that fiscal year (as submitted
to Congress under section 1105(a) of title 31,
United States Code), that—

(1) the retirement of the aircraft is required to
reallocate funding and manpower resources to
enable LRS-B to reach I0C and full operational
capability (FOC); and

(2) the Secretary has concluded that retire-
ments of B-1, B-2, and B-52 bomber aircraft in
the near-term will not detrimentally affect oper-
ational capability.

(b) EXCEPTION.—A certification described in
sub-section (a) is not required with respect to
the retirement of B-1 bomber aircraft carried out
in accordance with section 132(c)(2) of the Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2012 (Public Law 112-81; 125 Stat. 1320).
SEC. 132. LIMITATION ON RETIREMENT OF AIR

FORCE FIGHTER AIRCRAFT.

(a) INVENTORY REQUIREMENT.—Section 8062 of
title 10, United States Code, is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection:

‘(i) INVENTORY REQUIREMENT.—(1) Effective
October 1, 2015, the Secretary of the Air Force
shall maintain a total aircraft inventory of
fighter aircraft of not less than 1,950 aircraft,
and a total primary mission aircraft inventory
(combat-coded) of not less than 1,116 fighter air-
craft.

“(2) In this subsection:

“(A) The term ‘fighter aircraft’ means an air-
craft that—

“(i) is designated by a mission design series
prefix of F— or A-;

“(ii) is manned by one or two crewmembers;
and
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‘‘(iii) executes single-role or multi-role mis-
sions, including air-to-air combat, air-to-ground
attack, air interdiction, suppression or destruc-
tion of enemy air defenses, close air support,
strike control and reconnaissance, combat
search and rescue support, or airborne forward
air control.

‘““(B) The term ‘primary mission aircraft in-
ventory’ means aircraft assigned to meet the pri-
mary aircraft authorization to a wunit for the
performance of its wartime mission.”’.

(b) LIMITATION ON RETIREMENT OF AIR FORCE
FIGHTER AIRCRAFT.—

(1) LIMITATION.—The Secretary of the Air
Force may not proceed with a decision to retire
fighter aircraft in any number that would re-
duce the total number of such aircraft in the Air
Force total active inventory (TAI) below 1,950,
and shall maintain a minimum of 1,116 fighter
aircraft designated as primary mission aircraft
inventory (PMAI).

(2) ADDITIONAL LIMITATIONS ON RETIREMENT
OF FIGHTER AIRCRAFT.—The Secretary of the Air
Force may not retire fighter aircraft from the
total active inventory as of the date of the en-
actment of this Act until the later of the fol-
lowing:

(A) The date that is 30 days after the date on
which the Secretary submits the report required
under paragraph (3).

(B) The date that is 30 days after the date on
which the Secretary certifies to the congres-
sional defense committees that—

(i) the retirement of such fighter aircraft will
not increase the operational risk of meeting the
National Defense Strategy; and

(ii) the retirement of such aircraft will not re-
duce the total fighter force structure below 1,950
fighter aircraft or the primary mission aircraft
inventory below 1,116.

(3) REPORT ON RETIREMENT OF AIRCRAFT.—
The Secretary of the Air Force shall submit to
the congressional defense committees a report
setting forth the following:

(A) The rationale for the retirement of existing
fighter aircraft and an operational analysis of
replacement fighter aircraft that demonstrates
performance of the designated mission at an
equal or greater level of effectiveness as the re-
tiring aircraft.

(B) An assessment of the implications for the
Air Force, the Air National Guard, and the Air
Force Reserve of the force mix ratio of fighter
aircraft.

(C) Such other matters relating to the retire-
ment of fighter aircraft as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate.

(c) REPORTS ON FIGHTER AIRCRAFT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—At least 90 days before the
date on which a fighter aircraft is retired, the
Secretary of the Air Force, in consultation with
(where applicable) the Director of the Air Na-
tional Guard or Chief of the Air Force Reserve,
shall submit to the congressional defense com-
mittees a report on the proposed force structure
and basing of fighter aircraft.

(2) ELEMENTS.—Each report submitted under
paragraph (1) shall include the following ele-
ments:

(A) A list of each aircraft in the inventory of
fighter aircraft, including for each such air-
craft—

(i) the mission design series type;

(ii) the variant; and

(iii) the assigned unit and military installa-
tion where such aircraft is based.

(B) A list of each fighter aircraft proposed for
retirement, including for each such aircraft—

(i) the mission design series type;

(ii) the variant; and

(iii) the assigned unit and military installa-
tion where such aircraft is based.

(C) A list of each unit affected by a proposed
retirement listed under subparagraph (B) and a
description of how such unit is affected.

(D) For each military installation and unit
listed under subparagraph (B)(iii), a description
of changes, if any, to the designed operational
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capability (DOC) statement of the unit as a re-

sult of a proposed retirement.

(E) A description of any anticipated changes
in manpower authorizations as a result of a pro-
posed retirement listed under subparagraph (B).

(d) FIGHTER AIRCRAFT DEFINED.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘fighter aircraft’” has the mean-
ing given the term in subsection (i)(2)(A) of sec-
tion 8062 of title 10, United States Code, as
added by subsection (a) of this section.

SEC. 133. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR F-35A AIRCRAFT PRO-
CUREMENT.

Of the funds authorized to be appropriated by
this Act or otherwise made available for fiscal
year 2016 for aircraft procurement, Air Force,
not more than $4,285,000,000 may be made avail-
able for the procurement of F-35A aircraft until
the Secretary of Defense certifies to the congres-
sional defense committees that F-35A aircraft
delivered in fiscal year 2018 will have full com-
bat capability as currently planned with Block
3F hardware, software, and weapons carriage.
SEC. 134. PROHIBITION ON RETIREMENT OF A-10

AIRCRAFT.

(a) PROHIBITION ON AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
FOR RETIREMENT.—None of the funds author-
ized to be appropriated by this Act or otherwise
made available for fiscal year 2016 for the Air
Force may be obligated or expended to retire,
prepare to retire, or place in storage or on
backup aircraft inventory status any A-10 air-
craft.

(b) ADDITIONAL LIMITATIONS ON RETIRE-
MENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—In addition to the limitation
in subsection (a), during the period before De-
cember 31, 2016, the Secretary of the Air Force
may mnot retire, prepare to retire, or place in
storage or on backup flying status any A-10 air-
craft.

(2) MINIMUM INVENTORY REQUIREMENT.—The
Secretary of the Air Force shall ensure the Air
Force maintains a minimum of 171 A-10 aircraft
designated as primary mission aircraft inventory
(PMAI).

(c) PROHIBITION ON AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
FOR SIGNIFICANT REDUCTIONS IN MANNING LEV-
ELS.—None of the funds authorized to be appro-
priated by this Act or otherwise made available
for fiscal year 2016 for the Air Force may be ob-
ligated or expended to make significant reduc-
tions to manning levels with respect to any A-
10 aircraft squadrons or divisions.

(d) ADDITIONAL LIMITATION ON SIGNIFICANT
REDUCTIONS IN MANNING LEVELS.—In addition
to the limitation in subsection (c), during the
period before December 31, 2016, the Secretary of
the Air Force may not make significant reduc-
tions to manning levels with respect to any A-
10 aircraft squadrons or divisions.

(e) STUDY ON REPLACEMENT CAPABILITY RE-
QUIREMENTS OR MISSION PLATFORM FOR THE A-
10 AIRCRAFT.—

(1) INDEPENDENT ASSESSMENT REQUIRED.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Air
Force shall commission an appropriate entity
outside the Department of Defense to conduct
an assessment of the required capabilities or
mission platform to replace the A-10 aircraft.
This assessment would represent preparatory
work to inform an analysis of alternatives.

(B) ELEMENTS.—The assessment required
under subparagraph (A) shall include each of
the following:

(i) Future needs analysis for the current A-10
aircraft mission set to include troops-in-contact/
close air support, air interdiction, strike control
and reconnaissance, and combat search and res-
cue support in both contested and uncontested
battle environments. At a minimum, the needs
analysis should specifically address the fol-
lowing areas:

(I) The ability to safely and effectively con-
duct troops-in-contact/danger close missions or
missions in close proximity to civilians in the
presence of the air defenses found with enemy
ground maneuver units.
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(II) The ability to effectively target and de-
stroy moving, camouflaged, or dug-in troops, ar-
tillery, armor, and armored personnel carriers.

(I11) The ability to remain within visual range
of friendly forces and targets to facilitate re-
sponsiveness to ground forces and minimize re-
attack times.

(IV) The ability to safely conduct close air
support beneath low cloud ceilings and in re-
duced visibilities at low airspeeds in the pres-
ence of the air defenses found with enemy
ground maneuver units.

(V) The capability to enable the pilot and air-
craft to survive attacks stemming from small
arms, machine guns, MANPADs, and lower cal-
iber anti-aircraft artillery organic or attached to
enemy ground forces and maneuver units.

(VI) The ability to communicate effectively
with ground forces and downed pilots, including
in communications jamming or satellite-denied
environments.

(VII) The ability to execute the missions de-
scribed in subclauses (I), (II), (I1I), and (IV) in
a GPS- or satellite-denied environment with or
without sensors.

(VIII) The ability to deliver multiple lethal fir-
ing passes and sustain long loiter endurance to
support friendly forces throughout extended
ground engagements.

(IX) The ability to operate from unprepared
dirt, grass, and narrow road runways and to
generate high sortie rates under these austere
conditions.

(ii) Identification and assessment of gaps in
the ability of existing and programmed mission
platforms in providing required capabilities to
conduct missions specified in clause (i) in both
contested and uncontested battle environments.

(iii) Assessment of operational effectiveness of
existing and programmed mission platforms to
conduct missions specified in clause (i) in both
contested and uncontested battle environments.

(iv) Assessment of probability of likelihood of
conducting missions requiring troops-in-contact/
close air support operations specified in clause
(i) in contested enviromments as compared to
uncontested environments.

(v) Any other matters the independent entity
or the Secretary of the Air Force determines to
be appropriate.

(2) REPORT.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than September 30,
2016, the Secretary of the Air Force shall submit
to the congressional defense committees a report
that includes the assessment required under
paragraph (1).

(B) FORM.—The report required under sub-
paragraph (A) may be submitted in classified
form, but shall also contain an unclassified ex-
ecutive summary and may contain an unclassi-
fied annez.

