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The House met at 9 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. WOODALL).

————

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
March 27, 2014.

I hereby appoint the Honorable ROB
WoODALL to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

————
PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:

Eternal God, through Whom we see
what we could be and what we can be-
come, thank You for giving us another
day.

Send Your spirit upon the Members
of this people’s House to encourage
them in their official tasks. Be with
them and with all who labor here to
serve this great Nation and its people.

Assure them that whatever their re-
sponsibilities, You provide the grace to
enable them to be faithful in their du-
ties, and the wisdom to be conscious of
their obligations and fulfill them with
integrity.

Remind us all of the dignity of work,
and teach us to use our talents and
abilities in ways that are honorable
and just and are of benefit to those we
serve.

May all that is done this day be for
Your greater honor and glory.

Amen.

———
THE JOURNAL
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the

last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentlewoman from Kansas (Ms. JEN-
KINS) come forward and lead the House
in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Ms. JENKINS led the Pledge of Alle-
giance 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.

———————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain up to five requests
for 1-minute speeches on each side of
the aisle.

————————

CONGRATULATIONS MARS
CHOCOLATE

(Ms. JENKINS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to congratulate Mars Chocolate
North America on the grand opening of
their state-of-the-art manufacturing
facility in Topeka, Kansas.

This is the first Mars Chocolate fac-
tory built in the U.S. in 35 years. Mars
has invested more than $270 million to
build this facility, bringing hundreds of
jobs to the Topeka area. They will be
manufacturing Snickers as well as 39
million individual M&Ms per day.

I want to also congratulate the city
of Topeka, Shawnee County, the cham-
ber of commerce, and the State of Kan-
sas for attracting world-class manufac-
turing to our State. Mars conducted an
extensive search, reviewing 80 poten-
tial sites. Our talented workforce, ac-
cess to key infrastructure, and positive

business environment all made Topeka
the best choice.

Thank you, Mars, for making Topeka
your home in the heartland, and wel-
come to Kansas.

————

MULTIPLE SCLEROSIS
AWARENESS MONTH

(Mr. LOWENTHAL asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I
stand here today to recognize the
month of March as Multiple Sclerosis
Awareness Month. MS is a debilitating,
chronic disease that attacks the cen-
tral nervous system and causes visual
problems, overwhelming fatigue, dif-
ficulty with balance and coordination,
and impaired mobility.

One of my most trusted and long-
term district staff members, Ms. Robin
McCray, who has been with me for
many, many years—first, when I was in
the California State Legislature and
now in Congress—has a son, Ian, who is
now 42 years of age, who has MS.

Ian was diagnosed at the age of 29, at
the most productive time in his life. He
was an avid snowboarder, an outdoors-
man, and practiced masonry. MS has
stolen these things away from him.

There is no cure for MS, which is why
we need advocates to help fight this
terrible disease. I have seen, through
Robin and Ian, how MS not only affects
the individual, but the entire family.

Today I speak for Ian, but I advocate
for the 400,000 Americans diagnosed
with MS.

———

NATIONAL MULTIPLE MYELOMA
AWARENESS MONTH

(Mr. HIGGINS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
recognize March as National Multiple
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Myeloma Awareness Month. Myeloma
is a cancer of the bone marrow that
can have a variety of effects on the
body, ranging from bone pain to organ
failure. The National Cancer Institute
estimates that over 22,000 new cases
will be diagnosed and 11,000 deaths will
occur due to myeloma this year.

While myeloma is not curable, it is
treatable. I thank my colleagues, Con-
gressman BACHUS and Congressman
RANGEL, for drafting a resolution to es-
tablish March as National Multiple
Myeloma Awareness Month and the
International Myeloma Foundation for
raising awareness of the disease year-
round.

Additionally, as Congress begins to
develop a budget, I encourage strong
support for medical research, increas-
ing funding to the National Institutes
of Health to $32 billion.

Finally, I urge the House leadership
to bring the Cancer Drug Coverage Par-
ity Act to the floor, a bill I introduced
to make sure that patients with
myeloma and other cancers who are
prescribed oral chemotherapy by their
doctors will have the insurance cov-
erage they need to treat their illness
and to get healthy.

————

MEDICARE ADVANTAGE

(Mr. BARROW of Georgia asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. BARROW of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to shed some light on a
very serious issue facing more than 15
million Medicare Advantage recipients
across the country, including more
than 300,000 seniors in my home State
of Georgia.

Medicare Advantage provides care
and support to the constituents of
every Member of this body. It reduces
the need for hospitalization and re-
duces health care costs by focusing on
prevention and disease management.
The Centers for Medicare and Medicaid
Services recently proposed a 5.9 per-
cent cut to this program which will re-
duce benefits and increase premiums
by $35 to $75 per month for bene-
ficiaries all across the country.

This month, my colleague from the
other side of the aisle, Dr. BILL CAS-
sIDY, and I led an effort with over 200
Members of this body to urge the Cen-
ters for Medicare and Medicaid Serv-
ices to prevent these devastating cuts
to this program.

I urge this body and our friends in
the Senate to do all we can to preserve
this critical program. We simply can-
not place the country’s financial bur-
dens on the back of seniors by under-
mining Medicare Advantage.

——

HONORING DR. FRANK KITAMOTO

(Mr. KILMER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. KILMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize Dr. Frank Kitamoto
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and offer my condolences to his family
and friends in light of his recent pass-
ing.

At the age of 2, Dr. Kitamoto and his
family were among the 277 Bainbridge
Island, Washington, residents forced
from their homes during World War II
and taken to a war relocation center in
California. In total, 12,000 Japanese
American Washingtonians were forced
out of their homes for the duration of
the war.

Dr. Kitamoto returned to Bainbridge
Island after the end of the war and he
began an oral history project. He trav-
eled the country to educate others
about Japanese American history and
forced relocation during World War II.
He served as president of the Bain-
bridge Island Japanese American Com-
munity for more than 25 years. Dr.
Kitamoto also played an integral role
in the installation of the Bainbridge Is-
land Exclusion Memorial.

Mr. Speaker, our Nation owes a debt
of gratitude to Dr. Kitamoto for his
dedication to ensuring that the stories
of this difficult period in American his-
tory are told. I am pleased to honor his
legacy in the United States Congress
today.

————

MEDICARE ADVANTAGE CUTS PRO-
POSED FOR 2015 WOULD BE
SHORTSIGHTED AND COUNTER-
PRODUCTIVE

(Mr. MURPHY of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. MURPHY of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, with all the questions surrounding
health insurance today, it is vital that
seniors can keep the health care cov-
erage on which they depend. I remain
committed to working in a bipartisan
manner to address the long-term driv-
ers of our debt. I also understand we
must consider the impact the decisions
we make have on real Americans.

Recent efforts to bring Medicare Ad-
vantage payments in line with tradi-
tional Medicare makes sense if you
think of the budget solely as numbers
on a spreadsheet; but we are seeing
these cuts resulting in smaller net-
works of doctors, cuts to add-on bene-
fits, and higher out-of-pocket limits,
shifting the cost and burden onto our
Nation’s seniors on fixed incomes.

The Medicare Advantage cuts pro-
posed for 2015 would be shortsighted
and counterproductive if it meant
elimination of health care innovations
and led to hospital readmissions and
worse health outcomes.

I add my voice to the growing bipar-
tisan chorus calling for no more cuts to
seniors on Medicare Advantage. I urge
the administration to keep the rates
flat for this year, protecting seniors’
continued access to health care choices
that they have earned after a lifetime
of hard work.

————

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
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declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 20 min-
utes a.m.), the House stood in recess.

———
O 0942

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. WOODALL) at 9 o’clock
and 42 minutes a.m.

——————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later.

———

PROTECTING ACCESS TO
MEDICARE ACT OF 2014

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4302) to amend the Social Secu-
rity Act to extend Medicare payments
to physicians and other provisions of
the Medicare and Medicaid programs,
and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4302

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘“‘Protecting Access to Medicare Act of
2014”.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.
TITLE I-MEDICARE EXTENDERS

101. Physician payment update.

102. Extension of work GPCI floor.

103. Extension of therapy cap excep-

tions process.

104. Extension of ambulance add-ons.

105. Extension of increased inpatient
hospital payment adjustment
for certain low-volume hos-
pitals.

Extension of the Medicare-depend-
ent hospital (MDH) program.
Extension for specialized Medicare
Advantage plans for special

needs individuals.

Extension of Medicare reasonable
cost contracts.

Extension of funding for quality
measure endorsement, input,
and selection.

Extension of funding outreach and
assistance for low-income pro-
grams.

Sec. 111. Extension of two-midnight rule.

Sec. 112. Technical changes to Medicare

LTCH amendments.

TITLE II—-OTHER HEALTH PROVISIONS

Sec. 201. Extension of the qualifying indi-
vidual (QI) program.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 106.

Sec. 107.

Sec. 108.

Sec. 109.

Sec. 110.
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Sec. 202. Temporary extension of transi-
tional medical assistance
(TMA).

Extension of Medicaid and CHIP ex-
press lane option.

Extension of special diabetes pro-
gram for type I diabetes and for
Indians.

Extension of abstinence education.

Extension of personal responsi-
bility education program
(PREP).

Extension of funding for family-to-
family health information cen-
ters.

Extension of health workforce dem-
onstration project for low-in-
come individuals.

Extension of maternal, infant, and
early childhood home visiting
programs.

Pediatric quality measures.

Delay of effective date for Medicaid
amendments relating to bene-
ficiary liability settlements.

Delay in transition from ICD-9 TO
ICD-10 code sets.

Elimination of limitation on
deductibles for employer-spon-
sored health plans.

GAO report on the Children’s Hos-
pital Graduate Medical Edu-
cation Program.

Skilled nursing facility value-based
purchasing.

Improving Medicare policies for
clinical diagnostic laboratory
tests.

