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the decree court or the Federal District
Court for the District of Utah;

(B) all rights to use and protect water
rights acquired after the enforceability date;

(C) all claims relating to activities affect-
ing the quality of water, including any
claims under the Comprehensive Environ-
mental Response, Compensation, and Liabil-
ity Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.) (includ-
ing claims for damages to natural resources),
the Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300f
et seq.), and the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.), the regu-
lations implementing those Acts, and the
common law;

(D) all claims for water rights, and claims
for injury to water rights, in States other
than the State of Utah;

(E) all claims, including environmental
claims, under any laws (including regula-
tions and common law) relating to human
health, safety, or the environment; and

(F) all rights, remedies, privileges, immu-
nities, and powers not specifically waived
and released pursuant to the agreement and
this section.

(4) EFFECT.—Nothing in the agreement or
this section—

(A) affects the ability of the United States
acting in its sovereign capacity to take ac-
tions authorized by law, including any laws
relating to health, safety, or the environ-
ment, including the Comprehensive Environ-
mental Response, Compensation, and Liabil-
ity Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.), the
Safe Drinking Water Act (42 U.S.C. 300f et
seq.), the Federal Water Pollution Control
Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.), the Solid Waste
Disposal Act (42 U.S.C. 6901 et seq.), and the
regulations implementing those laws;

(B) affects the ability of the United States
to take actions in its capacity as trustee for
any other Indian Tribe or allottee;

(C) confers jurisdiction on any State court
to—

(i) interpret Federal law regarding health,
safety, or the environment or determine the
duties of the United States or other parties
pursuant to such Federal law; and

(ii) conduct judicial review of Federal
agency action; or

(D) modifies, conflicts with, preempts, or
otherwise affects—

(i) the Boulder Canyon Project Act (43
U.S.C. 617 et seq.);

(ii) the Boulder Canyon Project Adjust-
ment Act (43 U.S.C. 618 et seq.);

(iii) the Act of April 11, 1956 (commonly
known as the ‘‘Colorado River Storage
Project Act”) (43 U.S.C. 620 et seq.);

(iv) the Colorado River Basin Project Act
(43 U.S.C. 1501 et seq.);

(v) the Treaty between the United States
of America and Mexico respecting utilization
of waters of the Colorado and Tijuana Rivers
and of the Rio Grande, signed at Washington
February 3, 1944 (59 Stat. 1219);

(vi) the Colorado River Compact of 1922, as
approved by the Presidential Proclamation
of June 25, 1929 (46 Stat. 3000); and

(vii) the Upper Colorado River Basin Com-
pact as consented to by the Act of April 6,
1949 (63 Stat. 31, chapter 48).

(5) TOLLING OF CLAIMS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Each applicable period of
limitation and time-based equitable defense
relating to a claim waived by the Navajo Na-
tion described in this subsection shall be
tolled for the period beginning on the date of
enactment of this Act and ending on the en-
forceability date.

(B) EFFECT OF PARAGRAPH.—Nothing in this
paragraph revives any claim or tolls any pe-
riod of limitation or time-based equitable de-
fense that expired before the date of enact-
ment of this Act.
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(C) LIMITATION.—Nothing in this sub-
section precludes the tolling of any period of
limitations or any time-based equitable de-
fense under any other applicable law.

(1) MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS.—

(1) PRECEDENT.—Nothing in this section es-
tablishes any standard for the quantification
or litigation of Federal reserved water rights
or any other Indian water claims of any
other Indian Tribe in any other judicial or
administrative proceeding.

(2) OTHER INDIAN TRIBES.—Nothing in the
agreement or this section shall be construed
in any way to quantify or otherwise ad-
versely affect the water rights, claims, or en-
titlements to water of any Indian Tribe,
band, or community, other than the Navajo
Nation.

(j) RELATION TO ALLOTTEES.—

(1) NO EFFECT ON CLAIMS OF ALLOTTEES.—
Nothing in this section or the agreement
shall affect the rights or claims of allottees,
or the United States, acting in its capacity
as trustee for or on behalf of allottees, for
water rights or damages related to lands al-
lotted by the United States to allottees, ex-
cept as provided in subsection (d)(1)(B).

2) RELATIONSHIP OF DECREE TO
ALLOTTEES.—Allottees, or the United States,
acting in its capacity as trustee for
allottees, are not bound by any decree en-
tered in the general stream adjudication
confirming the Navajo water rights and shall
not be precluded from making claims to
water rights in the general stream adjudica-
tion. Allottees, or the United States, acting
in its capacity as trustee for allottees, may
make claims and such claims may be adju-
dicated as individual water rights in the gen-
eral stream adjudication.

(k) ANTIDEFICIENCY.—The United States
shall not be liable for any failure to carry
out any obligation or activity authorized by
this section (including any obligation or ac-
tivity under the agreement) if adequate ap-
propriations are not provided expressly by
Congress to carry out the purposes of this
section.

SEC. 5. SHARING ARRANGEMENTS WITH FED-
ERAL AGENCIES.