(3) NONDUPLICATION OF EFFORT.—If any in-
formation required under paragraph (1) has
been included in another report or notification
previously submitted to Congress by law, the
Secretary of the Air Force may provide a list of
such reports and notifications at the time of
submitting the report required under paragraph
(2) in lieu of including such information in the
report required under paragraph (2).

SEC. 135. PROHIBITION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR RETIREMENT OF EC-
130H COMPASS CALL AIRCRAFT.

(a) PROHIBITION ON RETIREMENT.—None of
the funds authorized to be appropriated by this
Act or otherwise made available for fiscal year
2016 for the Air Force may be obligated or ex-
pended to retire, prepare to retire, or place in
storage or backup aircraft inventory status any
EC-130H Compass Call aircraft.

(b) ADDITIONAL LIMITATIONS ON RETIREMENT
OF EC-130H COMPASS CALL AIRCRAFT.—In addi-
tion to the limitation in subsection (a), during
the period preceding December 31, 2016, the Sec-
retary of the Air Force may not retire, prepare
to retire, or place in storage or on backup flying
status any EC-130H Compass Call aircraft.

(c) REPORT ON RETIREMENT OF EC-130H COM-
PASS CALL AIRCRAFT.—Not later than September
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30, 2016, the Secretary of the Air Force shall
submit to the congressional defense committees a
report setting forth the following:

(1) The rationale for the retirement of existing
EC-130H Compass Call aircraft, including an
operational analysis of the impact of such re-
tirements on combatant commander warfighting
requirements.

(2) A plan for how the Air Force will fulfill
the capability requirement of the EC-130H mis-
sion, transition the mission capabilities of the
EC-130H into a replacement platform, or inte-
grate the required capabilities into other mission
platforms.

(3) Such other matters relating to the required
mission capabilities and transition of the EC-
130H Compass Call fleet as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate.

SEC. 136. LIMITATION ON TRANSFER OF C-130
AIRCRAFT.

None of the funds authorized to be appro-
priated by this Act or otherwise made available
for fiscal year 2016 for the Air Force may be ob-
ligated or expended to transfer from one facility
of the Department of Defense to another any C—
130H aircraft, initiate any C-130 manpower au-
thorization adjustments, retire or prepare to re-
tire any C-130H aircraft, or close any C-130H
unit until 90 days after the date on which the
Secretary of the Air Force, in consultation with
the Secretary of the Army, and after certifi-
cation by the commanders of the XVIII Airborne
Corps, 82nd Airborne Division and United States
Army Special Operations Command, certifies to
the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate
and of the House of Representatives that—

(1) the United States Air Force will maintain
dedicated C-130 wings to support the daily
training and contingency requirements of the
XVIII Airborne Corps, 82nd Airborne Division,
and United States Army Special Operations
Command at manning levels required to support
and operate the number of aircraft that existed
as part of regular and reserve Air Force oper-
ations in support of such units as of September
30, 2014; and

(2) failure to maintain such Air Force oper-
ations will not adversely impact the daily train-
ing requirement of those airborne and special
operations units.

SEC. 137. LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR T-
1A JAYHAWK AIRCRAFT.

None of the funds authorized to be appro-
priated by this Act or otherwise made available
for fiscal year 2016 for avionics modification to
the T-1A Jayhawk aircraft may be obligated or
expended until 30 days after the Secretary of the
Air Force submits to the congressional defense
committees the report required under section 142
of the Carl Levin and Howard P. ‘‘Buck’
McKeon National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 113-291; 128 Stat.
3320).

SEC. 138. RESTRICTION ON RETIREMENT OF THE
JOINT SURVEILLANCE TARGET AT-
TACK RADAR SYSTEM (JSTARS), EC-
130H COMPASS CALL, AND AIRBORNE
EARLY WARNING AND CONTROL
(AWACS) AIRCRAFT.

The Secretary of the Air Force may mot retire
any operational Joint Surveillance Target At-
tack Radar System (JSTARS), EC-130H Compass
Call, or Airborne Early Warning and Control
(AWACS) aircraft until the follow-on replace-
ment aircraft program enters Low-Rate Initial
Production.

SEC. 139. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING THE
OCONUS BASING OF THE F-35A AIR-
CRAFT.

(a) FINDING.—Congress finds that the Depart-
ment of Defense is continuing its process of per-
manently stationing the F-35 aircraft at instal-
lations in the Continental United States (in this
section referred to as ‘“‘CONUS”’) and forward-
basing Outside the Continental United States
(in this section referred to as ““OCONUS”’).

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that the Secretary of the Air Force, in
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the strategic basing process for the F-35A air-
craft, should continue to consider the benefits
derived from sites that—

(1) are capable of hosting fighter-based bilat-
eral and multilateral training opportunities
with international partners;

(2) have sufficient airspace and range capa-
bilities and capacity to meet the training re-
quirements;

(3) have existing facilities to support per-
sonnel, operations, and logistics associated with
the flying mission;

(4) have limited encroachment that would ad-
versely impact training or operations; and

(5) minimize the overall construction and
operational costs.

SEC. 140. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON F-16 ACTIVE
ELECTRONICALLY SCANNED ARRAY
(AESA) RADAR UPGRADE.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the following
findings:

(1) National Guard F-16 aircraft are pro-
tecting the United States from terrorist air at-
tack from inside or outside the contiguous
United States 24 hours a day, 365 days a year.

(2) These aircraft, stationed throughout the
United States, are tasked with the zero-fail mis-
sion of guarding and securing United States air-
space.

(3) The United States is facing an increased
threat from both state and non-state actors.

(4) The National Guard F-16 aircraft per-
forming the Aerospace Control Alert (ACA) mis-
sion are operating legacy radar systems.

(5) Air Force Chief of Staff General Mark
Welsh testified to Congress in March 2015, stat-
ing, “We need to develop an AESA radar plan
for our F-16s who are conducting the homeland
defense mission in particular.”

(6) First Air Force, United States Northern
Command, issued a Joint Urgent Operational
Need (JUON) request in March 2015 for radar
upgrades to its F-16 fleet.

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) it is essential to our Nation’s defense that
Air Force aircraft modification funding is made
available to purchase these Active Electronically
Scanned Array (AESA) radars as the United
States Air Force bridges the gap between 4th
and 5th generation fighters;

(2) the United States Government must invest
in radar upgrades which ensure that 4th gen-
eration aircraft succeed at this zero-fail mission;
and

(3) the First Air Force JUON request should be
met as soon as possible.

Subtitle D—Defense-wide, Joint, and
Multiservice Matters
SEC. 151. REPORT ON ARMY AND MARINE CORPS
MODERNIZATION PLAN FOR SMALL
ARMS.

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than one
year after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of the Army and the Secretary of
the Navy shall jointly submit to the Committees
on Armed Services of the Senate and the House
of Representatives a report on the plan of the
Army and the Marine Corps to modernize small
arms for the Army and the Marine Corps during
the 15-year period beginning on the date of such
plan, including the mechanisms to be used to
promote competition among suppliers of small
arms and small arms parts in achieving the
plan.

(b) SMALL ARMS.—The small arms covered by
the plan under subsection (a) shall include the
following:

(1) Pistols.

(2) Carbines.

(3) Rifles and automatic rifles.

(4) Light machine guns.

(5) Such other small arms as the Secretaries
consider appropriate for purposes of the report
required by subsection (a).

(c) NON-STANDARD SMALL ARMS.—In addition
to the arms specified in subsection (b), the plan
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under subsection (a) shall also address non-
standard small arms not currently in the small
arms inventory of the Army or the Marine
Corps.

Subtitle E—Army Programs
SEC. 161. STRYKER LETHALITY UPGRADES.

(a) ADDITIONAL AMOUNT FOR PROCUREMENT,
ARMY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount authorized to be
appropriated for fiscal year 2016 by section 101
for procurement is hereby increased by
$314,000,000, with the amount of the increase to
be available for procurement for the Army for
Wheeled and Tracked Combat Vehicles for
Stryker (mod) Lethality Upgrades.

(2) SUPPLEMENT NOT SUPPLANT.—The amount
available under paragraph (1) for procurement
for Stryker (mod) Lethality Upgrades is in addi-
tion to any other amounts available in this Act
for procurement for the Army for Stryker (mod)
Lethality Upgrades.

(b) ADDITIONAL AMOUNT FOR RDT&E, ARMY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount authorized to be
appropriated for fiscal year 2016 by section 201
for research, development, test, and evaluation
is hereby increased by 357,000,000, with the
amount of the increase to be available for re-
search, development, test, and evaluation for
the Army for the Combat Vehicle Improvement
Program for Stryker Lethality Upgrades.

(2) SUPPLEMENT NOT SUPPLANT.—The amount
available under paragraph (1) for research, de-
velopment, test, and evaluation for Stryker
Lethality Upgrades is in addition to any other
amounts available in this Act for research, de-
velopment, test, and evaluation for the Army for
Stryker Lethality Upgrades.

(c) OFFSET.—The aggregate amount author-
ized to be appropriated for fiscal year 2016 by
division A is hereby reduced by $371,000,000,
with the amount of the reduction to be achieved
through anticipated foreign currency gains in
addition to any other anticipated foreign cur-
rency gains specified in the funding tables in di-
vision D.

TITLE IT—RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT,

TEST, AND EVALUATION
Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 201. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2016 for the use of the De-
partment of Defense for research, development,
test, and evaluation as specified in the funding
table in section 4201.

Subtitle B—Program Requirements,
Restrictions, and Limitations
SEC. 211. CENTERS FOR SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY,
AND ENGINEERING PARTNERSHIP.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 139 of title 10,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after section 2367 the following new section:

“§2368. Centers for Science, Technology, and
Engineering Partnership

““(a) DESIGNATION.—(1) The Secretary of De-
fense, in coordination with the Secretaries of
the military departments, shall designate each
science and technology reinvention laboratory
as a Center for Science, Technology, and Engi-
neering Partnership in the recognized core com-
petencies of the designee.

““(2) The Secretary of Defense shall establish a
policy to encourage the Secretary of each mili-
tary department to reengineer management and
business processes and adopt best-business and
personnel practices at their Centers for Science,
Technology, and Engineering Partnership in
connection with their core competency require-
ments, so as to serve as recogniced leaders in
their core competencies throughout the Depart-
ment of Defense and in the national technology
and industrial base (as defined in section 2500 of
this title).