Revisions under the Medicare
ESRD prospective payment sys-
tem.

Quality incentives for computed to-
mography diagnostic imaging
and promoting evidence-based
care.

Using funding from Transitional
Fund for Sustainable Growth
Rate (SGR) Reform.

Ensuring accurate valuation of
services under the physician fee
schedule.

Medicaid DSH.

Realignment of the Medicare se-
quester for fiscal year 2024.

Demonstration programs to im-
prove community mental
health services.

Assisted outpatient treatment
grant program for individuals
with serious mental illness.

225. Exclusion from PAYGO scorecards.

TITLE I—MEDICARE EXTENDERS

SEC. 101. PHYSICIAN PAYMENT UPDATE.

Section 1848(d) of the Social Security Act
(42 U.S.C. 1395w-4(d)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (15)—

(A) in the heading, by striking ‘‘JANUARY
THROUGH MARCH OF’’;

(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘for
the period beginning on January 1, 2014, and
ending on March 31, 2014”’; and

(C) in subparagraph (B)—

(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘REMAINING
PORTION OF 2014 AND’’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘the period beginning on
April 1, 2014, and ending on December 31,
2014, and for”’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

¢“(16) UPDATE FOR JANUARY THROUGH MARCH
OF 2015.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraphs
(MH(B), B)(B), 9NH(B), (10)(B), A1)(B), (12)(B),
(13)(B), (14)(B), and (15)(B), in lieu of the up-
date to the single conversion factor estab-
lished in paragraph (1)(C) that would other-
wise apply for 2015 for the period beginning

Sec. 203.

Sec. 204.

205.
206.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 207.
Sec. 208.
Sec. 209.

210.
211.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 212.

Sec. 213.

Sec. 214.

Sec. 215.

Sec. 216.

Sec. 217.

Sec. 218.

Sec. 219.

Sec. 220.

221.
222.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 223.

Sec. 224.

Sec.
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on January 1, 2015, and ending on March 31,
2015, the update to the single conversion fac-
tor shall be 0.0 percent.

‘“(B) NO EFFECT ON COMPUTATION OF CON-
VERSION FACTOR FOR REMAINING PORTION OF
2015 AND SUBSEQUENT YEARS.—The conversion
factor under this subsection shall be com-
puted under paragraph (1)(A) for the period
beginning on April 1, 2015, and ending on De-
cember 31, 2015, and for 2016 and subsequent
years as if subparagraph (A) had never ap-
plied.”.

SEC. 102. EXTENSION OF WORK GPCI FLOOR.

Section 1848(e)(1)(E) of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 1395w—4(e)(1)(E)) is amended by
striking ‘‘April 1, 2014 and inserting ‘‘April
1, 2015,

SEC. 103. EXTENSION OF THERAPY CAP EXCEP-
TIONS PROCESS.

Section 1833(g) of the Social Security Act
(42 U.S.C. 13951(g)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (5)(A), in the first sen-
tence, by striking ‘“‘March 31, 2014 and in-
serting ‘‘March 31, 2015”’; and

(2) in paragraph (6)(A)—

(A) by striking ‘‘March 31, 2014 and insert-
ing ‘“March 31, 2015’; and

(B) by striking ‘2012, 2013, or the first
three months of 2014 and inserting ‘2012,
2013, 2014, or the first three months of 2015”.
SEC. 104. EXTENSION OF AMBULANCE ADD-ONS.

(a) GROUND AMBULANCE.—Section
1834(1)(13)(A) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1395m(1)(13)(A)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘“‘April 1, 2014” and inserting ‘‘April 1,
2015’ each place it appears.

(b) SUPER RURAL GROUND AMBULANCE.—
Section 1834(1)(12)(A) of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 1395m(1)(12)(A)) is amended, in
the first sentence, by striking ‘““April 1, 2014”
and inserting ‘‘April 1, 2015”.

SEC. 105. EXTENSION OF INCREASED INPATIENT
HOSPITAL PAYMENT ADJUSTMENT
FOR CERTAIN LOW-VOLUME HOS-
PITALS.

Section 1886(d)(12) of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 139%5ww(d)(12)) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (B), in the matter pre-
ceding clause (i), by striking ‘‘in the portion
of fiscal year 2014 beginning on April 1, 2014,
fiscal year 2015, and subsequent fiscal years’
and inserting ‘‘in fiscal year 2015 (beginning
on April 1, 2015), fiscal year 2016, and subse-
quent fiscal years’’;

(2) in subparagraph (C)(i), by striking ‘‘fis-
cal years 2011, 2012, and 2013, and the portion
of fiscal year 2014 before’’ and inserting ‘‘fis-
cal years 2011 through 2014 and fiscal year
2015 (before April 1, 2015),” each place it ap-
pears; and

(3) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘fiscal
years 2011, 2012, and 2013, and the portion of
fiscal year 2014 before April 1, 2014,” and in-
serting ‘‘fiscal years 2011 through 2014 and
fiscal year 2015 (before April 1, 2015),”.

SEC. 106. EXTENSION OF THE MEDICARE-DE-

PENDENT HOSPITAL (MDH) PRO-
GRAM.
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1886(d)(5)(G) of
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C.

1395ww(d)(5)(G)) is amended—

(1) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘April 1, 2014’
and inserting ‘‘April 1, 2015”’; and

(2) in clause (ii)(IT), by striking ‘‘April 1,
2014 and inserting ‘‘April 1, 2015°.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—

(1) EXTENSION OF TARGET AMOUNT.—Section
1886(b)(3)(D) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 139%5ww(b)(3)(D)) is amended—

(A) in the matter preceding clause (i), by
striking “‘April 1, 2014 and inserting ‘‘April
1, 2015”’; and

(B) in clause (iv), by striking ‘‘through fis-
cal year 2013 and the portion of fiscal year
2014 before April 1, 2014° and inserting
‘“‘through fiscal year 2014 and the portion of
fiscal year 2015 before April 1, 2015,
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(2) PERMITTING HOSPITALS TO DECLINE RE-
CLASSIFICATION.—Section 13501(e)(2) of the
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1993
(42 U.S.C. 1395ww note) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘through the first 2 quarters of fiscal
year 2014 and inserting ‘‘through the first 2
quarters of fiscal year 2015,

SEC. 107. EXTENSION FOR SPECIALIZED MEDI-
CARE ADVANTAGE PLANS FOR SPE-
CIAL NEEDS INDIVIDUALS.

Section 1859(f)(1) of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 1395w-28(f)(1)) is amended by
striking ‘2016’ and inserting ‘‘2017".

SEC. 108. EXTENSION OF MEDICARE REASON-
ABLE COST CONTRACTS.

Section 1876(h)(5)(C)(ii) of the Social Secu-
rity Act (42 U.S.C. 1395mm(h)(5)(C)(ii)) is
amended, in the matter preceding subclause
(I), by striking ‘‘January 1, 2015 and insert-
ing “January 1, 2016”°.

SEC. 109. EXTENSION OF FUNDING FOR QUALITY
MEASURE ENDORSEMENT, INPUT,
AND SELECTION.

Section 1890(d) of the Social Security Act
(42 U.S.C. 139%5aaa(d)) is amended—
(1) by inserting ‘(1) before

poses’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

‘“(2) For purposes of carrying out this sec-
tion and section 1890A (other than sub-
sections (e) and (f)), the Secretary shall pro-
vide for the transfer, from the Federal Hos-
pital Insurance Trust Fund under section
1817 and the Federal Supplementary Medical
Insurance Trust Fund under section 1841, in
such proportion as the Secretary determines
appropriate, to the Centers for Medicare &
Medicaid Services Program Management Ac-
count of $5,000,000 for fiscal year 2014 and
$15,000,000 for the first 6 months of fiscal year
2015. Amounts transferred under the pre-
ceding sentence shall remain available until
expended.”’.

SEC. 110. EXTENSION OF FUNDING OUTREACH
AND ASSISTANCE FOR LOW-INCOME
PROGRAMS.

(a) ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR STATE HEALTH
INSURANCE PROGRAMS.—Subsection (a)(1)(B)
of section 119 of the Medicare Improvements
for Patients and Providers Act of 2008 (42
U.S.C. 1395b-3 note), as amended by section
3306 of the Patient Protection and Affordable
Care Act Public Law 111-148), section 610 of
the American Taxpayer Relief Act of 2012
(Public Law 112-240), and section 1110 of the
Pathway for SGR Reform Act of 2013 (Public
Law 113-67), is amended—

(1) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘and” at the
end;

(2) by striking clause (iv); and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
clauses:

““(iv) for fiscal year 2014, of $7,500,000; and

‘“‘(v) for the portion of fiscal year 2015 be-
fore April 1, 2015, of $3,750,000."’.

(b) ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR AREA AGEN-
CIES ON AGING.—Subsection (b)(1)(B) of such
section 119, as so amended, is amended—

(1) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘and” at the
end;

(2) by striking clause (iv); and

(3) by inserting after clause (iii) the fol-
lowing new clauses:

“(iv) for fiscal year 2014, of $7,500,000; and

‘(v) for the portion of fiscal year 2015 be-
fore April 1, 2015, of $3,750,000."".

(c) ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR AGING AND
DISABILITY RESOURCE CENTERS.—Subsection
(c)(1)(B) of such section 119, as so amended, is
amended—

(1) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘and’ at the
end;

(2) by striking clause (iv); and

(3) by inserting after clause (iii) the fol-
lowing new clauses:

“(iv) for fiscal year 2014, of $5,000,000; and

‘“(v) for the portion of fiscal year 2015 be-
fore April 1, 2015, of $2,500,000."’.

