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S. 1857

At the request of Mrs. CAPITO, the
name of the Senator from Montana
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1857, a bill to establish a compli-
ance deadline of May 15, 2023, for Step
2 emissions standards for new residen-
tial wood heaters, new residential
hydronic heaters, and forced-air fur-
naces.

S. 2038

At the request of Mr. MORAN, the
name of the Senator from New Jersey
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2038, a bill to amend title 38,
United States Code, to provide for a
presumption of herbicide exposure for
certain veterans who served in Korea,
and for other purposes.

S. 2061

At the request of Mr. NELSON, the
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr.
WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor of S.
2061, a bill to further deployment of
Next Generation 9-1-1 services to en-
hance and upgrade the Nation’s 9-1-1
systems, and for other purposes.

S. 2488

At the request of Ms. CORTEZ MASTO,
her name was added as a cosponsor of
S. 2488, a bill to amend title 37, United
States Code, to exclude the receipt of
basic allowance for housing for mem-
bers of the Armed Forces in deter-
mining eligibility for certain Federal
benefits, and for other purposes.

S. 2497

At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the
name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr.
YoUNG) was added as a cosponsor of S.
2497, a bill to amend the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 and the Arms Ex-
port Control Act to make improve-
ments to certain defense and security
assistance provisions and to authorize
the appropriations of funds to Israel,
and for other purposes.

S. 2516

At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the
name of the Senator from New Jersey
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2516, a bill to direct the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services
to conduct a demonstration program to
test alternative pain management pro-
tocols to limit the use of opioids in
emergency departments.

S. 2565

At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, his
name was added as a cosponsor of S.
2665, a bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to require the Secretary
of Veterans Affairs to provide child
care assistance to veterans receiving
certain training or vocational rehabili-
tation, and for other purposes.

S. 2680

At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the
names of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Ms. HEITKAMP) and the Senator
from Alabama (Mr. JONES) were added
as cosponsors of S. 2680, a bill to ad-
dress the opioid crisis.

At the request of Mr. ALEXANDER, the
name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mrs. CAPITO) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2680, supra.
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S. RES. 168

At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the
name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. ScoTT) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. Res. 168, a resolution sup-
porting respect for human rights and
encouraging inclusive governance in
Ethiopia.

S. RES. 407

At the request of Mr. CoOONS, the
name of the Senator from Vermont
(Mr. LEAHY) was added as a cosponsor
of S. Res. 407, a resolution recognizing
the critical work of human rights de-
fenders in promoting human rights, the
rule of law, democracy, and good gov-
ernance.

———

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Mr.
RUBIO, and Ms. DUCKWORTH):

S. 2701. A bill to require the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Emergency Man-
agement Agency to carry out a pilot
program to enhance the mapping of
urban flooding and associated property
damage and the availability of that
mapped data to homeowners, busi-
nesses, and localities to help under-
stand and mitigate the risk of such
flooding, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the text of the
bill be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the text of
the bill was ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:

S. 2701

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Flood Map-
ping Modernization and Homeowner Em-
powerment Pilot Program Act of 2018".

SEC. 2. FLOOD MAPPING MODERNIZATION AND
HOMEOWNER EMPOWERMENT PILOT
PROGRAM.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-
trator’” means the Administrator of the Fed-
eral Emergency Management Agency.

(2) CoAsTAL.—The term ‘‘coastal’” means,
with respect to a unit of general local gov-
ernment, that the unit borders a body of
water that—

(A) is more than 2,000 square miles in size;
and

(B) is not a river.

(3) PELAGIC.—The term ‘‘pelagic’” means,
with respect to a unit of general local gov-
ernment, that—

(A) the unit is a coastal unit; and

(B) the body of water that the unit borders
is—

(i) an ocean; or

(ii) a large, open body of water, including a
bay or a gulf, that empties into an ocean.

(4) PILOT PROGRAM.—The term ‘‘pilot pro-
gram’ means the pilot program carried out
by the Administrator under this section.