“(3) The Secretary of Defense, acting through
the directors of the Centers for Science, Tech-
nology, and Engineering Partnership, may con-
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duct one or more pilot programs, consistent with
applicable requirements of law, to test any prac-
tices referred to in paragraph (2) that the Direc-
tors determine could—

‘““(A) improve the efficiency and effectiveness
of operations at Centers for Science, Tech-
nology, and Engineering Partnership;

““(B) improve the support provided by the Cen-
ters for the Department of Defense users of the
services of the Centers; and

“(C) enhance capabilities by reducing the cost
and improving the performance and efficiency
of executing laboratory missions.

‘““(4) In this subsection, the term ‘science and
technology reinvention laboratory’ means a
science and technology reinvention laboratory
designated under section 1105 of the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010
(Public Law 111-84; 10 U.S.C. 2358 note).

““(b) PUBLIC-PRIVATE PARTNERSHIPS.—(1) To
achieve one or more objectives set forth in para-
graph (2), the Secretary may authorize and es-
tablish incentives for the Director of a Center
for Science, Technology, and Engineering Part-
nership to enter into public-private cooperative
arrangements (in this section referred to as a
‘public-private partnership’) to provide for any
of the following:

‘““(A) For employees of the Center, private in-
dustry, or other entities outside the Department
of Defense to perform (under contract, sub-
contract, or otherwise) work related to the core
competencies of the Center, including any work
that involves one or more core competencies of
the Center.

‘“‘(B) For private industry or other entities
outside the Department of Defense to use, for
any period of time determined to be consistent
with the needs of the Department of Defense,
any facilities or equipment of the Center that
are not fully used for Department of Defense ac-
tivities.

‘““(2) The objectives for exercising the author-
ity provided in paragraph (1) are as follows:

“(A) To mazximize the use of the capacity of a
Center for Science, Technology, and Engineer-
ing Partnership.

‘““(B) To reduce or eliminate the cost of owner-
ship and maintenance of a Center by the De-
partment of Defense.

““(C) To reduce the cost of research and test-
ing activities of the Department of Defense.

‘D) To leverage private sector investment
in—

‘(i) such efforts as research and equipment
recapitalization for a Center; and

““(ii) the promotion of the undertaking of com-
mercial business ventures based on the core com-
petencies of a Center, as determined by the di-
rector of the Center.

‘““(E) To foster cooperation between the armed
forces, academia, and private industry.

‘““(F) To increase access by a Center to a
skilled technical workforce that can contribute
to the effective and efficient execution of De-
partment of Defense missions.

““(c) PRIVATE SECTOR USE OF EXCESS CAPAC-
ITY.—Any facilities or equipment of a Center for
Science, Technology, and Engineering Partner-
ship made available to private industry may be
used to perform research and testing activities
in order to make more efficient and economical
use of Government-owned facilities and encour-
age the creation and preservation of jobs to en-
sure the availability of a workforce with the
necessary research and technical skills to meet
the needs of the armed forces.

‘““(d) CREDITING OF AMOUNTS FOR PERFORM-
ANCE.—Amounts received by a Center for
Science, Technology, and Engineering Partner-
ship for work performed under a public-private
partnership may—

‘(1) be credited to the appropriation or fund,
including a working-capital fund, that incurs
the cost of performing the work; or

““(2) be used by the Director of the Center as
the Director considers appropriate and con-
sistent with section 219 of the Duncan Hunter
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National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Year 2009 (Public Law 110-417; 10 U.S.C. 2358
note).

““(e) AVAILABILITY OF EXCESS EQUIPMENT TO
PRIVATE-SECTOR PARTNERS.—Equipment or fa-
cilities of a Center for Science, Technology, and
Engineering Partnership may be made available
for use by a private-sector entity under this sec-
tion only if—

‘(1) the use of the equipment or facilities will
not have a significant adverse effect on the per-
formance of the Center or the ability of the Cen-
ter to achieve its mission, as determined by the
Director of the Center; and

““(2) the private-sector entity agrees—

““(A) to reimburse the Department of Defense
for the direct and indirect costs (including any
rental costs) that are attributable to the entity’s
use of the equipment or facilities, as determined
by that Secretary; and

‘““(B) to hold harmless and indemnify the
United States from—

‘(i) any claim for damages or injury to any
person or property arising out of the use of the
equipment or facilities, except under the cir-
cumstances described in section 2563(c)(3) of title
10, United States Code; and

“(ii) any liability or claim for damages or in-
Jjury to any person or property arising out of a
decision by the Secretary to suspend or termi-
nate that use of equipment or facilities during a
war or national emergency.

“(f) CONSTRUCTION OF PROVISION.—Nothing
in this section may be construed to authorice a
change, otherwise prohibited by law, from the
performance of work at a Center for Science,
Technology, and Engineering Partnership by
Department of Defense personnel to perform-
ance by a contractor.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 139 of such
title is amended by inserting after the item relat-
ing to section 2367 the following new item:

““2368. Centers for Science, Technology, and En-
gineering Partnership.”’.
SEC. 212. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE TECH-
NOLOGY OFFSET PROGRAM TO
BUILD AND MAINTAIN THE MILITARY
TECHNOLOGICAL SUPERIORITY OF
THE UNITED STATES.

(a) PROGRAM ESTABLISHED.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense
shall establish a technology offset program to
build and maintain the military technological
superiority of the United States by—

(A) accelerating the fielding of offset tech-
nologies that would help counter technological
advantages of potential adversaries of the
United States, including directed energy, low-
cost, high-speed munitions, autonomous sys-
tems, undersea warfare, cyber technology, and
intelligence data analytics, developed using De-
partment of Defense research funding and ac-
celerating the commercialization of such tech-
nologies; and

(B) developing and implementing new policies
and acquisition and business practices.

(2) GUIDELINES.—Not later than one year after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall issue guidelines for the operation of
the program, including—

(A) criteria for an application for funding by
a military department, defense agency, or a
combatant command;

(B) the purposes for which such a department,
agency, or command may apply for funds and
appropriate requirements for technology devel-
opment or commercialization to be supported
using program funds;

(C) the priorities, if any, to be provided to
field or commercialize offset technologies devel-
oped by certain types of Department research
funding; and

(D) criteria for evaluation of an application
for funding or changes to policies or acquisition
and business practices by a department, agency,
or command for purposes of the program.

(b) DEVELOPMENT OF DIRECTED ENERGY
STRATEGY.—
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(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary, in consultation with such officials and
third-party experts as the Secretary considers
appropriate, shall develop a directed energy
strategy to ensure that the United States di-
rected energy technologies are being developed
and deployed at an accelerated pace.

(2) COMPONENTS OF STRATEGY.—The strategy
required by paragraph (1) shall include the fol-
lowing:

(A) A technology roadmap for directed energy
that can be used to manage and assess invest-
ments and policies of the Department in this
high priority technology area.

(B) Proposals for legislative and administra-
tive action to improve the ability of the Depart-
ment to develop and deploy technologies and ca-
pabilities consistent with the directed energy
strategy.

(C) An approach to program management that
is designed to accelerate operational prototyping
of directed energy technologies and develop
cost-effective, real-world military applications
for such technologies.

(3) BIENNIAL REVISIONS.—Not less frequently
than once every 2 years, the Secretary shall re-
vise the strategy required by paragraph (1).

(4) SUBMITTAL TO CONGRESS.—(A) Not later
than 90 days after the date on which the Sec-
retary completes the development of the strategy
required by paragraph (1) and not later than 90
days after the date on which the Secretary com-
pletes a revision to such strategy under para-
graph (3), the Secretary shall submit to the
Committee on Armed Services of the Senate and
the Committee on Armed Services of the House
of Representatives a copy of such strategy.

(B) The strategy submitted under subpara-
graph (A) shall be submitted in unclassified
form, but may include a classified annezx.

(¢) APPLICATIONS FOR FUNDING.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Under the program, the Sec-
retary shall, not less frequently than annually,
solicit from the heads of the military depart-
ments, the defense agencies, and the combatant
commands applications for funding to be used to
enter into contracts, cooperative agreements, or
other transaction agreements entered into pur-
suant to section 845 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (Public Law
103-160; 10 U.S.C. 2371 mote) with appropriate
entities for the fielding or commercialization of
technologies.

(2) TREATMENT PURSUANT TO CERTAIN CON-
GRESSIONAL RULES.—Nothing in this section
shall be interpreted to require any official of the
Department of Defense to provide funding under
this section to any earmark as defined pursuant
to House Rule XXI, clause 9, or any congres-
sionally directed spending item as defined pur-
suant to Senate Rule XLIV, paragraph 5.

(d) FUNDING.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the availability of
appropriations for such purpose, of the amounts
authorized to be appropriated for research, de-
velopment, test, and evaluation, Defense-wide
for fiscal year 2016, not more than $400,000,000
may be used for any such fiscal year for the
program established under subsection (a).

(2) AMOUNT FOR DIRECTED ENERGY.—Of this
amount, not more than $200,000,000 may be used
for activities in the field of directed energy.

(e) TRANSFER AUTHORITY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may transfer
funds available for the program to the research,
development, test, and evaluation accounts of a
military department, defense agency, or a com-
batant command pursuant to an application, or
any part of an application, that the Secretary
determines would support the purposes of the
program.

(2) SUPPLEMENT NOT SUPPLANT.—The transfer
authority provided in this subsection is in addi-
tion to any other transfer authority available to
the Department of Defense.

(f) TERMINATION.—
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(1) IN GENERAL.—The authority to carry out a
program under this section shall terminate on
September 30, 2020.

(2) TRANSFER AFTER TERMINATION.—Any
amounts made available for the program that re-
main available for obligation on the date the
program terminates may be transferred under
subsection (e) during the 180-day period begin-
ning on the date of the termination of the pro-
gram.

SEC. 213. REAUTHORIZATION OF DEFENSE RE-
SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT RAPID
INNOVATION PROGRAM.

(a) EXTENSION OF PROGRAM.—Section 1073 of
the Ike Skelton National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2011 (Public Law 111-383; 10
U.S.C. 2359a note) is amended—

(1) in subsection (d), by striking ‘2015 and
inserting 2020”’; and

(2) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘September
30, 2015 and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2020°°.