“For pur-
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(d) ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR CONTRACT
WITH THE NATIONAL CENTER FOR BENEFITS
AND OUTREACH ENROLLMENT.—Subsection
(d)(2) of such section 119, as so amended, is
amended—

(1) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘and” at the
end;

(2) by striking clause (iv); and

(3) by inserting after clause (iii) the fol-
lowing new clauses:

““(iv) for fiscal year 2014, of $5,000,000; and

‘“(v) for the portion of fiscal year 2015 be-
fore April 1, 2015, of $2,500,000.”".

SEC. 111. EXTENSION OF TWO-MIDNIGHT RULE.

(a) CONTINUATION OF CERTAIN MEDICAL RE-
VIEW ACTIVITIES.—The Secretary of Health
and Human Services may continue medical
review activities described in the notice en-
titled ‘‘Selecting Hospital Claims for Patient
Status Reviews: Admissions On or After Oc-
tober 1, 2013, posted on the Internet website
of the Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Serv-
ices, through the first 6 months of fiscal year
2015 for such additional hospital claims as
the Secretary determines appropriate.

(b) LIMITATION.—The Secretary of Health
and Human Services shall not conduct pa-
tient status reviews (as described in such no-
tice) on a post-payment review basis through
recovery audit contractors under section
1893(h) of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C.
1395ddd(h)) for inpatient claims with dates of
admission October 1, 2013, through March 31,
2015, unless there is evidence of systematic
gaming, fraud, abuse, or delays in the provi-
sion of care by a provider of services (as de-
fined in section 1861(u) of such Act (42 U.S.C.
1395x(1))).

SEC. 112. TECHNICAL CHANGES TO
LTCH AMENDMENTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subclauses (I) and (II) of
section 1886(m)(6)(C)(iv) of the Social Secu-
rity Act (42 U.S.C. 139%ww(m)(6)(C)(iv)) are
each amended by striking ‘‘discharges’ and
inserting ‘‘Medicare fee-for-service dis-
charges”.

(b) MMSEA CORRECTION.—Section 114(d) of
the Medicare, Medicaid, and SCHIP Exten-
sion Act of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 1395ww note), as
amended by sections 3106(b) and 10312(b) of
Public Law 111-148 and by section 1206(b)(2)
of the Pathway for SGR Reform Act of 2013
(division B of Public Law 113-67), is amend-
ed—

(1) in paragraph (1), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘Janu-
ary 1, 2015,” and inserting ‘‘on the date of the
enactment of paragraph (7) of this sub-
section”’;

(2) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘January
1, 2015,”” and inserting ‘‘on the date of the en-
actment of paragraph (7) of this subsection”’;
and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

“(7) ADDITIONAL EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN
LONG-TERM CARE HOSPITALS.—The morato-
rium under paragraph (1)(A) shall not apply
to a long-term care hospital that—

“(A) began its qualifying period for pay-
ment as a long-term care hospital under sec-
tion 412.23(e) of title 42, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations, on or before the date of enactment
of this paragraph;

‘“(B) has a binding written agreement as of
the date of the enactment of this paragraph
with an outside, unrelated party for the ac-
tual construction, renovation, lease, or dem-
olition for a long-term care hospital, and has
expended, before such date of enactment, at
least 10 percent of the estimated cost of the
project (or, if less, $2,500,000); or

‘(C) has obtained an approved certificate
of need in a State where one is required on
or before such date of enactment.”.

(c) ADDITIONAL AMENDMENTS.—Section
1206(a) of the Pathway for SGR Reform Act
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of 2013 (division B of Public Law 113-67) is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (2)(A), by striking ‘‘Assess-
ment’’ and inserting ‘‘Advisory’’; and

(2) in paragraph (3)(B), by striking ‘‘shall
not apply to a hospital that is classified as of
December 10, 2013, as a subsection (d) hos-
pital (as defined in section 1886(d)(1)(B) of
the Social Security Act, 42 TU.S.C.
1395ww(d)(1)(B))”’ and inserting ‘‘shall only
apply to a hospital that is classified as of De-
cember 10, 2013, as a long-term care hospital
(as defined in section 1861(ccc) of the Social
Security Act, 42 U.S.C. 1395x(cce))”’.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section are effective as of the
date of the enactment of this Act.

TITLE II—OTHER HEALTH PROVISIONS
SEC. 201. EXTENSION OF THE QUALIFYING INDI-

VIDUAL (QI) PROGRAM.

(a) EXTENSION.—Section 1902(a)(10)(E)(iv) of
the Social Security Act (42 TU.S.C.
1396a(a)(10)(E)(iv)) is amended by striking
‘““March 2014 and inserting ‘‘March 2015°.

(b) EXTENDING TOTAL AMOUNT AVAILABLE
FOR ALLOCATION.—Section 1933(g) of the So-
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396u-3(g)) is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (2)—

(A) in subparagraph (T), by striking ‘‘and”’
at the end;

(B) in subparagraph (U)—

(i) by striking ‘‘March 31, 2014’ and insert-
ing ‘‘September 30, 2014°’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘$200,000,000.”” and inserting
‘$485,000,000;"’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraphs:

(V) for the period that begins on October
1, 2014, and ends on December 31, 2014, the
total allocation amount is $300,000,000; and

‘(W) for the period that begins on January
1, 2015, and ends on March 31, 2015, the total
allocation amount is $250,000,000.”’; and

(2) in paragraph (3), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘or
(T)” and inserting *“‘(T), or (V).

SEC. 202. TEMPORARY EXTENSION OF TRANSI-
TIONAL MEDICAL ASSISTANCE
(TMA).

Sections 1902(e)(1)(B) and 1925(f) of the So-
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396a(e)(1)(B),
1396r-6(f)) are each amended by striking
“March 31, 2014 and inserting ‘‘March 31,
2015".

SEC. 203. EXTENSION OF MEDICAID AND CHIP EX-
PRESS LANE OPTION.

Section 1902(e)(13)(I) of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 1396a(e)(13)(1)) is amended by
striking ‘‘September 30, 2014 and inserting
‘‘September 30, 2015”°.

SEC. 204. EXTENSION OF SPECIAL DIABETES PRO-
GRAM FOR TYPE I DIABETES AND
FOR INDIANS.

(a) SPECIAL DIABETES PROGRAMS FOR TYPE
I DIABETES.—Section 330B(b)(2)(C) of the
Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 254c-
2(b)(2)(C)) is amended by striking ‘2014 and
inserting ‘2015,

(b) SPECIAL DIABETES PROGRAMS FOR INDI-
ANS.—Section 330C(c)(2)(C) of the Public
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 254c-3(c)(2)(C))
is amended by striking ‘2014 and inserting
2015,

SEC. 205. EXTENSION OF ABSTINENCE EDU-
CATION.

Subsections (a) and (d) of section 510 of the
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 710) are each
amended by striking 2014’ and inserting
€2015.

SEC. 206. EXTENSION OF PERSONAL RESPONSI-
BILITY EDUCATION PROGRAM
(PREP).

Section 513 of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 713) is amended—

(1) in paragraphs (1)(A) and (4)(A) of sub-
section (a), by striking ‘2014’ and inserting
€‘2015”’ each place it appears;
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(2) in subsection (a)(4)(B)(i), by striking
“and 2014 and inserting ‘2014, and 2015’;
and

(3) in subsection (f), by striking ‘2014’ and
inserting ‘2015”°.

SEC. 207. EXTENSION OF FUNDING FOR FAMILY-
TO-FAMILY HEALTH INFORMATION
CENTERS.

Section 501(c)(1)(A) of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 701(c)(1)(A)) is amended—

(1) in clause (iii), by striking at the end
“and’’;

(2) in clause (iv), by striking the period at
the end and inserting a semicolon and by
moving the margin to align with the margin
for clause (iii); and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
clauses:

““(v) $2,500,000 for the portion of fiscal year
2014 on or after April 1, 2014; and

““(vi) $2,500,000 for the portion of fiscal year
2015 before April 1, 2015.”.

SEC. 208. EXTENSION OF HEALTH WORKFORCE
DEMONSTRATION PROJECT FOR
LOW-INCOME INDIVIDUALS.

Section 2008(c)(1) of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 1397g(c)(1)) is amended by
striking ‘2014’ and inserting ‘‘2015”".

SEC. 209. EXTENSION OF MATERNAL, INFANT,
AND EARLY CHILDHOOD HOME VIS-
ITING PROGRAMS.

Section 511(j) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 711(j)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—

(A) by striking ‘‘and” at the end of sub-
paragraph (D);

(B) by striking the period at the end of
subparagraph (E) and inserting ‘‘; and”’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

“(F) for the period beginning on October 1,
2014, and ending on March 31, 2015, an
amount equal to the amount provided in sub-
paragraph (E).”’; and

(2) in paragraphs (2) and (3), by inserting
“(or portion of a fiscal year)’’ after ‘‘for a fis-
cal year’ each place it appears.

SEC. 210. PEDIATRIC QUALITY MEASURES.

(a) CONTINUATION OF FUNDING FOR PEDI-
ATRIC QUALITY MEASURES FOR IMPROVING THE
QUALITY OF CHILDREN’S HEALTH CARE.—Sec-
tion 1139B(e) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1320b-9b(e)) is amended by adding at
the end the following: ‘‘Of the funds appro-
priated under this subsection, not less than
$15,000,000 shall be used to carry out section
1139A(b).”.

(b) ELIMINATION OF RESTRICTION ON MED-
ICAID QUALITY MEASUREMENT PROGRAM.—
Section 1139B(b)(5)(A) of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 1320b-9b(b)(5)(A)) is amended
by striking ‘“The aggregate amount awarded
by the Secretary for grants and contracts for
the development, testing, and validation of
emerging and innovative evidence-based
measures under such program shall equal the
aggregate amount awarded by the Secretary
for grants under section 1139A(b)(4)(A)"".

SEC. 211. DELAY OF EFFECTIVE DATE FOR MED-
ICAID AMENDMENTS RELATING TO
BENEFICIARY LIABILITY SETTLE-
MENTS.