Section 405 of the Indian Health Care Im-
provement Act (25 U.S.C. 1645) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(1), by inserting ‘“‘urban
Indian organizations,’”” before ‘‘and tribal or-
ganizations’’; and

(2) in subsection (¢c)—

(A) by inserting ‘‘urban Indian organiza-
tion,” before ‘‘or tribal organization’’; and

(B) by inserting ‘‘an urban Indian organiza-
tion,”” before ‘‘or a tribal organization’.

SEC. 6. AMENDMENT TO THE INDIAN HEALTH
CARE IMPROVEMENT ACT.

Section 409 of the Indian Health Care Im-
provement Act (256 U.S.C. 1647b) is amended
by inserting ‘‘or the Tribally Controlled
Schools Act of 1988 (256 U.S.C. 2501 et seq.)”
after ‘(25 U.S.C. 450 et seq.)”’.

————

NOTICE OF INTENT TO OBJECT TO
PROCEEDING

I, Senator CHUCK GRASSLEY, intend
to object to proceeding to the nomina-
tion of Mashall Billingslea, of Virginia,
to be Under Secretary of State for
Arms Control and International Secu-
rity dated June 4, 2020.

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I in-
tend to object to any unanimous con-
sent request relating to the nomina-
tion of Marshall Billingslea, of Vir-
ginia, to be Under Secretary of State
for Arms Control and International Se-
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curity, vice Andrea L. Thompson, re-
signed (PN1732).

Following my bipartisan letter to the
president on April 8, 2020, regarding the
removal of the Intelligence Community
Inspector General (IC IG), I sent a sepa-
rate letter to the President regarding
the removal of the Department of
State Inspector General (State IG). My
letter echoed the IC IG letter to the
President and reminded him of his re-
quirement under the Inspector General
Reform Act to provide clear reasons for
removal of inspectors general. I also
raised concerns regarding the inherent
conflicts of interest created by naming
individuals holding political positions
within the overseen agency as acting
inspectors general. After a delay, the
White House promised me a response to
both the IC IG letter and my State IG
letter that fulfilled the statutory re-
quirement by providing substantive
reasons for the removal. On the
evening of May 26, 2020, I received a re-
sponse from the White House, but it
contained no explanation for the re-
moval of the State IG and made no
comment regarding the conflicts of in-
terest issues that I raised.

Though the Constitution gives the
president the authority to manage ex-
ecutive branch personnel, Congress has
made it clear that should the president
find reason to remove an inspector gen-
eral, there ought to be a good reason
for it. The White House’s response
failed to address this requirement,
which Congress clearly stated in stat-
ute and accompanying reports. I don’t
dispute the President’s authority under
the Constitution, but without suffi-
cient explanation, the American people
will be left speculating whether polit-
ical or self-interests are to blame.
That’s not good for the presidency or
government accountability. This is
only compounded when the acting IG

maintains their presidentially ap-
pointed position within the overseen
agency.

Further, the White House’s response
states that the President was acting in
a manner that comported with the
precedent that began under the Obama
administration. The letter states that
the President’s letter mirrors the one
sent by President Obama when he re-
moved IG Walpin. What that letter
fails to mention is that President
Obama, at the demand of myself and
other members of this Chamber, even-
tually did send several letters explain-
ing in much greater detail the reasons
for the removal of Mr. Walpin. They
were inadequate responses that contin-
ually changed and eventually resulted
in a bicameral investigation into the
matter, but reasons were provided.

I have attached copies of these let-
ters and the aforementioned report for
the RECORD. I intend to maintain this
hold until the notice requirement in
the Inspector General Act of 1978, 5
U.S.C. app. 3(b) is met and the reasons
for the IC IGs removal are provided.
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NOTICE OF INTENT TO OBJECT TO
PROCEEDING

I, Senator CHUCK GRASSLEY, intend
to object to proceeding to the nomina-
tion of Christopher C. Miller, of Vir-
ginia, to be Director of the National
Counterterrorism Center, Office of the
Director of National Intelligence dated
June 4, 2020.

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I in-
tend to object to any unanimous con-
sent request relating to the nomina-
tion of Christopher C. Miller, of Vir-
ginia, to be Director of the National
Counterterrorism Center, Office of the
Director of National Intelligence
(PN1741).

On April 8, 2020, I sent a bipartisan
letter to the President cosigned by
seven of my colleagues regarding the
removal of Intelligence Community In-
spector General (IC IG) Michael Atkin-
son. That letter reminded the Presi-
dent of his requirement under the In-
spector General Reform Act to provide
clear reasons for such removal. After a
delay, the White House promised me a
response to my letter that fulfilled the
statutory requirement by providing
substantive reasons for the removal.
On the evening of May 26, 2020, I re-
ceived a response from the White
House, but it contained no explanation
for the removal of the IC IG.