() URBAN FLOODING.—The term ‘‘urban
flooding>’—

(A) means the innundation, by water, of
property in a built environment, particularly
in a densely populated area, that—

(i) is caused by falling rain—
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(I) collecting on an impervious surface; or

(IT) increasing the level of a body of water
that is located near that built environment;
and

(ii) overwhelms the capacity of drainage
systems in the built environment, such as
storm sewers;

(B) includes—

(i) a situation in which stormwater enters
a building through a window, door, or other
opening;

(ii) the backup of water through a sewer
pipe, shower, toilet, sink, or floor drain;

(iii) the seepage of water through a wall or
a floor;

(iv) the accumulation of water on property
or a public right-of-way; and

(v) the overflow from a body of water, such
as a river, lake, or ocean; and

(C) does not include flooding in an undevel-
oped or agricultural area.

(6) URBANIZED AREA.—The term ‘‘urbanized
area’” means an area that has been defined
and designated as an urbanized area by the
Bureau of the Census during the most re-
cently completed decennial census.

(b) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Administrator
shall carry out a pilot program to make
grants to units of local government to—

(1) enhance the production of maps relat-
ing to urban flooding and associated prop-
erty damage; and

(2) increase the availability of the maps de-
scribed in paragraph (1) to homeowners, busi-
nesses, and units of local government to en-
able those entities to minimize the risk of
urban flooding.

(c) OBJECTIVES.—Amounts from grants
made under the pilot program may be used
only to carry out activities that meet the
following objectives:

(1) Developing a methodology for assessing
the risk of urban flooding through the de-
ployment of technology-based mapping tools
that—

(A) are easily understandable by the pub-
lic; and

(B) effectively convey information regard-
ing the level of flood risk.

(2) Providing structure-specific projections
of annual chance flood frequency.

(3) Providing structure-based flood risk as-
sessments.

(4) Providing program design for the miti-
gation of the risk of urban flooding.

(56) Incorporating information regarding
climate trends into urban flooding risk as-
sessments.

(6) Making the information described in
this subsection publicly available on the
Internet through a web-based portal so as to
increase transparency regarding homeowner
flood risks.

(d) ELIGIBLE RECIPIENTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—A grant under the pilot
program may be made only to—

(A) a unit of general local government that
is located in an urbanized area with a popu-
lation of more than 50,000 individuals; or

(B) a stormwater management authority of
a unit of general local government described
in subparagraph (A).

(2) ONE-TIME GRANTS.—A grant under the
pilot program may not be made to—

(A) any unit of general local governmental,
or the stormwater management authority of
a unit of general local government, that pre-
viously received a grant under the pilot pro-
gram;

(B) any unit of general local government if
the stormwater management agency for that
unit previously received a grant under the
pilot program; or

(C) any stormwater management agency of
a unit of general local government if that
unit previously received a grant under the
pilot program.
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(3) TREATMENT OF CERTAIN STORMWATER
MANAGEMENT AUTHORITIES.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a
stormwater management authority that op-
erates with respect to more than 1 unit of
general local government, the application of
that authority shall be considered for pur-
poses of paragraph (2) of this subsection and
subsections (f), (g), and (h)(1) to be made for
the largest unit of general local government
with respect to which that authority oper-
ates.

(B) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
subparagraph (A) may be construed to limit
the ability of a stormwater management au-
thority described in that subparagraph to
carry out activities under a demonstration
project in any other jurisdiction in, or with
respect to any other unit of local govern-
ment with, which that authority operates.

(e) APPLICATIONS.—To be eligible for a
grant under the pilot program, a unit of gen-
eral local government or a stormwater man-
agement agency shall submit to the Admin-
istrator an application in such form and con-
taining such information as the Adminis-
trator shall require.