Effective as if included in the enactment of
the Bipartisan Budget Act of 2013 (Public
Law 113-67), section 202(c) of such Act is
amended by striking ‘‘October 1, 2014 and
inserting ‘‘October 1, 2016>°.

SEC. 212. DELAY IN TRANSITION FROM ICD-9 TO
ICD-10 CODE SETS.

The Secretary of Health and Human Serv-
ices may not, prior to October 1, 2015, adopt
ICD-10 code sets as the standard for code sets
under section 1173(c) of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 1320d-2(c)) and section 162.1002
of title 45, Code of Federal Regulations.
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SEC. 213. ELIMINATION OF LIMITATION ON
DEDUCTIBLES FOR EMPLOYER-
SPONSORED HEALTH PLANS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1302(c) of the Pa-
tient Protection and Affordable Care Act
(Public Law 111-148; 42 U.S.C. 18022(c)) is
amended—

(1) by striking paragraph (2); and

(2) in paragraph (4)(A), by striking ‘‘para-
graphs (1)(B)(i) and (2)(B)(i)”” and inserting
“paragraph (1)(B)({)”.

(b) CONFORMING  AMENDMENT.—Section
2707(b) of the Public Health Service Act (42
U.S.C. 300gg-6(b)) is amended by striking
“paragraphs (1) and (2)”’ and inserting ‘‘para-
graph (1)”.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this Act shall be effective as if in-
cluded in the enactment of the Patient Pro-
tection and Affordable Care Act (Public Law
111-148).

SEC. 214. GAO REPORT ON THE CHILDREN’S HOS-
PITAL GRADUATE MEDICAL EDU-
CATION PROGRAM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case that the Chil-
dren’s Hospital GME Support Reauthoriza-
tion Act of 2013 is enacted into law, the
Comptroller General of the United States
shall, not later than November 30, 2017, con-
duct an independent evaluation, and submit
to the appropriate committees of Congress a
report, concerning the implementation of
section 340E(h) of the Public Health Service
Act, as added by section 3 of the Children’s
Hospital GME Support Reauthorization Act
of 2013.

(b) CONTENT.—The report described in sub-
section (a) shall review and assess each of
the following, with respect to hospitals re-
ceiving payments under such section 340E(h)
during the period of fiscal years 2015 through
2017:

(1) The number and type of such hospitals
that applied for such payments.

(2) The number and type of such hospitals
receiving such payments.

(3) The amount of such payments awarded
to such hospitals.

(4) How such hospitals used such payments.

(5) The impact of such payments on—

(A) the number of pediatric providers; and

(B) health care needs of children.

SEC. 215. SKILLED NURSING FACILITY VALUE-
BASED PURCHASING.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1888 of the Social
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395yy) is amended
by adding at the end the following new sub-
section:

‘(g) SKILLED NURSING FACILITY READMIS-
SION MEASURE.—

‘(1) READMISSION MEASURE.—Not later than
October 1, 2015, the Secretary shall specify a
skilled nursing facility all-cause all-condi-
tion hospital readmission measure (or any
successor to such a measure).

‘(2) RESOURCE USE MEASURE.—Not later
than October 1, 2016, the Secretary shall
specify a measure to reflect an all-condition
risk-adjusted potentially preventable hos-
pital readmission rate for skilled nursing fa-
cilities.

¢(3) MEASURE ADJUSTMENTS.—When speci-
fying the measures under paragraphs (1) and
(2), the Secretary shall devise a methodology
to achieve a high level of reliability and va-
lidity, especially for skilled nursing facili-
ties with a low volume of readmissions.

‘(4) PRE-RULEMAKING PROCESS (MEASURE
APPLICATION PARTNERSHIP PROCESS).—The ap-
plication of the provisions of section 1890A
shall be optional in the case of a measure
specified under paragraph (1) and a measure
specified under paragraph (2).

‘() FEEDBACK REPORTS TO SKILLED NURSING
FACILITIES.—Beginning October 1, 2016, and
every quarter thereafter, the Secretary shall
provide confidential feedback reports to
skilled nursing facilities on the performance
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of such facilities with respect to a measure
specified under paragraph (1) or (2).

¢“(6) PUBLIC REPORTING OF SKILLED NURSING
FACILITIES.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subpara-
graphs (B) and (C), the Secretary shall estab-
lish procedures for making available to the
public by posting on the Nursing Home Com-
pare Medicare website (or a successor
website) described in section 1819(i) informa-
tion on the performance of skilled nursing
facilities with respect to a measure specified
under paragraph (1) and a measure specified
under paragraph (2).

“(B) OPPORTUNITY TO REVIEW.—The proce-
dures under subparagraph (A) shall ensure
that a skilled nursing facility has the oppor-
tunity to review and submit corrections to
the information that is to be made public
with respect to the facility prior to such in-
formation being made public.

‘“(C) TIMING.—Such procedures shall pro-
vide that the information described in sub-
paragraph (A) is made publicly available be-
ginning not later than October 1, 2017.

“(T) NON-APPLICATION OF PAPERWORK RE-
DUCTION ACT.—Chapter 35 of title 44, United
States Code (commonly referred to as the
‘Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995’) shall not
apply to this subsection.”.

(b) VALUE-BASED PURCHASING PROGRAM FOR
SKILLED NURSING FACILITIES.—Section 1888 of
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395yy), as
amended by subsection (a), is further amend-
ed by adding at the end the following new
subsection:

“(h) SKILLED NURSING FACILITY VALUE-
BASED PURCHASING PROGRAM.—

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the suc-
ceeding provisions of this subsection, the
Secretary shall establish a skilled nursing
facility value-based purchasing program (in
this subsection referred to as the ‘SNF VBP
Program’) under which value-based incentive
payments are made in a fiscal year to skilled
nursing facilities.

‘“(B) PROGRAM TO BEGIN IN FISCAL YEAR
2019.—The SNF VBP Program shall apply to
payments for services furnished on or after
October 1, 2018.

‘“(2) APPLICATION OF MEASURES.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall
apply the measure specified under subsection
(2)(1) for purposes of the SNF VBP Program.

‘(B) REPLACEMENT.—For purposes of the
SNF VBP Program, the Secretary shall
apply the measure specified under (g)(2) in-
stead of the measure specified under (g)(1) as
soon as practicable.

‘“(3) PERFORMANCE STANDARDS.—

‘‘(A) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall
establish performance standards with respect
to the measure applied under paragraph (2)
for a performance period for a fiscal year.

‘(B) HIGHER OF ACHIEVEMENT AND IMPROVE-
MENT.—The performance standards estab-
lished under subparagraph (A) shall include
levels of achievement and improvement. In
calculating the SNF performance score
under paragraph (4), the Secretary shall use
the higher of either improvement or achieve-
ment.

‘“(C) TIMING.—The Secretary shall establish
and announce the performance standards es-
tablished under subparagraph (A) not later
than 60 days prior to the beginning of the
performance period for the fiscal year in-
volved.

‘“(4) SNF PERFORMANCE SCORE.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall de-
velop a methodology for assessing the total
performance of each skilled nursing facility
based on performance standards established
under paragraph (3) with respect to the
measure applied under paragraph (2). Using
such methodology, the Secretary shall pro-
vide for an assessment (in this subsection re-
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ferred to as the ‘SNF performance score’) for
each skilled nursing facility for each such
performance period.

“(B) RANKING OF SNF PERFORMANCE
SCORES.—The Secretary shall, for the per-
formance period for each fiscal year, rank
the SNF performance scores determined
under subparagraph (A) from low to high.

¢“(6) CALCULATION OF VALUE-BASED INCEN-
TIVE PAYMENTS.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—With respect to a skilled
nursing facility, based on the ranking under
paragraph (4)(B) for a performance period for
a fiscal year, the Secretary shall increase
the adjusted Federal per diem rate deter-
mined under subsection (e)(4)(G) otherwise
applicable to such skilled nursing facility
(and after application of paragraph (6)) for
services furnished by such facility during
such fiscal year by the value-based incentive
payment amount under subparagraph (B).

‘“(B) VALUE-BASED INCENTIVE PAYMENT
AMOUNT.—The value-based incentive pay-
ment amount for services furnished by a
skilled nursing facility in a fiscal year shall
be equal to the product of—

‘(i) the adjusted Federal per diem rate de-
termined under subsection (e)(4)(G) other-
wise applicable to such skilled nursing facil-
ity for such services furnished by the skilled
nursing facility during such fiscal year; and

‘(ii) the value-based incentive payment
percentage specified under subparagraph (C)
for the skilled nursing facility for such fiscal
year.

‘(C) VALUE-BASED INCENTIVE PAYMENT PER-
CENTAGE.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall
specify a value-based incentive payment per-
centage for a skilled nursing facility for a
fiscal year which may include a zero percent-
age.

‘“(ii) REQUIREMENTS.—In specifying the
value-based incentive payment percentage
for each skilled nursing facility for a fiscal
year under clause (i), the Secretary shall en-
sure that—

“(I) such percentage is based on the SNF
performance score of the skilled nursing fa-
cility provided under paragraph (4) for the
performance period for such fiscal year;

‘“(IT) the application of all such percent-
ages in such fiscal year results in an appro-
priate distribution of value-based incentive
payments under subparagraph (B) such
that—

‘‘(aa) skilled nursing facilities with the
highest rankings under paragraph (4)(B) re-
ceive the highest value-based incentive pay-
ment amounts under subparagraph (B);

“‘(bb) skilled nursing facilities with the
lowest rankings under paragraph (4)(B) re-
ceive the lowest value-based incentive pay-
ment amounts under subparagraph (B); and

‘“(ce) in the case of skilled nursing facili-
ties in the lowest 40 percent of the ranking
under paragraph (4)(B), the payment rate
under subparagraph (A) for services fur-
nished by such facility during such fiscal
year shall be less than the payment rate for
such services for such fiscal year that would
otherwise apply under subsection (e)(4)(G)
without application of this subsection; and

‘(ITII) the total amount of value-based in-
centive payments under this paragraph for
all skilled nursing facilities in such fiscal
year shall be greater than or equal to 50 per-
cent, but not greater than 70 percent, of the
total amount of the reductions to payments
for such fiscal year under paragraph (6), as
estimated by the Secretary.