(b) MODIFICATION OF GUIDELINES FOR OPER-
ATION OF PROGRAM.—Subsection (b) of such sec-
tion is amended—

(1) by amending paragraph (1) to read as fol-
lows:

‘(1) The issuance of an annual broad agency
announcement or the use of any other competi-
tive or merit-based processes by the Department
of Defense for candidate proposals in support of
defense acquisition programs as described in
subsection (a).”’;

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking the second
sentence;

(3) in paragraph (4)—

(A) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘be fund-
ed under the program for more than two years’’
and inserting ‘‘receive more than a total of two
years of funding under the program’’; and

(B) by striking the second sentence; and

(4) by adding at the end, the following new
paragraphs:

““(5) Mechanisms to facilitate transition of fol-
low-on or current projects carried out under the
program into defense acquisition programs,
through the use of the authorities of section 819
of the National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal year 2010 (Public Law 111-84; 10 U.S.C.
2302 note) or such other authorities as may be
appropriate to conduct further testing, low rate
production, or full rate production of tech-
nologies developed under the program.

“(6) Projects are selected using merit based se-
lection procedures and the selection of projects
is not subject to undue influence by Congress or
other Federal agencies.’’.

(c) REPEAL OF REPORT REQUIREMENT.—Such
section is further amended—

(1) by striking subsection (f); and

(2) by redesignating subsection (g9) as sub-
section (f).

SEC. 214. REAUTHORIZATION OF GLOBAL RE-
SEARCH WATCH PROGRAM.

Section 2365 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended—

(1) in paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection (b),
by inserting ‘‘and private sector persons’’ after
“‘foreign nations’’ both places it appears; and

(2) in subsection (f), by striking ‘‘September
30, 2015°° and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2025°.
SEC. 215. SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY ACTIVITIES

TO SUPPORT BUSINESS SYSTEMS IN-
FORMATION TECHNOLOGY ACQUISI-
TION PROGRAMS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense,
acting through the Undersecretary of Acquisi-
tion, Technology, and Logistics, the Deputy
Chief Management Officer, and the Chief Infor-
mation Officer shall establish a set of science,
technology, and innovation activities to improve
the acquisition outcomes of major automated in-
formation systems through improved perform-
ance and reduced developmental and life cycle
costs.

(b) EXECUTION OF ACTIVITIES.—The activities
established under subsection (a) shall be carried
out by such military departments and defense
agencies as the Under Secretary and the Deputy
Chief Management Officer consider appropriate.
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(c) AcCTIVITIES.—The set of activities estab-
lished under subsection (a) may include the fol-
lowing:

(1) Development of capabilities in Department
of Defense laboratories, test centers, and Feder-
ally-funded research and development centers to
provide technical support for acquisition pro-
gram management and business process re-engi-
neering activities.

(2) Funding of intramural and extramural re-
search and development activities as described
in subsection (d).

(d) FUNDING OF INTRAMURAL AND EXTRA-
MURAL RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the set of ac-
tivities required by subsection (a), the Secretary
may award grants or contracts to eligible enti-
ties to carry out intramural or extramural re-
search and development in areas of interest de-
scribed in paragraph (3).

(2) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—For purposes of this
subsection, an eligible entity includes the fol-
lowing:

(A) Entities in the defense industry.

(B) Institutions of higher education.

(C) Small businesses.

(D) Nontraditional defense contractors (as de-
fined in section 2302 of title 10, United States
Code).

(E) Federally-funded research and develop-
ment centers, primarily for the purpose of im-
proving technical expertise to support acquisi-
tion efforts.

(F) Nonprofit research institutions.

(G) Government laboratories and test centers,
primarily for the purpose of improving technical
expertise to support acquisition efforts.

(3) AREAS OF INTEREST.—The areas of interest
described in this paragraph are the following:

(A) Management innovation, including per-
sonnel and financial management policy inno-
vation.

(B) Business process re-engineering.

(C) Systems engineering of information tech-
nology business systems.

(D) Cloud computing to support business sys-
tems and business processes.

(E) Software development, including systems
and techniques to limit unique interfaces and
simplify processes to customize commercial soft-
ware to meet the needs of the Department of De-
fense.

(F) Hardware development, including systems
and techniques to limit unique interfaces and
simplify processes to customize commercial hard-
ware to meet the needs of the Department of De-
fense.

(G) Development of methodologies and tools to
support development and operational test of
large and complex business systems.

(H) Analysis tools to allow decision makers to
balance between requirements, costs, technical
risks, and schedule in major automated informa-
tion system acquisition programs

(I) Information security in major automated
information system systems.

(J) Inmovative acquisition policies and prac-
tices to streamline acquisition of information
technology systems.

(K) Such other areas as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate.

(e) PRIORITIES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the set of ac-
tivities required by subsection (a), the Secretary
shall give priority to—

(A) projects that—

(i) address the innovation and technology
needs of the Department of Defense; and

(i) support activities of initiatives, programs
and offices identified by the Under Secretary
and Deputy Chief Management Officer; and

(B) the projects and programs identified in
paragraph (2).

(2) PROJECTS AND PROGRAMS IDENTIFIED.—The
projects and programs identified in this para-
graph are the following:

(A) Major automated information system pro-
grams.
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(B) Projects and programs under the oversight
of the Deputy Chief Management Officer.

(C) Projects and programs relating to defense
procurement acquisition policy.

(D) Projects and programs of the Defense Con-
tract Audit Agency.

(E) Military and civilian personnel policy de-
velopment for information technology work-
force.

SEC. 216. EXPANSION OF ELIGIBILITY FOR FINAN-
CIAL ASSISTANCE UNDER DEPART-
MENT OF DEFENSE SCIENCE, MATH-
EMATICS, AND RESEARCH FOR
TRANSFORMATION PROGRAM TO IN-
CLUDE CITIZENS OF COUNTRIES
PARTICIPATING IN THE TECHNICAL
COOPERATION PROGRAM.

Section 2192a(b)(1)(A) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by inserting ‘“‘or a country the
government of which is a party to The Tech-
nical Cooperation Program (TTCP) memo-
randum of understanding of October 24, 1995
after “‘United States”.

SEC. 217. STREAMLINING THE JOINT FEDERATED
ASSURANCE CENTER.

Section 937(c)(2) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law
113-66; 10 U.S.C. 2224 note) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘, in co-
ordination with the Center for Assured Software
of the National Security Agency,”’; and

(2) in subparagraph (E), by striking *‘, in co-
ordination with the Defense Microelectronics
Activity,”.

SEC. 218. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR DEVELOPMENT OF THE
SHALLOW WATER COMBAT SUBMERS-
IBLE.

(a) LIMITATION.—Of the amounts authorized
to be appropriated in this Act or otherwise made
available for fiscal year 2016 for Special Oper-
ations Command for development of the Shallow
Water Combat Submersible, not more than 25
percent may be obligated or exrpended until the
date that is 15 days after the later of the date
on which—

(1) the Under Secretary of Defense for Acqui-
sition, Technology, and Logistics designates a
civilian official responsible for oversight and as-
sistance to Special Operations Command for all
undersea mobility programs; and

(2) the Under Secretary, in coordination with
the Assistant Secretary of Defense for Special
Operations and Low-Intensity Conflict, submits
to the congressional defense committees the re-
port described in subsection (b).

(b) REPORT DESCRIBED.—The report described
in this subsection is a report on the Shallow
Water Combat Submersible that includes the fol-
lowing:

(1) An analysis of the reasons for cost and
schedule overruns associated with the Shallow
Water Combat Submersible program.

(2) A revised timeline for initial and full oper-
ational capability of the Shallow Water Combat
Submersible.

(3) The projected cost to meet the total unit
acquisition objective.

(4) A plan to prevent, identify, and mitigate
any additional cost and schedule overruns.

(5) A description of such opportunities as may
be to recover cost or schedule.

(6) A description of such lessons as the Under
Secretary may have learned from the Shallow
Water Combat Submersible program that could
be applied to future undersea mobility acquisi-
tion programs.

(7) Such other matters as the Under Secretary
considers appropriate.

SEC. 219. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF
FUNDS FOR DISTRIBUTED COMMON
GROUND SYSTEM OF THE ARMY.

(a) LIMITATION.—Of the amounts authorized
to be appropriated for fiscal year 2016 for the
Department of Defense by section 201 and avail-
able for research, development, test, and evalua-
tion, Army, for the distributed common ground
system of the Army as specified in the funding

I
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tables in title XLII, not more than 75 percent
may be obligated or expended until the Sec-
retary of the Army—

(1) conducts a review of the program planning
for the distributed common ground system of the
Army; and

(2) submits to the appropriate congressional
committees the report required by subsection
()(1).

(b) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall submit
to the appropriate congressional committees a
report on the review of the distributed common
ground system of the Army conducted under
subsection (a)(1).

(2) MATTERS INCLUDED.—The report under
paragraph (1) shall include the following:

(A) A review of the segmentation of Increment
2 of the distributed common ground system pro-
gram of the Army into discrete software compo-
nents with the associated requirements of each
component.

(B) Identification of each component of Incre-
ment 2 of the distributed common ground system
of the Army for which commercial software ex-
ists that is capable of fulfilling most or all of the
system requirements for each such component.

(C) A cost analysis of each such commercial
software that compares performance with pro-
jected cost.

(D) Determination of the degree to which com-
mercial software solutions are compliant with
the standards required by the framework and
guidance for the Intelligence Community Infor-
mation Technology Enterprise, the Defense In-
telligence Information Enterprise, and the Joint
Information Environment.

(E) Identification of each component of Incre-
ment 2 of the distributed common ground system
of the Army that the Secretary determines may
be acquired through competitive means.

(F) An acquisition plan for Increment 2 of the
distributed common ground system of the Army
that prioritices the acquisition of commercial
software components, including a data integra-
tion layer, in time to meet the projected deploy-
ment schedule for Increment 2.

(G) A review of the timetable for the distrib-
uted common ground system program of the
Army in order to determine whether there is a
practical, erecutable acquisition strategy, in-
cluding the use of operational capability dem-
onstrations, that could lead to an initial oper-
ating capability of Increment 2 of the distrib-
uted common ground system of the Army prior
to fiscal year 2017.

(c) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEES
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘appro-
priate congressional committees’ means—

(1) the congressional defense committees; and

(2) the Select Committee on Intelligence of the
Senate and the Permanent Select Committee on
Intelligence of the House of Representatives.
SEC. 220. LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF

FUNDS FOR DISTRIBUTED COMMON
GROUND SYSTEM OF THE UNITED
STATES SPECIAL OPERATIONS COM-
MAND.