(f) SELECTION OF RECIPIENTS.—

(1) ANNUAL SELECTION.—Subject to para-
graph (2), and to the submission of approv-
able applications, in each fiscal year for
which amounts are made available for grants
under the pilot program, the Administrator
shall select, from among applications sub-
mitted under subsection (e) for that fiscal
year, 3 units of general government or
stormwater management authorities to re-
ceive grants under the pilot program.

(2) AGGREGATE LIMIT.—Subject only to the
submission of approvable applications, the
Administrator shall select, in the aggregate
over the entire duration of the pilot pro-
gram, 12 units of general government or
stormwater management authorities to re-
ceive grants under the pilot program, as fol-
lows:

(A) TIER 1.—3 of the applicants selected
shall be units of general local government,
or stormwater management authorities for
those units, each of which has a population
of more than 800,000 individuals, as follows:

(1) PELAGIC COASTAL CITY.—One shall be—

(I) a unit of general local government that
is a pelagic unit; or

(IT) a stormwater authority for a unit de-
scribed in subclause (I).

(ii) NON-PELAGIC COASTAL CITY.—One shall
be—

(I) a unit of general local government
that—

(aa) is a coastal unit; and

(bb) is not a pelagic unit; or

(IT) a stormwater authority for a unit de-
scribed in subclause (I).

(iii) NON-COASTAL CITY.—One shall be—

(I) a unit of general local government that
is not a coastal unit; or

(IT) a stormwater authority for a unit de-
scribed in subclause (I).

(B) TiER 2.—Six of the applicants selected
shall be units of general local government,
or stormwater management authorities for
such units, each of which has a population
that is more than 200,000 individuals and not
more than 800,000 individuals, as follows:

(i) COASTAL CITIES.—Three shall be—

(I) units of general local government that
are coastal units; or

(IT) stormwater management authorities
for units described in subclause (I).

(ii) NON-COASTAL CITIES.—Three shall be—

(I) units of general local government that
are not coastal units; or

(IT) stormwater management authorities
for units described in subclause (I).

(C) TIER 3.—Three of the applicants se-
lected shall be—
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(i) units of general local government, each
of which has a population that is more than
50,000 individuals but not more than 200,000
individuals; or

(ii) stormwater management authorities
for units described in clause (i).

(g) PRIORITY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall
select applicants for grants under the pilot
program based on the extent to which the
applications of those applicants shall
achieve the objectives described in sub-
section (c).

(2) TIERS 2 AND 3.—In selecting applicants
to receive grants under the pilot program
under subparagraphs (B) and (C) of sub-
section (f)(2), the Administrator shall give
priority to applicants—

(A) that are highly vulnerable to sea level
rise;

(B) within which are located a military in-
stallation or another facility relating to na-
tional security concerns; or

(C) that have—

(i) populations that are highly vulnerable
to urban flooding; and

(ii) an uneven capacity for flood mitigation
and response efforts resulting from socio-
economic factors.

(h) AMOUNT.—

(1) CONSIDERATIONS.—In determining the
amount of a grant under the pilot program,
the Administrator shall consider the popu-
lation of the grant recipient, which may be
considered in terms of the tier under sub-
section (f)(2) with respect to the recipient.

(2) FEDERAL SHARE.—The amount of a
grant under the pilot program may not ex-
ceed 75 percent of the total cost incurred in
carrying out the activities described in sub-
section (c).

(i) DURATION.—The Administrator shall re-
quire each recipient of a grant under the
pilot program to complete the activities de-
scribed in subsection (c¢), which shall be, sub-
ject to subsection (h)(2), carried out using
the grant amounts, not later than 18 months
after the date on which the recipient ini-
tially receives the grant amounts under the
pilot program.

(j) USE OF CENSUS DATA.—The Adminis-
trator shall make all determinations regard-
ing population under the pilot program by
using data from the most recently completed
decennial census by the Bureau of the Cen-
sus.