‘“(6) FUNDING FOR VALUE-BASED INCENTIVE
PAYMENTS.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall re-
duce the adjusted Federal per diem rate de-
termined under subsection (e)(4)(G) other-
wise applicable to a skilled nursing facility
for services furnished by such facility during
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a fiscal year (beginning with fiscal year 2019)
by the applicable percent (as defined in sub-
paragraph (B)). The Secretary shall make
such reductions for all skilled nursing facili-
ties in the fiscal year involved, regardless of
whether or not the skilled nursing facility
has been determined by the Secretary to
have earned a value-based incentive payment
under paragraph (5) for such fiscal year.

‘(B) APPLICABLE PERCENT.—For purposes of
subparagraph (A), the term ‘applicable per-
cent’ means, with respect to fiscal year 2019
and succeeding fiscal years, 2 percent.

*“(7) ANNOUNCEMENT OF NET RESULT OF AD-
JUSTMENTS.—Under the SNF VBP Program,
the Secretary shall, not later than 60 days
prior to the fiscal year involved, inform each
skilled nursing facility of the adjustments to
payments to the skilled nursing facility for
services furnished by such facility during the
fiscal year under paragraphs (5) and (6).

‘“(8) NO EFFECT IN SUBSEQUENT FISCAL
YEARS.—The value-based incentive payment
under paragraph (5) and the payment reduc-
tion under paragraph (6) shall each apply
only with respect to the fiscal year involved,
and the Secretary shall not take into ac-
count such value-based incentive payment or
payment reduction in making payments to a
skilled nursing facility under this section in
a subsequent fiscal year.

*“(9) PUBLIC REPORTING.—

‘“(A) SNF SPECIFIC INFORMATION.—The Sec-
retary shall make available to the public, by
posting on the Nursing Home Compare Medi-
care website (or a successor website) de-
scribed in section 1819(i) in an easily under-
standable format, information regarding the
performance of individual skilled nursing fa-
cilities under the SNF VBP Program, with
respect to a fiscal year, including—

“(i) the SNF performance score of the
skilled nursing facility for such fiscal year;
and

‘‘(ii) the ranking of the skilled nursing fa-
cility under paragraph (4)(B) for the perform-
ance period for such fiscal year.

‘“‘(B) AGGREGATE INFORMATION.—The Sec-
retary shall periodically post on the Nursing
Home Compare Medicare website (or a suc-
cessor website) described in section 1819(i)
aggregate information on the SNF VBP Pro-
gram, including—

‘(i) the range of SNF performance scores
provided under paragraph (4)(A); and

‘(i) the number of skilled nursing facili-
ties receiving value-based incentive pay-
ments under paragraph (5) and the range and
total amount of such value-based incentive
payments.

‘“(10) LIMITATION ON REVIEW.—There shall
be no administrative or judicial review under
section 1869, section 1878, or otherwise of the
following:

‘“(A) The methodology used to determine
the value-based incentive payment percent-
age and the amount of the value-based incen-
tive payment under paragraph (5).

‘“(B) The determination of the amount of
funding available for such value-based incen-
tive payments under paragraph (5)(C)(ii)(III)
and the payment reduction under paragraph
(6).

‘“(C) The establishment of the performance
standards under paragraph (3) and the per-
formance period.

‘(D) The methodology developed under
paragraph (4) that is used to calculate SNF
performance scores and the calculation of
such scores.

‘““(E) The ranking determinations under
paragraph (4)(B).

‘(11) FUNDING FOR PROGRAM MANAGE-
MENT.—The Secretary shall provide for the
one time transfer from the Federal Hospital
Insurance Trust Fund established under sec-
tion 1817 to the Centers for Medicare & Med-
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icaid Services Program Management Ac-
count of—

‘““(A) for purposes of subsection (g)(2),
$2,000,000; and

‘(B) for purposes of implementing this sub-
section, $10,000,000.

Such funds shall remain available until ex-
pended.”.

(c) MEDPAC STUDY.—Not later than June
30, 2021, the Medicare Payment Advisory
Commission shall submit to Congress a re-
port that reviews the progress of the skilled
nursing facility value-based purchasing pro-
gram established under section 1888(h) of the
Social Security Act, as added by subsection
(b), and makes recommendations, as appro-
priate, on any improvements that should be
made to such program. For purposes of the
previous sentence, the Medicare Payment
Advisory Commission shall consider any un-
intended consequences with respect to such
skilled nursing facility value-based pur-
chasing program and any potential adjust-
ments to the readmission measure specified
under section 1888(g)(1) of such Act, as added
by subsection (a), for purposes of deter-
mining the effect of the socio-economic sta-
tus of a beneficiary under the Medicare pro-
gram under title XVIII of the Social Secu-
rity Act for the SNF performance score of a
skilled nursing facility provided under sec-
tion 1888(h)(4) of such Act, as added by sub-
section (b).

SEC. 216. IMPROVING MEDICARE POLICIES FOR
CLINICAL DIAGNOSTIC LABORA-
TORY TESTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title XVIII of the Social
Security Act is amended by inserting after
section 1834 (42 U.S.C. 1395m) the following
new section:

“SEC. 1834A. IMPROVING POLICIES FOR CLINICAL
DIAGNOSTIC LABORATORY TESTS.

‘“‘(a) REPORTING OF PRIVATE SECTOR PAY-
MENT RATES FOR ESTABLISHMENT OF MEDI-
CARE PAYMENT RATES.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning January 1,
2016, and every 3 years thereafter (or, annu-
ally, in the case of reporting with respect to
an advanced diagnostic laboratory test, as
defined in subsection (d)(5)), an applicable
laboratory (as defined in paragraph (2)) shall
report to the Secretary, at a time specified
by the Secretary, applicable information (as
defined in paragraph (3)) for a data collection
period (as defined in paragraph (4)) for each
clinical diagnostic laboratory test that the
laboratory furnishes during such period for
which payment is made under this part.

‘(2) DEFINITION OF APPLICABLE LABORA-
TORY.—In this section, the term ‘applicable
laboratory’ means a laboratory that, with
respect to its revenues under this title, a ma-
jority of such revenues are from this section,
section 1833(h), or section 1848. The Sec-
retary may establish a low volume or low ex-
penditure threshold for excluding a labora-
tory from the definition of applicable labora-
tory under this paragraph, as the Secretary
determines appropriate.

¢“(3) APPLICABLE INFORMATION DEFINED.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—In this section, subject
to subparagraph (B), the term ‘applicable in-
formation’ means, with respect to a labora-
tory test for a data collection period, the fol-
lowing:

‘“(i) The payment rate (as determined in
accordance with paragraph (5)) that was paid
by each private payor for the test during the
period.

‘(i) The volume of such tests for each
such payor for the period.

“(B) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN CONTRACTUAL
ARRANGEMENTS.—Such term shall not include
information with respect to a laboratory test
for which payment is made on a capitated
basis or other similar payment basis during
the data collection period.

‘“(4) DATA COLLECTION PERIOD DEFINED.—In
this section, the term ‘data collection pe-
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riod’ means a period of time, such as a pre-
vious 12 month period, specified by the Sec-
retary.

¢(b) TREATMENT OF DISCOUNTS.—The pay-
ment rate reported by a laboratory under
this subsection shall reflect all discounts, re-
bates, coupons, and other price concessions,
including those described in section
1847A(c)(3).

‘(6) ENSURING COMPLETE REPORTING.—In
the case where an applicable laboratory has
more than one payment rate for the same
payor for the same test or more than one
payment rate for different payors for the
same test, the applicable laboratory shall re-
port each such payment rate and the volume
for the test at each such rate under this sub-
section. Beginning with January 1, 2019, the
Secretary may establish rules to aggregate
reporting with respect to the situations de-
scribed in the preceding sentence.

“(7T) CERTIFICATION.—An officer of the lab-
oratory shall certify the accuracy and com-
pleteness of the information reported under
this subsection.

‘“(8) PRIVATE PAYOR DEFINED.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘private payor’ means the fol-
lowing:

““(A) A health insurance issuer and a group
health plan (as such terms are defined in sec-
tion 2791 of the Public Health Service Act).

‘“(B) A Medicare Advantage plan under
part C.

‘“(C) A medicaid managed care organiza-
tion (as defined in section 1903(m)).

‘(9) CIVIL MONEY PENALTY.—

“(A) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary deter-
mines that an applicable laboratory has
failed to report or made a misrepresentation
or omission in reporting information under
this subsection with respect to a clinical di-
agnostic laboratory test, the Secretary may
apply a civil money penalty in an amount of
up to $10,000 per day for each failure to re-
port or each such misrepresentation or omis-
sion.

‘“(B) APPLICATION.—The provisions of sec-
tion 1128A (other than subsections (a) and
(b)) shall apply to a civil money penalty
under this paragraph in the same manner as
they apply to a civil money penalty or pro-
ceeding under section 1128A(a).

¢(10) CONFIDENTIALITY OF INFORMATION.—
Notwithstanding any other provision of law,
information disclosed by a laboratory under
this subsection is confidential and shall not
be disclosed by the Secretary or a Medicare
contractor in a form that discloses the iden-
tity of a specific payor or laboratory, or
prices charged or payments made to any
such laboratory, except—

‘“(A) as the Secretary determines to be nec-
essary to carry out this section;

‘“(B) to permit the Comptroller General to
review the information provided;

¢“(C) to permit the Director of the Congres-
sional Budget Office to review the informa-
tion provided; and

‘(D) to permit the Medicare Payment Ad-
visory Commission to review the informa-
tion provided.