(a) LIMITATION.—Of the amounts authorized
to be appropriated for fiscal year 2016 for the
Department of Defense by section 201 and avail-
able for research, development, test, and evalua-
tion, Defense-wide, for the United States Special
Operations Command for the distributed com-
mon ground system, nmot more than 75 percent
may be obligated or expended until the Com-
mander of the United States Special Operations
Command submits to the congressional defense
committees the report required by subsection (b).

(b) REPORT REQUIRED.—The Commander shall
submit to the congressional defense committees a
report on the distributed common ground sys-
tem. Such report shall include the following:

(1) A review of the segmentation of the distrib-
uted common ground system special operations
forces program into discrete software compo-
nents with the associated requirements of each
component.
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(2) Identification of each component of the
distributed common ground system special oper-
ations forces program for which commercial soft-
ware exists that is capable of fulfilling most or
all of the system requirements for each such
component.

(3) A cost analysis of each such commercial
software that compares performance with pro-
jected cost.

(4) A determination of the degree to which
commercial software solutions are compliant
with the standards required by the framework
and guidance for the Intelligence Community
Information Technology Enterprise, the Defense
Intelligence Information Enterprise, and the
Joint Information Environment.

(5) Identification of each component of the
distributed common ground system special oper-
ations forces program that the Commander de-
termines may be acquired through competitive
means.

(6) An assessment of the extent to which ele-
ments of the distributed common ground system
special operations forces program could be modi-
fied to increase commercial acquisition opportu-
nities.

(7) An acquisition plan that leads to full oper-
ational capability prior to fiscal year 2019.

Subtitle C—Other Matters
SEC. 231. ASSESSMENT OF AIR-LAND MOBILE TAC-
TICAL COMMUNICATIONS AND DATA
NETWORK REQUIREMENTS AND CA-
PABILITIES.

(a) ASSESSMENT REQUIRED.—The Director of
Cost Assessment and Program Evaluation, in
consultation with the Director of Operational
Test and Evaluation, shall contract with an
independent entity to conduct a comprehensive
assessment of current and future requirements
and capabilities of the Department of Defense
with respect to an air-land ad hoc, mobile tac-
tical communications, and data network, in-
cluding the technological feasibility, suitability,
and survivability of such a network.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The assessment required
under subsection (a) shall include the following
elements:

(1) Concepts, capabilities, and capacities of
current or future communications and data net-
work systems to meet the requirements of cur-
rent or future tactical operations effectively, ef-
ficiently, and affordably.

(2) Software requirements and capabilities,
particularly with respect to communications and
data network waveforms.

(3) Hardware requirements and capabilities,
particularly with respect to receiver/trans-
mission technology, tactical communications,
and data radios at all levels and on all plat-
forms, all associated technologies, and their in-
tegration, compatibility, and interoperability.

(4) Any other matters that in the judgment of
the independent entity are relevant or necessary
to a comprehensive assessment of tactical net-
works or networking.

(c) INDEPENDENT ENTITY.—The Director of
Cost Assessment and Program Evaluation shall
select an independent entity with direct, long-
standing, and demonstrated experience and ex-
pertise in program test and evaluation of con-
cepts, requirements, and technologies for joint
tactical communications and data networking to
perform the assessment under subsection (a).

(d) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than April
30, 2016, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to
the congressional defense commitments a report
including the findings and recommendations of
the assessment conducted under subsection (a),
together with the Secretary’s comments.

(e) AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS.—The Secretary of
Defense shall use funds authorized by this Act
or otherwise made available for fiscal year 2016
for Operation and Maintenance, Defense-wide
to carry out activities under this section.

(f) LIMITATION ON OBLIGATION OF FUNDS.—
The Secretary of the Army may not obligate or
exrpend more than 50 percent of the funds au-
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thorized by this Act or otherwise made available
for fiscal year 2016 for Other Procurement,
Army and available for the Warfighter Informa-
tion Network—Tactical (Increment 2) until the
Secretary of Defense submits the report required
under subsection (d).

SEC. 232. STUDY OF FIELD FAILURES INVOLVING

COUNTERFEIT ELECTRONIC PARTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense
shall conduct a hardware assurance study to
assess the presence, scope, and effect on Depart-
ment of Defense operations of counterfeit elec-
tronic parts that have passed through the De-
partment supply chain and into field systems.

(b) EXECUTION AND TECHNICAL ANALYSIS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall direct
the federation established wunder section
937(a)(1) of the National Defense Authorication
Act for Fiscal Year 2014 (Public Law 113-66; 10
U.S.C. 2224 note) to coordinate execution of the
study required by subsection (a) using capabili-
ties of the Department in effect on the day be-
fore the date of the enactment of this Act to
conduct technical analysis on a sample of failed
electronic parts in field systems.

(2) ELEMENTS.—The technical analysis re-
quired by paragraph (1) shall include the fol-
lowing:

(A) Selection of a representative sample of
electronic component types, including digital,
mixed-signal, and analog integrated circuits.

(B) An assessment of the presence of counter-
feit parts, including causes and attributes of
failures of any identified counterfeit part.

(C) For components found to have counterfeit
parts present, an assessment of the impact of the
counterfeit part in the failure mechanism.

(D) For cases with counterfeit parts contrib-
uting to the failure, a determination of the fail-
ure attributes, factors, and effects on subsystem
and system level reliability, readiness, and per-
formance.

(c) RECOMMENDATIONS.—AS part of the study
required by subsection (a), the Secretary shall
develop recommendations for such legislative
and administrative action, including budget re-
quirements, as the Secretary considers necessary
to conduct sampling and technical hardware
analysis of counterfeit parts in identified areas
of high concern.

(d) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 540 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the congressional defense
committees a report on the study carried out
under subsection (a).

(2) CONTENTS.—The report required by para-
graph (1) shall include the following:

(A) The findings of the Secretary with respect
to the study conducted under subsection (a).

(B) The recommendations developed under
subsection (c).

SEC. 233. DEMONSTRATION OF PERSISTENT
CLOSE AIR SUPPORT CAPABILITIES.

(a) JOINT DEMONSTRATION REQUIRED.—The
Secretary of the Air Force, the Secretary of the
Army, and the Director of the Defense Ad-
vanced Research Projects Agency shall jointly
conduct a demonstration of the Persistent Close
Air Support (PCAS) capability in fiscal year
2016.

(b) PARAMETERS OF DEMONSTRATION.—

(1) SELECTION AND EQUIPMENT OF AIRCRAFT.—
As part of the demonstration required by sub-
section (a), the Secretary of the Air Force shall
select and equip at least two aircraft for use in
the demonstration that the Secretary otherwise
intends to use for close air support, as identified
by the United States Air Force Close Air Sup-
port Forum.

(2) CLOSE AIR SUPPORT OPERATIONS.—The
demonstration required by subsection (a) shall
include close air support operations that involve
the following:

(A) Multiple tactical radio networks rep-
resenting diverse ground force user communities.

(B) Two-way digital exchanges of situational
awareness data, video, and calls for fire be-
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tween aircraft and ground users without modi-
fication to aircraft operational flight profiles.

(C) Real-time sharing of blue force, aircraft,
and target location data to reduce risks of frat-
ricide.

(D) Lightweight digital tools based on com-
mercial-off-the-shelf technology for pilots and
joint tactical air controllers.

(E) Operations in simple and complex oper-
ating environments.

(c) ASSESSMENT.—The Secretary of the Air
Force, the Secretary of the Army, and the Direc-
tor of the Defense Advanced Research Projects
Agency shall jointly—

(1) assess the effect of the capabilities dem-
onstrated as part of the demonstration required
by subsection (a) on—

(A) the time required to conduct close air sup-
port operations;

(B) the effectiveness of blue force in achieving
tactical objectives; and

(C) the risk of fratricide and collateral dam-
age; and

(2) estimate the costs that would be incurred
in transitioning the technology used in the Per-
sistent Close Air Support capability to the Army
and the Air Force.

SEC. 234. AIRBORNE DATA LINK PLAN.

(a) PLAN REQUIRED.—The Under Secretary of
Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logis-
tics and the Vice Chairman of the Joint Chiefs
of Staff shall jointly, in consultation with the
Secretary of the Air Force and the Secretary of
the Navy, develop a plan—

(1) to provide objective survivable communica-
tions gateways to enable—

(A) the secure dissemination of national and
tactical intelligence information to fourth-gen-
eration fighter aircraft and supporting airborne
platforms and to low-observable penetrating
platforms such as the F-22 and F-35; and

(B) the secure reception and dissemination of
sensor data from low-observable penetrating air-
craft, such as the F-22 and F-35;

(2) to provide secure data sharing between the
fifth-generation fighter aircraft of the Air
Force, Navy, and Marine Corps, with minimal
changes to the outer surfaces of the aircraft and
to aircraft operational flight programs; and

(3) to enable secure data sharing between
fifth-generation and fourth-generation aircraft
in jamming environments.

(b) ADDITIONAL PLAN REQUIREMENTS.—The
plan required by subsection (a) shall include
non-proprietary and open systems approaches
that are compatible with the Rapid Capabilities
Office Open Mission Systems initiative of the
Air Force and the Future Airborne Capability
Environment initiative of the Navy.

(c) PROHIBITION.—No funds may be obligated
or expended by the Department of Defense on
the interim communications initiatives identified
as Talon Hate and Multi-Domain Adaptable
Processing System until the congressional de-
fense committees are briefed by the Under Sec-
retary or the Vice Chairman about the plan re-
quired by subsection (a).

SEC. 235. REPORT ON TECHNOLOGY READINESS
LEVELS OF THE TECHNOLOGIES AND
CAPABILITIES CRITICAL TO THE
LONG RANGE STRIKE BOMBER AIR-
CRAFT.

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 180
days after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to Con-
gress a report on the Technology Readiness Lev-
els (TRLs) of the technologies and capabilities
critical to the Long Range Strike Bomber air-
craft.

(b) REVIEW BY COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE
UNITED STATES.—Not later than 60 days after
the report of the Secretary is submitted under
subsection (a), the Comptroller General of the
United States shall review the report and submit
to the congressional defense committees an as-
sessment of the matters contained in the report.
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TITLE III—OPERATION AND
MAINTENANCE

Subtitle A—Authorization of Appropriations
SEC. 301. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Funds are hereby authorized to be appro-
priated for fiscal year 2016 for the use of the
Armed Forces and other activities and agencies
of the Department of Defense for expenses, not
otherwise provided for, for operation and main-
tenance, as specified in the funding table in sec-
tion 4301.

Subtitle B—Energy and Environment
SEC. 311. MODIFICATION OF ENERGY MANAGE-
MENT REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.