(k) GRANTEE REPORTS TO FEMA.—Each re-
cipient of a grant under the pilot program
shall, not later than 30 months after the date
on which the recipient initially receives the
grant amounts, submit to the Administrator
a report that describes—

(1) the activities carried out with the grant
amounts;

(2) how the activities carried out with the
grant amounts have met the objectives de-
scribed in subsection (c);

(3) any lessons learned in carrying out the
activities described in paragraph (2); and

(4) any recommendations for future map-
ping modernization efforts by the Federal
Emergency Management Agency.

(1) BIENNIAL REPORTS BY FEMA.—Not later
than 2 years after the date of enactment of
this Act, and not less frequently than once
every 2 years thereafter until the date on
which all activities carried out with
amounts from grants under the pilot pro-
gram are completed, the Administrator shall
submit to Congress and make available to
the public on an Internet website a report
that—

(1) describes—

(A) the progress of the activities carried
out with amounts from those grants; and

(B) the effectiveness of technology-based
mapping tools used in carrying out the ac-
tivities described in subparagraph (A); and
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(2) with respect to the final report that the
Administrator is required to submit under
this subsection, includes recommendations
to Congress and the executive branch of the
Federal Government for implementing strat-
egies, practices, and technologies to miti-
gate the effects of urban flooding.

(m) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that, because the pilot program is
limited with respect to scope and resources,
communities that participate in the pilot
program should acknowledge that the most
successful efforts to mitigate the effects of
urban flooding—

(1) take a structural-based mitigation ap-
proach with respect to construction, which
includes—

(A) recognizing any post-storm damage
that may occur; and

(B) pursuing designs that proactively mini-
mize future flood damage;

(2) make individuals in the community
aware, through any cost-effective and avail-
able means of education, of the best ap-
proaches regarding the construction of prop-
erties that are able to survive floods, which
reduces the cost of future repairs; and

(3) encourage home and property owners to
consider the measures described in para-
graphs (1) and (2), which are the most cost-
effective and prudent ways to reduce the im-
pact of flooding, when constructing or ren-
ovating building components.

(n) FUNDING.—There are authorized to be
appropriated for grants under the pilot pro-
gram—

(1) $1,200,000 for fiscal year 2019; and

(2) $4,300,000 for fiscal year 2020, to remain
available through 2022.

By Mr. CORNYN (for himself and
Mr. PETERS):

S. 2703. A Dbill to authorize the
Project Safe Neighborhoods Grant Pro-
gram, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the text of the
bill be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the text of
the bill was ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:

S. 2703

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Project Safe
Neighborhoods Grant Program Authoriza-
tion Act of 2018.

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

For the purposes of this Act—

(1) the term ‘‘firearms offenses’ means an
offense under section 922 or 924 of title 18,
United States Code;

(2) the term ‘“‘Program’ means the Project
Safe Neighborhoods Block Grant Program
established under section 3; and

(3) the term ‘‘transnational organized
crime group’” has the meaning given such
term in section 36(k)(6) of the State Depart-
ment Basic Authorities Act of 1956 (22 U.S.C.
2708(k)(6)).

SEC. 3. ESTABLISHMENT.

The Attorney General of the United States
is authorized to establish and carry out a
program, to be known as the ‘‘Project Safe
Neighborhoods Block Grant Program’ with-
in the Office of Justice Programs at the De-
partment of Justice.

SEC. 4. PURPOSE.

(a) PROJECT SAFE NEIGHBORHOODS BLOCK
GRANT PROGRAM.—The purpose of the Pro-
gram is to foster and improve existing part-
nerships between Federal, State, and local
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agencies, including the United States Attor-
ney in each Federal judicial district, entities
representing members of the community af-
fected by increased violence, victims’ advo-
cates, and researchers to create safer neigh-
borhoods through sustained reductions in
violent crimes by—

(1) developing and executing comprehen-
sive strategic plans to reduce violent crimes,
including the enforcement of gun laws, and
prioritizing efforts focused on identified sub-
sets of individuals or organizations respon-
sible for increasing violence in a particular
geographic area;

(2) developing evidence-based and data-
driven intervention and prevention initia-
tives, including juvenile justice projects and
activities which may include street-level
outreach, conflict mediation, provision of
treatment and social services, and the
changing of community norms, in order to
reduce violence; and

(3) collecting data on outcomes achieved
through the Program, including the effect on
the violent crime rate, incarceration rate,
and recidivism rate of the jurisdiction.