“(11) PROTECTION FROM PUBLIC DISCLO-
SURE.—A payor shall not be identified on in-
formation reported under this subsection.
The name of an applicable laboratory under
this subsection shall be exempt from disclo-
sure under section 552(b)(3) of title 5, United
States Code.

‘“(12) REGULATIONS.—Not later than June
30, 2015, the Secretary shall establish
through notice and comment rulemaking pa-
rameters for data collection under this sub-
section.

“(b) PAYMENT FOR CLINICAL DIAGNOSTIC
LABORATORY TESTS.—

‘(1) USE OF PRIVATE PAYOR RATE INFORMA-
TION TO DETERMINE MEDICARE PAYMENT
RATES.—
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‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (3)
and subsections (¢) and (d), in the case of a
clinical diagnostic laboratory test furnished
on or after January 1, 2017, the payment
amount under this section shall be equal to
the weighted median determined for the test
under paragraph (2) for the most recent data
collection period.

‘(B) APPLICATION OF PAYMENT AMOUNTS TO
HOSPITAL LABORATORIES.—The payment
amounts established under this section shall
apply to a clinical diagnostic laboratory test
furnished by a hospital laboratory if such
test is paid for separately, and not as part of
a bundled payment under section 1833(t).

¢(2) CALCULATION OF WEIGHTED MEDIAN.—
For each laboratory test with respect to
which information is reported under sub-
section (a) for a data collection period, the
Secretary shall calculate a weighted median
for the test for the period, by arraying the
distribution of all payment rates reported
for the period for each test weighted by vol-
ume for each payor and each laboratory.

‘“(3) PHASE-IN OF REDUCTIONS FROM PRIVATE
PAYOR RATE IMPLEMENTATION.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Payment amounts de-
termined under this subsection for a clinical
diagnostic laboratory test for each of 2017
through 2022 shall not result in a reduction
in payments for a clinical diagnostic labora-
tory test for the year of greater than the ap-
plicable percent (as defined in subparagraph
(B)) of the amount of payment for the test
for the preceding year.

‘(B) APPLICABLE PERCENT DEFINED.—In this
paragraph, the term ‘applicable percent’
means—

‘(i) for each of 2017 through 2019, 10 per-
cent; and

‘‘(ii) for each of 2020 through 2022, 15 per-
cent.

¢(C) NO APPLICATION TO NEW TESTS.—This
paragraph shall not apply to payment
amounts determined under this section for
either of the following.

‘(i) A new test under subsection (c).

‘‘(ii) A new advanced diagnostic test (as de-
fined in subsection (d)(5)) under subsection
(d).

‘‘(4) APPLICATION OF MARKET RATES.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph
(3), once established for a year following a
data collection period, the payment amounts
under this subsection shall continue to apply
until the year following the next data collec-
tion period.

‘“(B) OTHER ADJUSTMENTS NOT APPLICA-
BLE.—The payment amounts under this sec-
tion shall not be subject to any adjustment
(including any geographic adjustment, budg-
et neutrality adjustment, annual update, or
other adjustment).

‘(5) SAMPLE COLLECTION FEE.—In the case
of a sample collected from an individual in a
skilled nursing facility or by a laboratory on
behalf of a home health agency, the nominal
fee that would otherwise apply under section
1833(h)(3)(A) shall be increased by $2.

“(c) PAYMENT FOR NEW TESTS THAT ARE
NOT ADVANCED DIAGNOSTIC LABORATORY
TESTS.—

‘(1) PAYMENT DURING INITIAL PERIOD.—In
the case of a clinical diagnostic laboratory
test that is assigned a new or substantially
revised HCPCS code on or after the date of
enactment of this section, and which is not
an advanced diagnostic laboratory test (as
defined in subsection (d)(5)), during an initial
period until payment rates under subsection
(b) are established for the test, payment for
the test shall be determined—

““(A) using cross-walking (as described in
section 414.508(a) of title 42, Code of Federal
Regulations, or any successor regulation) to
the most appropriate existing test under the
fee schedule under this section during that
period; or
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‘(B) if no existing test is comparable to
the new test, according to the gapfilling
process described in paragraph (2).

“(2) GAPFILLING PROCESS DESCRIBED.—The
gapfilling process described in this para-
graph shall take into account the following
sources of information to determine gapfill
amounts, if available:

‘“(A) Charges for the test and routine dis-
counts to charges.

‘(B) Resources required to perform the
test.

“(C) Payment amounts determined by
other payors.

“(D) Charges, payment amounts, and re-
sources required for other tests that may be
comparable or otherwise relevant.

‘“(E) Other criteria the Secretary deter-
mines appropriate.

““(3) ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATION.—In deter-
mining the payment amount under
crosswalking or gapfilling processes under
this subsection, the Secretary shall consider
recommendations from the panel established
under subsection (f)(1).

‘(4) EXPLANATION OF PAYMENT RATES.—In
the case of a clinical diagnostic laboratory
test for which payment is made under this
subsection, the Secretary shall make avail-
able to the public an explanation of the pay-
ment rate for the test, including an expla-
nation of how the criteria described in para-
graph (2) and paragraph (3) are applied.

“(d) PAYMENT FOR NEW ADVANCED DIAG-
NOSTIC LABORATORY TESTS.—

(1) PAYMENT DURING INITIAL PERIOD.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—In the case of an ad-
vanced diagnostic laboratory test for which
payment has not been made under the fee
schedule under section 1833(h) prior to the
date of enactment of this section, during an
initial period of three quarters, the payment
amount for the test for such period shall be
based on the actual list charge for the lab-
oratory test.

‘“(B) ACTUAL LIST CHARGE.—For purposes of
subparagraph (A), the term ‘actual list
charge’, with respect to a laboratory test
furnished during such period, means the pub-
licly available rate on the first day at which
the test is available for purchase by a pri-
vate payor.

“(2) SPECIAL RULE FOR TIMING OF INITIAL
REPORTING.—With respect to an advanced di-
agnostic laboratory test described in para-
graph (1)(A), an applicable laboratory shall
initially be required to report under sub-
section (a) not later than the last day of the
second quarter of the initial period under
such paragraph.

‘(3) APPLICATION OF MARKET RATES AFTER
INITIAL PERIOD.—Subject to paragraph (4),
data reported under paragraph (2) shall be
used to establish the payment amount for an
advanced diagnostic laboratory test after the
initial period under paragraph (1)(A) using
the methodology described in subsection (b).
Such payment amount shall continue to
apply until the year following the next data
collection period.

‘(4) RECOUPMENT IF ACTUAL LIST CHARGE
EXCEEDS MARKET RATE.—With respect to the
initial period described in paragraph (1)(A),
if, after such period, the Secretary deter-
mines that the payment amount for an ad-
vanced diagnostic laboratory test under
paragraph (1)(A) that was applicable during
the period was greater than 130 percent of
the payment amount for the test established
using the methodology described in sub-
section (b) that is applicable after such pe-
riod, the Secretary shall recoup the dif-
ference between such payment amounts for
tests furnished during such period.

‘(5) ADVANCED DIAGNOSTIC LABORATORY
TEST DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term
‘advanced diagnostic laboratory test’ means
a clinical diagnostic laboratory test covered
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under this part that is offered and furnished
only by a single laboratory and not sold for
use by a laboratory other than the original
developing laboratory (or a successor owner)
and meets one of the following criteria:

‘““(A) The test is an analysis of multiple
biomarkers of DNA, RNA, or proteins com-
bined with a unique algorithm to yield a sin-
gle patient-specific result.

““(B) The test is cleared or approved by the
Food and Drug Administration.

¢“(C) The test meets other similar criteria
established by the Secretary.

*‘(e) CODING.—

‘(1) TEMPORARY CODES FOR CERTAIN NEW
TESTS.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall
adopt temporary HCPCS codes to identify
new advanced diagnostic laboratory tests (as
defined in subsection (d)(5)) and new labora-
tory tests that are cleared or approved by
the Food and Drug Administration.

“(B) DURATION.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii), the
temporary code shall be effective until a per-
manent HCPCS code is established (but not
to exceed 2 years).

‘(ii) EXCEPTION.—The Secretary may ex-
tend the temporary code or establish a per-
manent HCPCS code, as the Secretary deter-
mines appropriate.

‘(2) EXISTING TESTS.—Not later than Janu-
ary 1, 2016, for each existing advanced diag-
nostic laboratory test (as so defined) and
each existing clinical diagnostic laboratory
test that is cleared or approved by the Food
and Drug Administration for which payment
is made under this part as of the date of en-
actment of this section, if such test has not
already been assigned a unique HCPCS code,
the Secretary shall—

‘“‘(A) assign a unique HCPCS code for the
test; and

‘“(B) publicly report the payment rate for
the test.

¢“(3) ESTABLISHMENT OF UNIQUE IDENTIFIER
FOR CERTAIN TESTS.—For purposes of track-
ing and monitoring, if a laboratory or a man-
ufacturer requests a unique identifier for an
advanced diagnostic laboratory test (as so
defined) or a laboratory test that is cleared
or approved by the Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, the Secretary shall utilize a means
to uniquely track such test through a mech-
anism such as a HCPCS code or modifier.

“(f) INPUT FROM CLINICIANS AND TECHNICAL
EXPERTS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-
sult with an expert outside advisory panel,
established by the Secretary not later than
July 1, 2015, composed of an appropriate se-
lection of individuals with expertise, which
may include molecular pathologists, re-
searchers, and individuals with expertise in
laboratory science or health economics, in
issues related to clinical diagnostic labora-
tory tests, which may include the develop-
ment, validation, performance, and applica-
tion of such tests, to provide—

““(A) input on—

‘(i) the establishment of payment rates
under this section for new clinical diagnostic
laboratory tests, including whether to use
crosswalking or gapfilling processes to deter-
mine payment for a specific new test; and

‘“(ii) the factors used in determining cov-
erage and payment processes for new clinical
diagnostic laboratory tests; and

‘“(B) recommendations to the Secretary
under this section.