Section 2925(a) of title 10, United States Code,
is amended—

(1) by striking paragraphs (4) and (7);

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (5), (6), (8),
9), (10), (11), and (12) as paragraphs (4), (5),
(6), (7), (8), (9), and (10), respectively;

(3) by amending paragraph (7), as redesig-
nated by paragraph (2) of this section, to read
as follows:

““(7) A description and estimate of the progress
made by the military departments in meeting
current high performance and sustainable build-
ing standards under the Unified Facilities Cri-
teria.’’;

(4) by amending paragraph (9), as redesig-
nated by such paragraph (2), to read as follows:

‘““(9) Details of all commercial utility outages
caused by threats and those caused by hazards
at military installations that last eight hours or
longer, whether or not the outage was mitigated
by backup power, including mnon-commercial
utility outages and Department of Defense-
owned infrastructure, including the total num-
ber and location of outages, the financial im-
pact of the outages, and measure taken to miti-
gate outages in the future at the affected loca-
tions and across the Department of Defense.”’;
and

“(2) The area that includes Naval Base Coro-
nado, San Clemente Island and the adjacent
and surrounding waters running parallel to
shore to 3 nautical miles from the high tide line
designated by part 165 of title 33, Code of Fed-
eral Regulations, on May 20, 2010, as the San
Clemente Island 3SNM Safety Zone.

“(b) AcTIvITIES WITHIN THE SOUTHERN SEA
OTTER MILITARY READINESS AREAS.—

““(1) INCIDENTAL TAKINGS UNDER ENDANGERED
SPECIES ACT OF 1973.—Sections 4 and 9 of the En-
dangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1533,
1538) shall not apply with respect to the inci-
dental taking of any southern sea otter in the
Southern Sea Otter Military Readiness Areas in
the course of conducting a military readiness
activity.

““(2) INCIDENTAL TAKINGS UNDER MARINE MAM-
MAL PROTECTION ACT OF 1972.—Sections 101 and
102 of the Marine Mammal Protection Act of
1972 (16 U.S.C. 1371, 1372) shall not apply with
respect to the incidental taking of any southern
sea otter in the Southern Sea Otter Military
Readiness Areas in the course of conducting a
military readiness activity.

““(3) TREATMENT AS SPECIES PROPOSED TO BE
LISTED.—For purposes of conducting a military
readiness activity, any southern sea otter while
within the Southern Sea Otter Military Readi-
ness Areas shall be treated for the purposes of
section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973
(16 U.S.C. 1536) as a member of a species that is
proposed to be listed as an endangered species
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(5) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

““(11) At the discretion of the Secretary of De-
fense, a classified annex, as appropriate.”’.

SEC. 312. REPORT ON EFFORTS TO REDUCE HIGH
ENERGY COSTS AT MILITARY IN-
STALLATIONS.

(a) REPORT.—

(1) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 270
days after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition,
Technology, and Logistics, in conjunction with
the assistant secretaries responsible for installa-
tions and environment for the military services
and the Defense Logistics Agency, shall submit
to the congressional defense committees a report
detailing the efforts to achieve cost savings at
military installations with high energy costs.

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required under
paragraph (1) shall include the following ele-
ments:

(A) A comprehensive, installation-specific as-
sessment of feasible and mission-appropriate en-
ergy initiatives supporting energy production
and consumption at military installations with
high energy costs.

(B) An assessment of current sources of en-
ergy in areas with high energy costs and poten-
tial future sources that are technologically fea-
sible, cost-effective, and mission-appropriate for
military installations.

(C) A comprehensive implementation strategy
to include required investment for feasible en-
ergy efficiency options determined to be the most
beneficial and cost-effective, where appropriate,
and consistent with Department of Defense pri-
orities.

(D) An explanation on how military services
are working collaboratively in order to leverage
lessons learned on potential energy efficiency
solutions.

(E) An assessment of extent of which activities
administered under the Federal Emnergy Man-

“N. Latitude/W. Longitude

33°27.8?/119°34.3?
33°20.5?7/119°15.5?
33°13.5?/119°11.8?
33°06.5?/119°15.3?
33°02.8?7/119°26.8?
33°08.8?7/119°46.3?
33°17.2?/119°56.9?
33°30.97/119°54.2?.

or a threatened species under section 4 of the
Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1533).

““(c) REMOVAL.—Nothing in this section or
any other Federal law shall be construed to re-
quire that any southern sea otter located within
the Southermn Sea Otter Military Readiness
Areas be removed from the Areas.

“(d) REVISION OR TERMINATION OF EXCEP-
TIONS.—The Secretary of the Interior may revise
or terminate the application of subsection (b) if
the Secretary of the Interior, in consultation
with the Secretary of the Navy and the Marine
Mammal Commission, determines that military
activities occurring in the Southern Sea Otter
Military Readiness Areas are impeding the
southern sea otter conservation or the return of
southern sea otters to optimum sustainable pop-
ulation levels.

““(e) MONITORING.—

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Navy
shall conduct monitoring and research within
the Southerm Sea Otter Military Readiness
Areas to determine the effects of military readi-
ness activities on the growth or decline of the
southern sea otter population and on the near-
shore ecosystem. Monitoring and research pa-
rameters and methods shall be determined in
consultation with the Service and the Marine
Mammal Commission.

““(2) REPORTS.—Not later than 24 months after
the date of the enactment of this section and
every three years thereafter, the Secretary of the
Navy shall report to Congress and the public on
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agement Program could be used to assist with
the implementation strategy.

(F) An assessment of State and local partner-
ship opportunities that could achieve efficiency
and cost savings, and any legislative authorities
required to carry out such partnerships or
agreements.

(3) COORDINATION WITH STATE AND LOCAL AND
OTHER ENTITIES.—In preparing the report re-
quired under paragraph (1), the Under Sec-
retary may work in conjunction and coordinate
with the States containing areas of high energy
costs, local communities, and other Federal de-
partments and agencies.

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the term
“high energy costs’’ means costs for the provi-
sion of energy by kilowatt of electricity or Brit-
ish Thermal Unit of heat or steam for a military
installation in the United States that is in the
highest 20 percent of all military installations
for a military department.

SEC. 313. SOUTHERN SEA OTTER MILITARY READ-
INESS AREAS.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF THE SOUTHERN SEA
OTTER MILITARY READINESS AREAS.—Chapter
631 of title 10, United States Code, is amended
by adding at the end the following new section:

“§7235. Establishment of the Southern Sea
Otter Military Readiness Areas

‘““(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of the
Navy shall establish areas, to be known as
‘Southern Sea Otter Military Readiness Areas’,
for national defense purposes. Such areas shall
include each of the following:

‘““(1) The area that includes Naval Base Ven-
tura County, San Nicolas Island, and Begg
Rock and the adjacent and surrounding waters
within the following coordinates:

monitoring undertaken pursuant to paragraph
Q).
““(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘““(1) SOUTHERN SEA OTTER.—The term ‘south-
ern sea otter’ means any member of the sub-
species Enhydra lutris nereis.

“(2) TAKE.—The term ‘take’—

““(A) when used in reference to activities sub-
ject to regulation by the Endangered Species Act
of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.), shall have the
meaning given such term in that Act; and

‘““(B) when used in reference to activities sub-
ject to regulation by the Marine Mammal Pro-
tection Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361 et seq.) shall
have the meaning given such term in that Act.

‘““(3) INCIDENTAL TAKING.—The term ‘inci-
dental taking’ means any take of a southern sea
otter that is incidental to, and not the purpose
of, the carrying out of an otherwise lawful ac-
tivity.

““(4) MILITARY READINESS ACTIVITY.—The term
‘military readiness activity’ has the meaning
given that term in section 315(f) of the Bob
Stump National Defense Authorication Act for
Fiscal Year 2003 (16 U.S.C. 703 note) and in-
cludes all training and operations of the armed
forces that relate to combat and the adequate
and realistic testing of military equipment, vehi-
cles, weapons, and sensors for proper operation
and suitability for combat use.

“(5) OPTIMUM SUSTAINABLE POPULATION.—The
term ‘optimum sustainable population’ means,
with respect to any population stock, the num-
ber of animals that will result in the maximum
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productivity of the population or the species,
keeping in mind the carrying capacity of the
habitat and the health of the ecosystem of
which they form a constituent element.”’.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of such chapter is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new item:

““7235. Establishment of the Southern Sea Otter
Military Readiness Areas.”’.

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 1 of
Public Law 99-625 (16 U.S.C. 1536 nmote) is re-
pealed.

Subtitle C—Logistics and Sustainment
SEC. 321. REPEAL OF LIMITATION ON AUTHORITY
TO ENTER INTO A CONTRACT FOR
THE SUSTAINMENT, MAINTENANCE,
REPAIR, OR OVERHAUL OF THE F117
ENGINE.

Section 341 of the Carl Levin and Howard P.
“Buck’ McKeon National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Public Law 113-
291; 128 Stat. 3345) is repealed.

Subtitle D—Reports
SEC. 331. MODIFICATION OF ANNUAL REPORT ON
PREPOSITIONED MATERIEL AND
EQUIPMENT.

Section 2229a(a)(8) of title 10, United States
Code, is amended to read as follows:

‘““(8) A list of any equipment used in support
of contingency operations slated for retrograde
and subsequent inclusion in the prepositioned
stocks.”.

Subtitle E—Limitations and Extensions of
Authority
SEC. 341. MODIFICATION OF REQUIREMENTS FOR
TRANSFERRING AIRCRAFT WITHIN
THE AIR FORCE INVENTORY.

(a) MODIFICATION OF REQUIREMENTS.—Section
345 of the National Defense Authorization Act
for Fiscal Year 2011 (Public Law 111-383; 10
U.S.C. 8062 note) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) by striking the first sentence and inserting
the following: ‘‘Before making an aircraft trans-
fer described in subsection (c), the Secretary of
the Air Force shall ensure that a written agree-
ment regarding such transfer has been entered
into between the Chief of Staff of the Air Force
and the Director of the Air National Guard or
the Chief of Air Force Reserve.”’; and

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘depot’’;

(2) by amending subsection (b) to read as fol-
lows:

“(b) SUBMITTAL OF AGREEMENTS TO THE DE-
PARTMENT OF DEFENSE AND CONGRESS.—The
Secretary of the Air Force may not take any ac-
tion to transfer an aircraft until the Secretary
ensures that the Air Force has complied with
applicable Department of Defense regulations
and, for a transfer described in subsection (c)(1),
until the Secretary submits to the congressional
defense committees an agreement entered into
pursuant to subsection (a) regarding the trans-
fer of the aircraft.”’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
subsections:

“(c) COVERED AIRCRAFT TRANSFERS.—(1) An
aircraft transfer described in this subsection is
the transfer (other than as specified in para-
graph (2)) from a reserve component of the Air
Force to the regular component of the Air Force
of—

‘“(A) the permanent assignment of an aircraft
that terminates a reserve component’s equitable
interest in the aircraft; or

‘““(B) possession of an aircraft for a period in
excess of 90 days.