(b) ADDITIONAL PURPOSE AREAS.—In addi-
tion to the purpose described in subsection
(a), the Attorney General may use funds au-
thorized under this Act for any of the fol-
lowing purposes—

(1) competitive and evidence-based pro-
grams to reduce gun crime and gang vio-
lence;

(2) the Edward Byrne criminal justice inno-
vation program;

(3) community-based violence prevention
initiatives; or

(4) gang and youth violence education, pre-
vention and intervention, and related activi-
ties.

SEC. 5. RULES AND REGULATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Attorney General shall promulgate rules to
create, carry out, and administer the Pro-
gram in accordance with this section.

(b) FuNDS To BE DIRECTED TO LOCAL CON-
TROL.—Amounts made available as grants
under the Program shall be, to the greatest
extent practicable, locally controlled to ad-
dress problems that are identified locally.

(c) REGIONAL GANG TASK FORCES.—30 per-
cent of the amounts made available as
grants under the Program each fiscal year
shall be granted to established Regional
Gang Task Forces in regions experiencing a
significant or increased presence of, or high
levels of activity from, transnational orga-
nized crime groups posing threats to commu-
nity safety in terms of violent crime, fire-
arms offenses, human trafficking, drug traf-
ficking, and other crimes.

(d) PRIORITY.—Amounts made available as
grants under the Program shall be used to
prioritize the investigation and prosecution
of individuals who have an aggravating or
leadership role in a criminal organization.
SEC. 6. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

There are authorized to be appropriated to
the Attorney General to carry out the Pro-
gram $50,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2019
through 2021.

By Mr. MERKLEY (for himself,
Mr. MURPHY, Ms. HARRIS, Mr.
BOOKER, Ms. BALDWIN, Mrs.
GILLIBRAND, Mr. SCHATZ, Mrs.
SHAHEEN, Mr. HEINRICH, Mr.
BLUMENTHAL, and Mr. UDALL):
S. 2708. A bill to provide for the es-
tablishment of Medicare part E public
health plans, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Finance.
Mr. MERKLEY. Mr. President, the
most important words of our Constitu-
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tion are the first three words: “We the
people.” That is the mission statement
of our Constitution.

Our Founders did not seek to design
a government that would enable the
powerful and the privileged to make
rules to Dbenefit themselves. They
didn’t say: We want to have a Constitu-
tion that enables the wealthy and the
well-connected to take away the riches
of this country at the expense of the
people. No, they laid out the vision
“We the people.” They put that mis-
sion statement in supersized font, so
even if you were reading the Constitu-
tion from across the room, you would
understand its core mission—a core
mission that unfortunately has been
sabotaged in the Citizens United deci-
sion, which, instead of pursuing gov-
ernment of, by, and for the people, in-
stead of providing what Jefferson
called the equal voice, mother prin-
ciple of America—that each -citizen
should have an equal voice—proceeds
to give the powerful the reins of power
through unlimited third-party cam-
paign spending.

The corruption of our democracy is
in full gear, and we see it through the
bills that are coming to this floor—
bills to wipe out healthcare for 22 to 30
million Americans, a bill that passed
that borrows $1.5 trillion from our chil-
dren and proceeds to give that money
virtually entirely—more than 80 per-
cent—to the very richest Americans. I
encourage my colleagues to think
about how we have a responsibility
under our oath of office to fight for
this vision of America, not a corrupted
“‘we the powerful” vision of America.

As we address the issues that people
care about at the kitchen table, it
comes down to four basic things. It
comes down to education, housing, liv-
ing-wage jobs, and healthcare. Eisen-
hower said: ‘‘Because the strength of
our nation is in its people, their good
health is a proper national concern.”

