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Construction to conduct, supervise, and co-
ordinate audits, evaluations, and investiga-
tions into the planning, design, contracting,
execution, and construction of VA facilities
and infrastructure.

Compromise Agreement

Section 801 of the Compromise Agreement
follows the language in the House Bill.

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the bill be
considered read a third time.

The bill was ordered to a third read-
ing and was read the third time.

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I
know of no further debate on the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
having been read the third time, the
question is, Shall the bill pass?

The bill (H.R. 6416) was passed.

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the motion to
reconsider be considered made and laid
upon the table.

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

———

COMBAT-INJURED VETERANS TAX
FAIRNESS ACT OF 2016

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of H.R. 5015, which was received
from the House.

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

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A bill (H.R. 5015) to restore amounts im-
properly withheld for tax purposes from sev-
erance payments to individuals who retired
or separated from service in the Armed
Forces for combat-related injuries, and for
other purposes.

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

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the bill be
considered read a third time and passed
and the motion to reconsider be consid-
ered made and laid upon the table.

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

The bill (H.R. 5015) was ordered to a
third reading, was read the third time,
and passed.

————

RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED TODAY

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
now proceed to the consideration of the
following Senate resolutions, which
were submitted earlier today: S. Res.
635, S. Res. 636, S. Res. 637, S. Res. 638,
and S. Res. 639.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolutions
en bloc.

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the resolu-
tions be agreed to, the preambles be
agreed to, and the motions to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon
the table en bloc.

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

The resolutions were agreed to.
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The preambles were agreed to.

(The resolutions, with their pre-
ambles, are printed in today’s RECORD
under ‘‘Submitted Resolutions.”’)

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon.

————

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—
H.R. 5456

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, in just a
few minutes, because it is very late or
very early, if one might characterize
the hour of the morning, I will be offer-
ing a unanimous consent request to
pass Calendar No. 527, H.R. 5456, the
Family First Prevention Services Act.

Just to give a short description of
this bill, there has been an enormous
amount of bipartisan effort and good
will to enact this legislation that many
policy experts consider the most sig-
nificant improvement in child welfare
policy in decades.

In the other body, the legislation
passed unanimously, and there was su-
perb work done by Chairman BRADY,
the Speaker, Congressman RYAN, VERN
BUCHANAN. There was a whole host of
colleagues on the Democratic side,
SANDY LEVIN, LLOYD DOGGETT, and
Leader PELOSI, a whole host of Mem-
bers and enormous effort. You had the
leadership, the Ways and Means Com-
mittee. They came together and passed
the legislation unanimously.

The reason they did is, 500 organiza-
tions, groups representing children and
pediatricians and the Catholic bishops,
the Children’s Defense Fund, all came
together. They said the current policy
today with respect to vulnerable chil-
dren just defies common sense. In ef-
fect, you cannot get help to the fami-
lies when it really is most critical.

When a family member or parent, for
example, is dealing with drug abuse or
mental health or a challenge where, if
they were able to get a modest amount
of assistance, the family could come
together again and be healthy, the
youngster would be able to stay in the
home. Very often, in these kinds of in-
stances, a grandparent or an uncle, if
we made some modest changes in Fed-
eral policy, could step up as well—
something I feel very strongly about
having written the kinship care law a
number of years ago to reward grand-
parents, aunts, and uncles when they
could meet the strict standards for
qualifying to take care of a youngster
in these circumstances.

Chairman HATCH, Chairman GRASS-
LEY, and many of our senior Members
have worked very hard with me and
our colleague Senator BENNET from
Colorado, who has devoted an enor-
mous amount of attention to the needs
of youngsters. I have been on the floor
tonight really for the last 5 or 6 hours
trying to resolve remaining concerns.

Now, we had a hotline months and
months ago on this bill, and there real-
ly wasn’t much reaction at the outset,
and finally there were three Members
who had concerns, and we moved to ad-
dress them. Chairman BRADY has been
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particularly gracious on the other side
of the Capitol, saying if a State needed
more time, if there were questions with
respect to whether they could meet
some of the criteria, he was open to
giving them that kind of additional
time.

I will tell my colleagues: I told my
constituents this fall that probably
nothing is more important to me than
to come back here and pursue what I
call principled bipartisanship. Biparti-
sanship is not about taking each oth-
er’s bad ideas. Anybody can do that.
That is a piece of cake. Principled bi-
partisanship is about taking good ideas
from both sides of the aisle.

For example, I know that with the
Presiding Officer, there was a question
about the type of providers in his home
State that might be eligible for this
service. So we said we had heard from
a number of conservatives that they
wanted to make sure that one type of
provider over another wasn’t favored.
So we said all of the providers can par-
ticipate as long as they meet the qual-
ity standards. That was essentially a
conservative concept.

We had a number on our side of the
aisle who wanted to make sure there
really were wrap-around services for
these kinds of families. There is good
foster care. Nobody has ever said that
is not the case. But we know that Fed-
eral policy shouldn’t create an incen-
tive to rip these families apart. It
should create incentives to keep fami-
lies together.

So I wanted to come tonight and
make one more appeal to pass what is,
according to many of the most authori-
tative experts of child welfare, the
most significant improvement in child
welfare law in decades.

There are no objections on our side of
the aisle. This is the second time I
brought up this unanimous consent re-
quest, and no Senator has come to the
floor on the other side of the aisle to
raise an objection in terms of policy
and substance. Frankly, I wish that
somebody would, because I think we
could accommodate them. Because of
the graciousness of Chairman BRADY,
the Republican chair on the other side,
I think we could accommodate them.
But no Senator has come now, for the
second time this week, to actually
offer a substantive objection.

So if you want what I call principled
bipartisanship, which is what Chair-
man HATCH, Chairman GRASSLEY,
Chairman BRADY—sSO many colleagues
on both sides of the aisle have been
working for—we have to have col-
leagues who will come and actually
voice their substantive objection. I am
making it clear again tonight that if
anyone on the other side of the aisle
has a substantive objection, my guess
is we could resolve it, because there
has been a lot of goodwill on both
sides. But if people won’t come and
make a substantive objection, then it
is hard to know what might satisfy
them and allow us to proceed with this
very important child welfare reform.
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