“(2) Paragraph (1) does not apply to the fol-
lowing:

‘“(A) A routine temporary transfer of posses-
sion of an aircraft from a reserve component
that is made solely for the benefit of the reserve
component for the purpose of maintenance, up-
grade, conversion, modification, or testing and
evaluation.

‘““(B) A routine permanent transfer of assign-
ment of an aircraft that terminates a reserve
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component’s equitable interest in the aircraft if
notice of the transfer has previously been pro-
vided to the congressional defense committees
and the transfer has been approved by the Sec-
retary of Defense pursuant to Department of
Defense regulations.

“(C) A transfer described in paragraph (1)(A)
when there is a reciprocal permanent assign-
ment of an aircraft from the regular component
of the Air Force to the reserve component that
does not degrade the capability of, or reduce the
total number of, aircraft assigned to the reserve
component.

‘“(d) RETURN OF AIRCRAFT AFTER ROUTINE
TEMPORARY TRANSFER.—In the case of an air-
craft transferred from a reserve component of
the Air Force to the regular component of the
Air Force for which an agreement under sub-
section (a) is not required by reason of subpara-
graph (A) of subsection (c)(2), possession of the
aircraft shall be transferred back to the reserve
component upon completion of the work de-
scribed in such subparagraph.’’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Subsection
(a)(7) of such section is amended by striking
“Commander of the Air Force Reserve Com-
mand’’ and inserting ‘‘Chief of Air Force Re-
serve’’.

(¢) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS TO DELETE REF-
ERENCES TO AIRCRAFT OWNERSHIP.—Subsection
(a) of such section is further amended by strik-
ing “‘the ownership of”’ each place it appears.
SEC. 342. LIMITATION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR DE-

PARTMENT OF DEFENSE SPONSOR-
SHIPS, ADVERTISING, OR MAR-
KETING ASSOCIATED WITH SPORTS-
RELATED ORGANIZATIONS OR
SPORTING EVENTS.

No amounts authorized to be appropriated for
the Department of Defense by this Act or other-
wise made available to the Department may be
used for any sponsorship, advertising, or mar-
keting associated with a sports-related organi-
zation or sporting event until the Under Sec-
retary of Defense for Personnel and Readiness,
in consultation with the Director of Accessions
Policy—

(1) conducts a review of current contracts and
task orders for such sponsorships, advertising,
and marketing (as awarded by the regular and
reserve components of the Armed Forces) in
order to assess—

(A) whether such sponsorships, advertising,
and marketing are effective in meeting the re-
cruiting objectives of the Department;

(B) whether consistent metrics are used to
evaluate the effectiveness of each such activity
in generating leads and recruit accessions; and

(C) whether the return on investment for such
activities is sufficient to warrant continuing use
of Department funds for such activities; and

(2) submits to the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices of the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives a report that includes—

(A) a description of the actions being taken to
coordinate efforts of the Department relating to
such sponsorships, advertising, and marketing,
and to minimize duplicative contracts for such
sponsorships, advertising, and marketing, as ap-
plicable; and

(B) the results of the review required by para-
graph (1), including an assessment of the extent
to which continuing use of Department funds
for such sponsorships, advertising, and mar-
keting is warranted in light of the review and
the actions described pursuant to subparagraph
(4).

SEC. 342A. PROHIBITION ON CONTRACTS TO FA-
CILITATE PAYMENTS FOR HON-
ORING MEMBERS OF THE ARMED
FORCES AT SPORTING EVENTS.

(a) SENSE OF SENATE.—It is the sense of the
Senate that—

(1) the Army National Guard has paid profes-
sional sports organizations to honor members of
the Armed Forces;

(2) any organization wishing to honor mem-
bers of the Armed Forces should do so on a vol-
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untary basis, and the Department of Defense

should take action to ensure that mo payments

be made for such activities in the future; and

(3) any organization, including the National
Football League, that has accepted taxpayer
funds to honor members of the Armed Forces
should consider directing an equivalent amount
of funding in the form of a donation to a chari-
table organization that supports members of the
Armed Forces, veterans, and their families.

(b) PROHIBITION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter I of chapter 134
of title 10, United States Code, is amended by in-
serting after section 2241a the following new
section:

“§2241b. Prohibition on contracts providing
payments for activities to honor members of
the armed forces
‘““(a) PROHIBITION.—The Department of De-

fense may not enter into any contract or other

agreement under which payments are to be
made in exchange for activities by the con-
tractor intended to honor, or giving the appear-
ance of honoring, members of the armed forces

(whether members of the regular components or

the reserve components) at any form of sporting

event.

““(b) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in subsection
(a) shall be construed as prohibiting the Depart-
ment from taking actions to facilitate activities
intended to honor members of the armed forces
at sporting events that are provided on a pro
bono basis or otherwise funded with non-Fed-
eral funds if such activities are provided and re-
ceived in accordance with applicable rules and
regulations regarding the acceptance of gifts by
the military departments, the armed forces, and
members of the armed forces.”’.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of subchapter I of chapter
134 of such title is amended by inserting after
the item relating to section 2241a the following
new item:

““2241b. Prohibition on contracts providing pay-
ments for activities to honor mem-
bers of the armed forces at sport-
ing events.”’.

SEC. 343. TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO EXTEND

CONTRACTS AND LEASES UNDER
ARMS INITIATIVE.

Contracts or subcontracts entered into pursu-
ant to section 4554(a)(3)(A4) of title 10, United
States Code, on or before the date that is five
years after the date of the enactment of this Act
may include an option to extend the term of the
contract or subcontract for an additional 25
years.

Subtitle F—Other Matters
SEC. 351. STREAMLINING OF DEPARTMENT OF
DEFENSE MANAGEMENT AND OPER-

ATIONAL HEADQUARTERS.

(a) COMPREHENSIVE REVIEW OF HEAD-
QUARTERS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense
shall conduct a comprehensive review of the
management and operational headquarters of
the Department of Defense for purposes of con-
solidating and streamlining headquarters func-
tions.

(2) ELEMENTS.—The review required by para-
graph (1) shall address the following:

(A) The extent, if any, to which the staff of
the Secretaries of the military departments and
the Chiefs of Staff of the Armed Forces have du-
plicative staff functions and services and could
be consolidated into a single service staff.

(B) The extent, if any, to which the staff of
the Office of the Secretary of Defense, the mili-
tary departments, the Defense Agencies, and
temporary organizations have duplicative staff
functions and services and could be streamlined
with respect to—

(i) performing oversight and making policy;

(ii) performing staff functions and services
specific to the military department concerned;

(iii) performing multi-department staff func-
tions and services; and
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(iv) performing functions and services across
the Department of Defense with respect to intel-
ligence collection and analysis.

(C) The extent, if any, to which the Joint
Staff, the combatant commands, and their sub-
ordinate service component commands have du-
plicative staff functions and services that could
be shared, consolidated, eliminated, or otherwise
streamlined with—

(i) the Joint Staff performing oversight and
execution;

(ii) the staff of the combatant commands per-
forming only staff functions and services spe-
cific to the combatant command concerned,; and

(iii) the staff of the service component com-
mands of the combatant commands performing
only staff functions and services specific to the
service component command concerned.

(D) The extent, if any, to which reductions in
military and civilian end-strength in manage-
ment or operational headquarters could be used
to create, build, or fill shortages in force struc-
ture for operational units.

(E) The extent, if any, to which revisions are
required to the Defense Officers Personnel Man-
agement Act, including requirements for officers
to serve in joint billets, the number of qualifying
billets, the rank structure in the joint billets,
and the joint qualification requirement for offi-
cers to be promoted while serving for extensive
periods in critical positions such as program
managers of major defense acquisition programs,
and officers in units of component forces sup-
porting joint commands, in order to achieve effi-
ciencies, provide promotion fairness and equity,
and obtain effective governance in the manage-
ment of the Department of Defense.

(F) The structure and staffing of the Joint
Staff, and the number, structure, and staffing of
the combatant commands and their subordinate
service component commands, including, in par-
ticular—

(i) whether or not the staff organization of
each such entity has documented and periodi-
cally validated requirements for such entity;

(ii) whether or not there are an appropriate
number of combatant commands relative to the
requirements of the National Security Strategy,
the Quadrennial Defense Review, and the Na-
tional Military Strategy; and

(iii) whether or not opportunities exist to con-
solidate staff functions and services common to
the Joint Staff and the service component com-
mands into a single staff organization that pro-
vides the required functions, services, capabili-
ties, and capacities to the Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff and supported combatant com-
manders, and if so—

(I) where in the organizational structure such
staff functions, services, capabilities, and capac-
ities would be established; and

(II) whether or not the military departments
could execute such staff functions, services, ca-
pabilities, and capacities while executing their
requirements to organize, train, and equip the
Armed Forces.

(G) The statutory and regulatory authority of
the combatant commands to establish subordi-
nate joint commands or headquarters, including
joint task forces, led by a general or flag officer,
and the extent, if any, to which the combatant
commands have used such authority—

(i) to establish temporary or permanent subor-
dinate joint commands or headquarters, includ-
ing joint task forces, led by general or flag offi-
cers;

(ii) to disestablish temporary or permanent
subordinate joint commands or headquarters,
including joint task forces, led by general or
flag officers;

(iii) to increase requirements for general and
flag officers in the joint pool which are exempt
from the end strength limitations otherwise ap-
plicable to general and flag officers in the
Armed Forces;

(iv) to participate in the management of joint
officer qualification in order to ensure the effi-
cient and effective quality and quantity of offi-
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cers needed to staff headquarters functions and
services and return to the services officers with
required professional experience and skills nec-
essary to remain competitive for increased re-
sponsibility and authority through subsequent
assignment or promotion, including by identi-
fying—

(I) circumstances, if any, in which officers
spend a disproportionate amount of time in their
careers to attain joint officer qualifications with
corresponding loss of opportunities to develop in
the service-specific assignments needed to gain
the increased proficiency and experience to
qualify for service and command assignments;
and

(II) circumstances, if any, in which the mili-
tary departments detail officers to joint head-
quarters staffs in order to maximize the number
of officers receiving joint duty credit with a
focus on the quantity, instead of the quality, of
officers achieving joint duty credit;

(v) to establish commanders’ strategic plan-
ning groups, advisory groups, or similar parallel
personal staff entities that could risk isolating
function and staff processes, including an as-
sessment of the justification used to establish
such personal staff organizations and their im-
pact on the effectiveness and efficiency of orga-
nizational staff functions, services, capabilities,
and capacities; and

(vi) to ensure the identification and manage-
ment of officers serving or having served in
units in subordinate service component or joint
commands during combat operations and did
not receive joint credit for such service.