Though the Constitution gives the
president the authority to manage ex-
ecutive branch personnel, Congress has
made it clear that should the president
find reason to fire an inspector general,
there ought to be a good reason for it.
The White House’s response failed to
address this requirement, which Con-
gress clearly stated in statute and ac-
companying reports. I don’t dispute the
President’s authority under the Con-
stitution, but without sufficient expla-
nation, the American people will be
left speculating whether political or
self-interests are to blame. That’s not
good for the presidency or government
accountability.

Further, the White House’s response
states that the President was acting in
a manner that comported with the
precedent that began under the Obama
administration. The letter states that
the President’s letter mirrors the one
sent by President Obama when he re-
moved IG Walpin. What that letter
fails to mention is that President
Obama, at the demand of myself and
other members of this Chamber, even-
tually did send several letters explain-
ing in much greater detail the reasons
for the removal of Mr. Walpin. They
were inadequate responses that contin-
ually changed and eventually resulted
in a bicameral investigation into the
matter, but reasons were provided.

I have attached copies of these let-
ters and the aforementioned report for
the RECORD. I intend to maintain this
hold until the notice requirement in
the Inspector General Act of 1978, 5
U.S.C. app. § 3(b) is met and the rea-
sons for the IC IGs removal are pro-
vided.
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AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
have 6 requests for committees to meet
during today’s session of the Senate.
They have the approval of the Majority
and Minority leaders.

Pursuant to rule XXVI, paragraph
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the following committees are au-
thorized to meet during today’s session
of the Senate:

COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN
AFFAIRS

The Committee on Banking, Housing,
and Urban Affairs is authorized to
meet during the session of the Senate
on Thursday, June 4, 2020, at 11 a.m., to
conduct a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC
WORKS

The Committee on Environment and
Public Works is authorized to meet
during the session of the Senate on
Thursday, June 4, 2020, at 10 a.m., to
conduct a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS

The Committee on Foreign Relations
is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Thursday, June 4,
2020, at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing
nominations.

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR,

AND PENSIONS

The Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions is author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on Thursday, June 4, 2020, at 10
a.m., to conduct a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS

The Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs is au-
thorized to meet during the session of
the Senate on Thursday, June 4, 2020,
at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

The Committee on the Judiciary is
authorized to meet during the session
of the Senate on Thursday, June 4,
2020, at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing.

———

TAXPAYER FIRST ACT OF 2019—
MOTION TO PROCEED

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
move to proceed to Calendar No. 75,
H.R. 1957.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report the motion.

The bill clerk read as follows:

Motion to proceed to Calendar No. 75, H.R.
1957, a bill to amend the Internal Revenue
Code of 1986 to modernize and improve the
Internal Revenue Service, and for other pur-
poses.

The

CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
send a cloture motion to the desk for
the motion to proceed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the
clerk to read the motion.

The bill clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
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Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the mo-
tion to proceed to Calendar No. 75, H.R. 1957,
a bill to amend the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 to modernize and improve the Internal
Revenue Service, and for other purposes.
Mitch McConnell, Thom Tillis, Pat Rob-
erts, Shelley Moore Capito, Mike
Crapo, Lindsey Graham, David Perdue,
Martha McSally, Richard Burr, Cory
Gardner, Steve Daines, Lamar Alex-
ander, Tom Cotton, Kevin Cramer,
John Boozman, Rob Portman, Susan M.
Collins.

Mr. McCONNELL. I ask unanimous
consent that the mandatory quorum
call for the cloture motion be waived.

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

————
SIGNING AUTHORITY

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the major-
ity leader be authorized to sign duly
enrolled bills or joint resolutions
through Monday, June 8, 2020.

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

INDIAN WATER RIGHTS
SETTLEMENT EXTENSION ACT

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of Calendar No. 397, S. 886.

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

The bill clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (S. 886) to amend the Omnibus Public
Land Management Act of 2009 to make the
Reclamation Water Settlements Fund per-
manent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to proceeding to the meas-
ure?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill, which
had been reported from the Committee
on Indian Affairs, with an amendment
to strike all after the enacting clause
and insert in lieu thereof the following:

S. 886

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 ‘‘Indian Water
Rights Settlement Extension Act’’.

SEC. 2. RECLAMATION WATER SETTLEMENTS
FUND.

Section 10501 of the Omnibus Public Land
Management Act of 2009 (43 U.S.C. 407) is
amended—

(1) in subsection (b)(1), by striking ‘‘fiscal
years 2020 through 2029’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal
years 2020 through 2039°’;

(2) in subsection (c)—

(4) in paragraph (1), by striking subpara-
graph (A) and inserting the following:

‘“(A) EXPENDITURES.—

“(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph
(B)—

“(I) for each of fiscal years 2020 through 2029,
the Secretary may expend from the Fund an
amount not to exceed $120,000,000, plus the in-
terest accrued from the Fund, for the fiscal year
in which expenditures are made pursuant to
paragraphs (2) and (3); and

““(1I) subject to clause (ii), for each of fiscal
years 2030 through 2044, the Secretary may ex-
pend from the Fund an amount not to exceed
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