We have worked to design improved
healthcare systems, lower costs, higher
quality, and improved accessibility. We
have come a long way through the
ACA, the expansion of Medicaid, and
the establishment of competitive mar-
ketplaces for insurance. Indeed, in Or-
egon, we reduced the uninsured rate
from 15 percent to 5 percent. That is a
huge stride forward. We increased our
resources in our rural healthcare clin-
ics, our rural hospitals, and our urban
healthcare clinics and our urban hos-
pitals. We strengthened the healthcare
system, but it is not enough. We still
have 41 million adults in this country
who are underinsured. We have 30 mil-
lion who remain completely uninsured.

That is why, today, I am delighted to
join with my colleague Senator CHRIS
MURPHY to introduce the Choose Medi-
care Act. Every American deserves the
promise of access to a popular, afford-
able, high-quality healthcare option.
Fortunately, we have such an option. It
is called Medicare. It is time-tested. It
is well-vetted. It is admired and desired
by our seniors.
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Today, CHRIS MURPHY and I are intro-
ducing the Choose Medicare Act, which
creates a Medicare option for all, put-
ting consumers and businesses in the
driver’s seat on the pathway to uni-
versal healthcare. With the Choose
Medicare Act, we affirm that here in
America, healthcare is not a privilege
for the wealthy and well-connected. It
is a right and a fundamental value to
have healthcare for all.

I am pleased that we have been
joined in introducing this today with
nine of our colleagues as original co-
sponsors: Senator BALDWIN, Senator
BLUMENTHAL, Senator BOOKER, Senator

HARRIS, Senator HEINRICH, Senator
SHAHEEN, Senator SCHATZ, Senator
GILLIBRAND, and Senator TUDALL.

Thank you to each and every one of
these original cosponsors, who believe

in the vision of improving our
healthcare system.
We appreciate the groups that

worked to help forge this vision to put
meat on the bones of this idea: PCCC,
which was involved from the very be-
ginning with insights, CREDO, Daily
Kos, Democracy for America, MoveOn,
and Families USA. We appreciate their
endorsement of this plan.

When we were talking about Medi-
care for All, many folks said: How do
you create the transition? And back
during the ACA discussions, we did de-
bate reducing the age of Medicare to 55.
We had 60 votes for it in a week but
lost our 60th vote.

We wrestled with this vision. How do
you create the transition? Well, folks
come to my townhalls—and I hold a lot
of them. I have held well over 300 dur-
ing the 10 years I have been serving in
the Senate. They come and say: We
have this great healthcare plan, Medi-
care. Why can’t we buy into it? Why
not give us the advantage of its effi-
ciency and cost control, its low-admin-
istrative costs and high-quality
healthcare?

That is exactly what CHRIS MURPHY
and I are putting forward along with
our cosponsors—that vision of a Medi-
care option for all. That is a ‘“‘we the
people’ bill. That is not a bill for the
powerful and privileged. That is not
government by the wealthy and well-
connected. This is about the funda-
mental issue ©people wrestle with
around the Kkitchen table—the com-
plexity and the cost of our healthcare
system. I am on Medicaid today, but I
have earned a little too much, so am I
off? How do I get on the exchange in
the middle of the year? How do I sign
up for those tax credits? What if I don’t
get that right? What if the correspond-
ence gets lost in the mail or misfiled,
which seems to happen? Why can’t we
have a simple, seamless system?

Well, we have one—Medicare. Folks
say: Why can’t we participate? You
can, if we pass this bill. It makes sense
to create this public option competitor.
What we have seen for States that have
a public option in their provision for
workplace insurance is that the costs
come down dramatically. That cer-
tainly happened in my home State of
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Oregon. It happened on the other coast
in Rhode Island. It has happened
around this country.