(3) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall, to
the extent practicable and as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate, conduct the review required
by paragraph (1) in consultation with such ex-
perts on matters covered by the review who are
independent of the Department of Defense.

(4) REPORT.—Not later than March 1, 2016,
the Secretary shall submit to the congressional
defense committees a report setting forth the re-
sults of the review required by paragraph (1).

(b) PLAN ON REDUCTION IN AMOUNTS USED
FOR ADMINISTRATION IN FISCAL YEARS 2016
THROUGH 2019.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than January 31,
2016, the Secretary of Defense shall submit to
the congressional defense committees, and im-
plement, a plan designed to ensure that the
amount used by the Department of Defense for
administration from amounts authorized to be
appropriated for a fiscal year for operation and
maintenance shall be as follows:

(4) In fiscal year 2016, an amount that is 7.5
percent less than the amount authorized to be
appropriated for fiscal year 2015 for operation
and maintenance, Defense-wide, and available
for administration (in this paragraph referred to
as the ‘‘fiscal year 2015 administration
amount’’).

(B) In fiscal year 2017, an amount that is 15
percent less than the fiscal year 2015 adminis-
tration amount.

(C) In fiscal year 2018, an amount that is 22.5
percent less than the fiscal year 2015 adminis-
tration amount.

(D) In fiscal year 2019, an amount that is 30
percent less than the fiscal year 2015 adminis-
tration amount.

(2) ACHIEVEMENT OF REDUCTIONS.—As part of
meeting the requirements in paragraph (1), the
plan shall provide for reductions in personnel
(including military and civilian personnel of the
Department of Defense and contract personnel
in support of the Department) in the Office of
the Secretary of Defense, the secretariats and
military staffs of the military departments, the
staffs of the Defense Agencies, the staffs of the
Joint Staff, the staffs of the combatant com-
mands, and the staffs of their subordinate serv-
ice component commands.

(3) EXCLUSION.—The plan may not meet the
requirements in paragraph (1) through reduc-
tions in funding for administration for the fol-
lowing:
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(A) The United States Special Operations
Command.

(B) The Department of Defense Education Ac-
tivity.

(C) Any classified program.

(D) Any program relating to sexual assault
prevention and response.

(c) COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF THE UNITED
STATES REPORTS.—Not later than 90 days after
the end of each of fiscal years 2016, 2017, 2018,
and 2019, the Comptroller General of the United
States shall submit to the congressional defense
committees a report setting forth the assessment
of the Comptroller General of the extent to
which the Department of Defense met the appli-
cable requirement in subsection (b)(1) during
such fiscal year.

(d) LIMITATION ON AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS
FOR CONTRACT PERSONNEL SUPPORT FOR OSD.—
In each of fiscal years 2017, 2018, 2019, and 2020,
amounts authoriced to be appropriated for the
Department of Defense and available for the Of-
fice of the Secretary of Defense may not be obli-
gated or expended for contract personnel in sup-
port of the Office of the Secretary of Defense
until the Secretary of Defense certifies to the
congressional defense committees that the appli-
cable requirement in subsection (b)(1) was met
during the preceding fiscal year.

SEC. 352. ADOPTION OF RETIRED MILITARY
WORKING DOGS.

(a) TRANSFER FOR ADOPTION.—Subsection (f)
of section 2583 of title 10, United States Code, is
amended in the matter preceding paragraph (1)
by striking ‘“‘may transfer’’ and inserting ‘‘shall
transfer’’.

(b) LOCATION OF RETIREMENT.—Subsection (f)
of such section is further amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) as
subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively;

(2) by inserting ‘(1) before ‘“‘If the Sec-
retary’’;

(3) in paragraph (1), as designated by para-
graph (2) of this subsection—

(A4) by striking “, and no suitable adoption is
available at the military facility where the dog
is location,”’; and

(B) in subparagraph (B), as designated by
paragraph (1) of this subsection, by inserting
“within the United States’ after ‘‘to another lo-
cation’’; and

(4) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph (2):

““(2) Paragraph (1) shall not apply if a United
States citizen living abroad adopts the dog at
the time of retirement.”’.

(c) PREFERENCE IN ADOPTION FOR FORMER
HANDLERS.—Such section is further amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub-
section (h); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol-
lowing new subsection (g):

‘““(9) PREFERENCE IN ADOPTION OF RETIRED
MILITARY WORKING DOGS FOR FORMER HAN-
DLERS.—(1) In providing for the adoption under
this section of a retired military working dog de-
scribed in paragraph (1) or (3) of subsection (a),
the Secretary of the military department con-
cerned shall accord a preference to the former
handler of the dog unless the Secretary deter-
mines that adoption of the dog by the former
handler would not be in the best interests of the
dog.

‘“(2) In the case of a dog covered by para-
graph (1) with more than one former handler
seeking adoption of the dog at the time of adop-
tion, the Secretary shall provide for the adop-
tion of the dog by such former handler whose
adoption of the dog will best serve the interests
of the dog and such former handlers. The Sec-
retary shall make any determination required by
this paragraph with respect to a dog following
consultation with the kennel master of the unit
at which the dog was last located before adop-
tion under this section.

““(3) Nothing in this subsection shall be con-
strued as altering, revising, or overriding any
policy of a military department for the adoption
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of military working dogs by law enforcement

agencies before the end of the dogs’ useful

lives.”’.

SEC. 353. MODIFICATION OF REQUIRED REVIEW
OF PROJECTS RELATING TO POTEN-
TIAL OBSTRUCTIONS TO AVIATION.

Section 358 of the Ike Skelton National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2011
(Public Law 111-383; 124 Stat. 4200; 49 U.S.C.
44718 note) is amended—

(1) in subsection (c)—

(4) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘from State
and local officials or the developer of a renew-
able energy development or other energy
project”’ and inserting ‘‘from a State govern-
ment, an Indian tribal government, a local gov-
ernment, a landowner, or the developer of an
energy project’’; and

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘readiness,
and’’ and all that follows through the period at
the end and inserting ‘‘readiness and to clearly
communicate actions being taken by the Depart-
ment of Defense to the party requesting an early
project review under this section.’’;

(2) in subsection (d)(2)(B), by striking ‘‘as
high, medium, or low’’; and

(3) in subsection (j), by adding at the end the
following new paragraph:

“(4) The term ‘landowner’ means a person or
other legal entity that owns a fee interest in real
property on which a proposed energy project is
planned to be located.’ .

SEC. 354. PILOT PROGRAM ON INTENSIVE IN-
STRUCTION IN CERTAIN ASIAN LAN-
GUAGES.

(a) PILOT PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—The Sec-
retary of Defense may, in consultation with the
National Security Education Board, carry out a
pilot program to assess the feasibility and advis-
ability of providing scholarships in accordance
with the David L. Boren National Security Edu-
cation Act of 1991 (50 U.S.C. 1901 et seq.) to indi-
viduals otherwise eligible for scholarships under
that Act for intensive language instruction in a
covered Asian language.

(b) COVERED ASIAN LANGUAGE.—For purposes
of this section, a covered Asian language is any
of the five Asian languages that would be treat-
ed as a language in which deficiencies exist for
purposes of section 802(a)(1)(A) of the David L.
Boren National Security Education Act of 1991
(50 U.S.C. 1902(a)(2)(A)) if the National Security
Education Board could treat an additional five
Asian languages as a language in which such
deficiencies exist.

(c) USE OF SCHOLARSHIPS.—Notwithstanding
any provision of the David L. Boren National
Security Education Act of 1991, a scholarship
awarded pursuant to the pilot program may be
used for intensive language instruction in—

(1) the United States; or

(2) a country in which the covered Asian lan-
guage concerned is spoken by a significant por-
tion of the population (as determined by the
Secretary for purposes of the pilot program).

(d) NATIONAL SECURITY EDUCATION BOARD
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘National
Security Education Board’’ means the National
Security Education Board established pursuant
to section 803 of the David L. Boren National
Security Education Act of 1991 (50 U.S.C. 1903).

(e) TERMINATION.—No scholarship may be
awarded under the pilot program after the date
that is five years after the date on which the
pilot program is established.

TITLE IV—MILITARY PERSONNEL
AUTHORIZATIONS
Subtitle A—Active Forces

SEC. 401. END STRENGTHS FOR ACTIVE FORCES.

The Armed Forces are authoriced strengths
for active duty personnel as of September 30,
2016, as follows:

(1) The Army, 475,000.

(2) The Navy, 329,200.

(3) The Marine Corps, 184,000.

(4) The Air Force, 317,000.
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SEC. 402. ENHANCEMENT OF AUTHORITY FOR
MANAGEMENT OF END STRENGTHS
FOR MILITARY PERSONNEL.

(a) REPEAL OF SPECIFICATION OF PERMANENT
END STRENGTHS TO SUPPORT TWO MAJOR RE-
GIONAL CONTINGENCIES.—

(1) REPEAL.—Section 691 of title 10, United
States Code, is repealed.

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-
tions at the beginning of chapter 39 of such title
is amended by striking the item relating to sec-
tion 691.

(b) ENHANCED AUTHORITY FOR END STRENGTH
MANAGEMENT.—

(1) SECRETARY OF DEFENSE AUTHORITY.—Sub-
section (f) of section 115 of title 10, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘increase’’ each
place it appears and inserting ‘‘vary’’.

(2) SERVICE SECRETARY AUTHORITY.—Sub-
section (g) of such section is amended—

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘increase’’
each place it appears and inserting ‘“‘vary’’; and

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘increase’
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘variance’’.

Subtitle B—Reserve Forces
SEC. 411. END STRENG