‘“(2) COMPLIANCE WITH FACA.—The panel
shall be subject to the Federal Advisory
Committee Act (6 U.S.C. App.).

‘“(3) CONTINUATION OF ANNUAL MEETING.—
The Secretary shall continue to convene the
annual meeting described in section
1833(h)(8)(B)(iii) after the implementation of
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this section for purposes of receiving com-
ments and recommendations (and data on
which the recommendations are based) as de-
scribed in such section on the establishment
of payment amounts under this section.

‘(g) COVERAGE.—

‘(1) ISSUANCE OF COVERAGE POLICIES.—

‘“(A) IN GENERAL.—A medicare administra-
tive contractor shall only issue a coverage
policy with respect to a clinical diagnostic
laboratory test in accordance with the proc-
ess for making a local coverage determina-
tion (as defined in section 1869(f)(2)(B)), in-
cluding the appeals and review process for
local coverage determinations under part 426
of title 42, Code of Federal Regulations (or
successor regulations).

‘(B) NO EFFECT ON NATIONAL COVERAGE DE-
TERMINATION PROCESS.—This paragraph shall
not apply to the national coverage deter-
mination process (as defined in section
1869(f)(1)(B)).

‘““(C) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This paragraph
shall apply to coverage policies issued on or
after January 1, 2015.

¢‘(2) DESIGNATION OF ONE OR MORE MEDICARE
ADMINISTRATIVE CONTRACTORS FOR CLINICAL
DIAGNOSTIC LABORATORY TESTS.—The Sec-
retary may designate one or more (not to ex-
ceed 4) medicare administrative contractors
to either establish coverage policies or es-
tablish coverage policies and process claims
for payment for clinical diagnostic labora-
tory tests, as determined appropriate by the
Secretary.

““(h) IMPLEMENTATION.—

‘(1) IMPLEMENTATION.—There shall be no
administrative or judicial review under sec-
tion 1869, section 1878, or otherwise, of the
establishment of payment amounts under
this section.

‘“(2) ADMINISTRATION.—Chapter 35 of title
44, United States Code, shall not apply to in-
formation collected under this section.

‘“(3) FUNDING.—For purposes of imple-
menting this section, the Secretary shall
provide for the transfer, from the Federal
Supplementary Medical Insurance Trust
Fund under section 1841, to the Centers for
Medicare & Medicaid Services Program Man-
agement Account, for each of fiscal years
2014 through 2018, $4,000,000, and for each of
fiscal years 2019 through 2023, $3,000,000.
Amounts transferred under the preceding
sentence shall remain available until ex-
pended.

‘(i) TRANSITIONAL RULE.—During the pe-
riod beginning on the date of enactment of
this section and ending on December 31, 2016,
with respect to advanced diagnostic labora-
tory tests under this part, the Secretary
shall use the methodologies for pricing, cod-
ing, and coverage in effect on the day before
such date of enactment, which may include
cross-walking or gapfilling methods.”’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—

(1) Section 1833(a) of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 13951(a)) is amended—

(A) in paragraph (1)(D)—

(i) by striking ‘‘(i) on the basis’ and insert-
ing “(i)(I) on the basis’’;

(ii) in subclause (I), as added by clause (i),
by striking ‘‘subsection (h)(1)”” and inserting
“subsection (h)(1) (for tests furnished before
January 1, 2017)’;

(iii) by striking ‘‘or (ii)”’ and inserting ‘‘or
(IT) under section 1834A (for tests furnished
on or after January 1, 2017), the amount paid
shall be equal to 80 percent (or 100 percent,
in the case of such tests for which payment
is made on an assignment-related basis) of
the lesser of the amount determined under
such section or the amount of the charges
billed for the tests, or (ii)’’; and

(iv) in clause (ii), by striking ‘“‘on the
basis’ and inserting ‘‘for tests furnished be-
fore January 1, 2017, on the basis’’;

(B) in paragraph (2)(D)—
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(i) by striking ‘(i) on the basis’’ and insert-
ing ““(i)(I) on the basis’’;

(ii) in subclause (I), as added by clause (i),
by striking ‘‘subsection (h)(1)”’ and inserting
‘“‘subsection (h)(1) (for tests furnished before
January 1, 2017)"’;

(iii) by striking ‘“‘or (ii)”’ and inserting ‘‘or
(IT) under section 1834A (for tests furnished
on or after January 1, 2017), the amount paid
shall be equal to 80 percent (or 100 percent,
in the case of such tests for which payment
is made on an assignment-related basis or to
a provider having an agreement under sec-
tion 1866) of the lesser of the amount deter-
mined under such section or the amount of
the charges billed for the tests, or (ii)”’; and

(iv) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘on the
basis’ and inserting ‘‘for tests furnished be-
fore January 1, 2017, on the basis’’;

(C) in subsection (b)(3)(B), by striking ‘‘on
the basis” and inserting ‘‘for tests furnished
before January 1, 2017, on the basis’’;

(D) in subsection (h)(2)(A)({), by striking
‘“‘and subject to” and inserting ‘‘and, for
tests furnished before the date of enactment
of section 1834A, subject to’’;

(E) in subsection (h)(3), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘fee
schedules’ and inserting ‘‘fee schedules (for
tests furnished before January 1, 2017) or
under section 1834A (for tests furnished on or
after January 1, 2017), subject to subsection
(b)(5) of such section’;

(F) in subsection (h)(6), by striking ‘‘In the
case’ and inserting ‘“‘For tests furnished be-
fore January 1, 2017, in the case’’; and

(G) in subsection (h)(7), in the first sen-
tence—

(i) by striking ‘‘and (4)” and inserting ‘‘and
(4) and section 1834A”’; and

(ii) by striking ‘‘under this subsection’
and inserting ‘‘under this part”’.

(2) Section 1869(f)(2) of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 1395ff(f)(2)) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subpara-
graph:

““(C) LOCAL COVERAGE DETERMINATIONS FOR
CLINICAL DIAGNOSTIC LABORATORY TESTS.—For
provisions relating to local coverage deter-
minations for clinical diagnostic laboratory
tests, see section 1834A(g).” .

(¢) GAO STUDY AND REPORT; MONITORING OF
MEDICARE EXPENDITURES AND IMPLEMENTA-
TION OF NEW PAYMENT SYSTEM FOR LABORA-
TORY TESTS.—

(1) GAO STUDY AND REPORT ON IMPLEMENTA-
TION OF NEW PAYMENT RATES FOR CLINICAL DI-
AGNOSTIC LABORATORY TESTS.—

(A) STUDY.—The Comptroller General of
the United States (in this subsection referred
to as the ‘“‘Comptroller General’’) shall con-
duct a study on the implementation of sec-
tion 1834A of the Social Security Act, as
added by subsection (a). The study shall in-
clude an analysis of—

(i) payment rates paid by private payors
for laboratory tests furnished in various set-
tings, including—

(I) how such payment rates compare across
settings;

(IT) the trend in payment rates over time;
and

(ITII) trends by private payors to move to
alternative payment methodologies for lab-
oratory tests;

(ii) the conversion to the new payment
rate for laboratory tests under such section;

(iii) the impact of such implementation on
beneficiary access under title XVIII of the
Social Security Act;

(iv) the impact of the new payment system
on laboratories that furnish a low volume of
services and laboratories that specialize in a
small number of tests;

(v) the number of new Healthcare Common
Procedure Coding System (HCPCS) codes
issued for laboratory tests;
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(vi) the spending trend for laboratory tests
under such title;

(vii) whether the information reported by
laboratories and the new payment rates for
laboratory tests under such section accu-
rately reflect market prices;

(viii) the initial list price for new labora-
tory tests and the subsequent reported rates
for such tests under such section;

(ix) changes in the number of advanced di-
agnostic laboratory tests and laboratory
tests cleared or approved by the Food and
Drug Administration for which payment is
made under such section; and

(x) healthcare economic information on
downstream cost impacts for such tests and
decision making based on accepted meth-
odologies.

(B) REPORT.—Not later than October 1,
2018, the Comptroller General shall submit to
the Committee on Ways and Means and the
Committee on Energy and Commerce of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Finance of the Senate a report on the
study under subparagraph (A), including rec-
ommendations for such legislation and ad-
ministrative action as the Comptroller Gen-
eral determines appropriate.

(2) MONITORING OF MEDICARE EXPENDITURES
AND IMPLEMENTATION OF NEW PAYMENT SYS-
TEM FOR LABORATORY TESTS.—The Inspector
General of the Department of Health and
Human Services shall—

(A) publicly release an annual analysis of
the top 25 laboratory tests by expenditures
under title XVIII of the Social Security Act;
and

(B) conduct analyses the Inspector General
determines appropriate with respect to the
implementation and effect of the new pay-
ment system for laboratory tests under sec-
tion 1834A of the Social Security Act, as
added by subsection (a).

SEC. 217. REVISIONS UNDER THE MEDICARE
ESRD PROSPECTIVE PAYMENT SYS-
TEM.

(a) DELAY OF IMPLEMENTATION OF ORAL-
ONLY PoLicy.—Section 632(b)(1) of the Amer-
ican Taxpayer Relief Act of 2012 (42 U.S.C.
1395rr note) is amended—

(1) by striking 2016 and inserting ‘‘2024’’;
and

(2) by adding at the end the following new
sentence: “Notwithstanding section
1881(b)(14)(A)(ii) of the Social Security Act
(42 U.S.C. 139%rr(b)(14)(A)(ii)), implementa-
tion of the policy described in the previous
sentence shall be based on data from the
most recent year available.”.