Lyndon Johnson, when he signed the
bill for Medicare, said:

It calls upon us never to be indifferent to-
ward despair. It commands us never to turn
away from helplessness. It directs us never
to ignore or to spurn those who suffer
untended in a land that is bursting with
abundance.

Medicare is high-quality coverage for
58 million Americans. It has bargaining
power, low administrative costs, and
high respect by participants.

What does the Choose Medicare Act
do? Well, it covers all that Medicare
covers today, and then, because it
would be open to people of all ages, it
throws in pediatric and reproductive
healthcare and builds those networks.
It strengthens the exchanges by
strengthening the tax credits so that
the middle class is not stranded when
it comes to the affordability of
healthcare. It extends those tax credits
from 400 percent of poverty to 600 per-
cent of poverty, reaching further into
the middle class to make that transi-
tion—to make healthcare affordable on
the exchange. It strengthens, certainly,
Medicare itself, by putting a cap on the
out-of-pocket costs.

For all those who are in traditional
Medicare, their Medicare improves as
well. It provides the ability to drive
down the cost of drugs by giving Medi-
care the ability to negotiate those
prices. That is certainly a very impor-
tant feature.

Here we have something that is very
popular with the public. When the pub-
lic is asked ‘““Would you like to see the
opportunity for every single American
to be able to buy into Medicare, have
that as an option; it is a voluntary op-
tion, but an option,” overwhelmingly,
they say yes. Democrats say yes. Re-
publicans say yes. Independents say
yes. They would like to have that op-
tion. The more they learn about how a
public option has driven down costs,
the more they say that this is needed.

We not only make it possible to buy
it on the exchange, we make it possible
for self-insured companies to take ad-
vantage of Medicare. We make it pos-
sible for employers in regular compa-
nies, who are buying other healthcare
plans for their employees, to consider
buying a Medicare plan. So this reach
is broad and deep.

That is the type of ‘“‘we the people”
legislation we should be considering on
the floor of this Senate—mot a
healthcare bill designed to destroy
healthcare for 22 to 30 million people,
as we saw last year courtesy of our ma-
jority, not a plan to borrow $1.5 trillion
from our children and to give it away
to the very richest Americans, the big-
gest, boldest bank heist seen in Amer-
ican history—perhaps in world history.
That is the type of bank heist you
would expect out of corrupt, Third
World governments, not here in the
United States of America, which tells
you just how corrupt our election proc-
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ess has become, with Citizens United
allowing unlimited billionaire dollars
into our campaign system.

We have to fight to take back the vi-
sion of our Nation, the ‘‘we the people”’
vision of our Nation. It has been stolen.
It has been corrupted, and we have to
take it back. When we take it back, we
are going to put bills on the floor of
this Senate that are about the fun-
damentals for families, living-wage
jobs, public education and public col-
lege education, affordable quality
classrooms, and the cost of housing,
which is completely out of reach, and,
certainly, profound substantial im-
provements to our healthcare system.

Again, I thank CHRIS MURPHY for
partnering in this project. I supported
BERNIE SANDERS’ Medicare for All, and
I love that vision. CHRIS MURPHY sup-
ported BRIAN SCHATZ’s bill to be able to
buy into Medicaid. We don’t have an
identical healthcare profile, but what
we sought together is the option of
buying into Medicare, which is a com-
plete win for the American people and
a complete win for our healthcare sys-
tem.

———

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 473—EX-
PRESSING NO CONFIDENCE IN
THE ADMINISTRATOR OF THE
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY AND CALLING FOR THE
IMMEDIATE RESIGNATION OF
THE ADMINISTRATOR

Mr. UDALL (for himself, Mrs. GILLI-
BRAND, Mr. CARPER, Mr. BENNET, Mr.
BOOKER, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr.
MERKLEY, Ms. STABENOW, Ms. CORTEZ
MASTO, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. HEINRICH, Mr.
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. MARKEY, Ms. WAR-
REN, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. PETERS, Mrs.
FEINSTEIN, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. NELSON,
Mr. SCHUMER, Mrs. MURRAY, Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR, Ms. BALDWIN, Ms. HASSAN, Mr.
WYDEN, Ms. SMITH, Mr. SANDERS, Mr.
CASEY, Ms. HARRIS, Ms. CANTWELL,
Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. KAINE, Mr. BROWN,
Mr. CooNS, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. WARNER,
Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. LEAHY, and Mr.
REED) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public
Works:

S. RES. 473

Whereas the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency (referred to in
this preamble as the ‘“‘Administrator’) is a
key position in the Executive Branch;

Whereas the mission of the Environmental
Protection Agency (referred to in this pre-
amble as the ‘‘Agency’’) is to protect human
health and the environment;

Whereas the Agency is vested by law with
the principal responsibility for controlling
and abating pollution in the areas of air,
water, land, hazardous waste, noise, radi-
ation, and toxic substances;

Whereas Scott Pruitt, as Administrator,
has misused taxpayer dollars by spending
those taxpayer dollars on excessive personal
conveniences and unnecessary office en-
hancements while dramatically cutting
budgets and staff for critically important en-
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forcement, research, and implementation ac-
tivities;

Whereas, under Administrator Pruitt—

(1) the Agency is hemorrhaging staff and
experts needed to protect the health, safety,
and livelihood of millions of people of the
United States, with more than 700 employees
of the Agency having left or been forced out
of the Agency during his tenure as Adminis-
trator;

(2) the Agency is seeking to shrink staff of
the Agency by 3,200 employees (or roughly 20
percent of the workforce of the Agency of
about 15,000), which would make it difficult
to implement the mission of the Agency; and

(3) top officials of the Agency have been
granted permission to also work for private
companies while employed by the Agency,
creating major conflicts of interest with
their positions at the Agency;

Whereas, by delaying the effective date of
regulations, easing enforcement of existing
regulations, and delaying implementation of
new regulations, Administrator Pruitt is
helping polluters at the expense of the
health, safety, and livelihood of millions of
people of the United States;

Whereas Administrator Pruitt has failed to
exercise the enforcement authorities of the
Agency, which are necessary to the fulfill-
ment of the mission of the Agency, and has
hampered career officials and experts from
efficiently doing their jobs without political
interference by issuing a memorandum that
required regional offices of the Agency to
first seek permission from Agency head-
quarters before—

(1) investigating potential pollution viola-
tions;

(2) requesting information from potential
violators; or

(3) requiring additional monitoring from
companies suspected of violations;

Whereas Administrator Pruitt has contin-
ually overridden the recommendations of the
scientists of the Agency in order to provide
relief to industry, leaving in place the use of
harmful chemicals, pesticides, and policies
that are directly impacting the health and
well-being of millions of people of the United
States;

Whereas the Agency is expected to main-
tain and uphold unbiased scientific credi-
bility, but Administrator Pruitt—

(1) has undertaken actions directly counter
to the science-based mission of the Agency
by working to undermine and censor science,
scientists, and researchers;

(2) has skewed the membership of all advi-
sory committees of the Agency by removing
and barring highly qualified, independent
scientists from those advisory committees if
the scientist has received grants from the
Agency, while allowing individuals who re-
ceive funding from industry to serve on
those advisory committees; and

(3) is attempting to paralyze the ability of
the Agency to set health-based pollution
standards by restricting the use of scientific
research by the Agency unless that research
complies with criteria that are intentionally
nearly impossible to meet;

Whereas Administrator Pruitt—

(1) has shielded his actions from the people
of the United States, including by refusing
to make his schedule public or provide jus-
tifications for his policy and rulemaking de-
cisions, in a way not done by any previous
Administrator; and

(2) has claimed unprecedented exemptions
on the few requests under section 552 of title
5, United States Code (commonly known as
the ‘“Freedom of Information Act’), from
outside groups that the Agency has re-
sponded to, masking all but the most basic
information about meetings, travel, and
spending of Administrator Pruitt from the
public;
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