(b) MITIGATION OF THE APPLICATION OF AD-
JUSTMENT TO ESRD BUNDLED PAYMENT RATE
ToO ACCOUNT FOR CHANGES IN THE UTILIZATION
OF CERTAIN DRUGS AND BIOLOGICALS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1881(b)(14)(I) of
the Social Security Act (42 TU.S.C.
1395rr(b)(14)(I)) is amended by inserting ‘‘and
before January 1, 2015, after ‘‘January 1,
2014,”.

2) MARKET BASKET.—Section
1881(b)(14)(F)(i) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 139rr(b)(14)(F)(i)) is amended—

(A) in subclause (I)—

(i) by striking ‘‘subclause (II)’’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘subclauses (II) and (III)’; and

(ii) by adding at the end the following new
sentence: ‘“In order to accomplish the pur-
poses of subparagraph (I) with respect to
2016, 2017, and 2018, after determining the in-
crease factor described in the preceding sen-
tence for each of 2016, 2017, and 2018, the Sec-
retary shall reduce such increase factor by
1.25 percentage points for each of 2016 and
2017 and by 1 percentage point for 2018.’;

(B) in subclause (II), by striking ‘“‘For 2012
and inserting ‘‘Subject to subclause (III), for
2012’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following new
subclause:
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“(ITI) Notwithstanding subclauses (I) and
(IT), in order to accomplish the purposes of
subparagraph (I) with respect to 2015, the in-
crease factor described in subclause (I) for
2015 shall be 0.0 percent pursuant to the regu-
lation issued by the Secretary on December
2, 2013, entitled ‘Medicare Program; End-
Stage Renal Disease Prospective Payment
System, Quality Incentive Program, and Du-

rable Medical Equipment, Prosthetics,
Orthotics, and Supplies; Final Rule’ (78 Fed.
Reg. 72156).”.

(c) DRUG DESIGNATIONS.—As part of the
promulgation of annual rule for the Medicare
end stage renal disease prospective payment
system under section 1881(b)(14) of the Social
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 139rr(b)(14)) for cal-
endar year 2016, the Secretary of Health and
Human Services (in this subsection referred
to as the ‘‘Secretary’’) shall establish a proc-
ess for—

(1) determining when a product
longer an oral-only drug; and

(2) including new injectable and intra-
venous products into the bundled payment
under such system.

(d) QUALITY MEASURES RELATED TO CONDI-
TIONS TREATED BY ORAL-ONLY DRUGS UNDER
THE ESRD QUALITY INCENTIVE PROGRAM.—
Section 1881(h)(2) of the Social Security Act
(42 U.8.C. 1395rr(h)(2)) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A)—

(A) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘and” at the
end;

(B) by redesignating clause (iii) as clause
(iv); and

(C) by inserting after clause (ii) the fol-
lowing new clause:

‘‘(iii) for 2016 and subsequent years, meas-
ures described in subparagraph (E)(i); and’’;

(2) in subparagraph (B)(i), by striking
“(A)(ii)” and inserting ‘‘(A)(iv)”’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

‘“(E) MEASURES SPECIFIC TO THE CONDITIONS
TREATED WITH ORAL-ONLY DRUGS.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The measures described
in this subparagraph are measures specified
by the Secretary that are specific to the con-
ditions treated with oral-only drugs. To the
extent feasible, such measures shall be out-
comes-based measures.

‘“(ii) CONSULTATION.—In specifying the
measures under clause (i), the Secretary
shall consult with interested stakeholders.

¢‘(iii) USE OF ENDORSED MEASURES.—

‘() IN GENERAL.—Subject to subclause (I),
any measures specified under clause (i) must
have been endorsed by the entity with a con-
tract under section 1890(a).

‘(II) EXCEPTION.—If the entity with a con-
tract under section 1890(a) has not endorsed
a measure for a specified area or topic re-
lated to measures described in clause (i) that
the Secretary determines appropriate, the
Secretary may specify a measure that is en-
dorsed or adopted by a consensus organiza-
tion recognized by the Secretary that has ex-
pertise in clinical guidelines for kidney dis-
ease.”’.

(e) AUDITS OF COST REPORTS OF ESRD PRO-
VIDERS AS RECOMMENDED BY MEDPAC.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Health
and Human Services shall conduct audits of
Medicare cost reports beginning during 2012
for a representative sample of providers of
services and renal dialysis facilities fur-
nishing renal dialysis services.

(2) FUuNDING.—For purposes of carrying out
paragraph (1), the Secretary of Health and
Human Services shall provide for the trans-
fer from the Federal Supplementary Medical
Insurance Trust Fund established under sec-
tion 1841 of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1395t) to the Centers for Medicare &
Medicaid Services Program Management Ac-
count of $18,000,000 for fiscal year 2014.
Amounts transferred under this paragraph

is no
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for a fiscal year shall be available until ex-

pended.

SEC. 218. QUALITY INCENTIVES FOR COMPUTED
TOMOGRAPHY DIAGNOSTIC IMAG-
ING AND PROMOTING EVIDENCE-
BASED CARE.

(a) QUALITY INCENTIVES TO PROMOTE PA-
TIENT SAFETY AND PUBLIC HEALTH IN COM-
PUTED TOMOGRAPHY DIAGNOSTIC IMAGING.—

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

“(p) QUALITY INCENTIVES TO PROMOTE PA-
TIENT SAFETY AND PUBLIC HEALTH IN COM-
PUTED TOMOGRAPHY.—

‘(1) QUALITY INCENTIVES.—In the case of an
applicable computed tomography service (as
defined in paragraph (2)) for which payment
is made under an applicable payment system
(as defined in paragraph (3)) and that is fur-
nished on or after January 1, 2016, using
equipment that is not consistent with the CT
equipment standard (described in paragraph
(4)), the payment amount for such service
shall be reduced by the applicable percentage
(as defined in paragraph (5)).

“(2) APPLICABLE COMPUTED TOMOGRAPHY
SERVICES DEFINED.—In this subsection, the
term ‘applicable computed tomography serv-
ice’ means a service billed using diagnostic
radiological imaging codes for computed to-
mography (identified as of January 1, 2014,
by HCPCS codes 70450-70498, 71250-71275,
72125-72133, 72191-72194, 73200-73206, 73700—
73706, 74150-74178, 74261-74263, and 75571-75574
(and any succeeding codes).

“(3) APPLICABLE PAYMENT SYSTEM DE-
FINED.—In this subsection, the term ‘applica-
ble payment system’ means the following:

‘““(A) The technical component and the
technical component of the global fee under
the fee schedule established under section
1848(b).

‘(B) The prospective payment system for
hospital outpatient department services
under section 1833(t).

‘“(4) CONSISTENCY WITH CT EQUIPMENT
STANDARD.—In this subsection, the term ‘not
consistent with the CT equipment standard’
means, with respect to an applicable com-
puted tomography service, that the service
was furnished using equipment that does not
meet each of the attributes of the National
Electrical Manufacturers Association
(NEMA) Standard XR-29-2013, entitled
‘Standard Attributes on CT Equipment Re-
lated to Dose Optimization and Manage-
ment’. Through rulemaking, the Secretary
may apply successor standards.

““(5) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE DEFINED.—In
this subsection, the term ‘applicable per-
centage’ means—

‘“(A) for 2016, 5 percent; and

‘(B) for 2017 and subsequent years, 15 per-
cent.

¢(6) IMPLEMENTATION.—

‘“(A) INFORMATION.—The Secretary shall re-
quire that information be provided and at-
tested to by a supplier and a hospital out-
patient department that indicates whether
an applicable computed tomography service
was furnished that was not consistent with
the CT equipment standard (described in
paragraph (4)). Such information may be in-
cluded on a claim and may be a modifier.
Such information shall be verified, as appro-
priate, as part of the periodic accreditation
of suppliers under section 1834(e) and hos-
pitals under section 1865(a).

‘(B) ADMINISTRATION.—Chapter 35 of title
44, United States Code, shall not apply to in-
formation described in subparagraph (A).”.

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—

(A) PROSPECTIVE PAYMENT SYSTEM FOR HOS-
PITAL OUTPATIENT DEPARTMENT SERVICES.—
Section 1833(t) of the Social Security Act (42
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13951(t)) is amended by adding at the end the
following new paragraph:

¢“(20) NOT BUDGET NEUTRAL APPLICATION OF
REDUCED EXPENDITURES RESULTING FROM
QUALITY INCENTIVES FOR COMPUTED TOMOG-
RAPHY.—The Secretary shall not take into
account the reduced expenditures that result
from the application of section 1834(p) in
making any budget neutrality adjustments
this subsection.”.

(B) PHYSICIAN FEE SCHEDULE.—Section
1848(c)(2)(B)(v) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1395w—4(c)(2)(B)(v)) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subclause:

‘“(VIII) REDUCED EXPENDITURES ATTRIB-
UTABLE TO APPLICATION OF QUALITY INCEN-
TIVES FOR COMPUTED TOMOGRAPHY.—Effective
for fee schedules established beginning with
2016, reduced expenditures attributable to
the application of the quality incentives for
computed tomography under section
1834(p)”.

(b) PROMOTING EVIDENCE-BASED CARE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1834 of the Social
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395m), as amended
by subsection (a), is amended by adding at
the end the following new subsection:

“(d) RECOGNIZING APPROPRIATE USE CRI-
TERIA FOR CERTAIN IMAGING SERVICES.—

(1) PROGRAM ESTABLISHED.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish a program to promote the use of ap-
propriate use criteria (as defined in subpara-
graph (B)) for applicable imaging services (as
defined in subparagraph (C)) furnished in an
applicable setting (as defined in subpara-
graph (D)) by ordering professionals and fur-
nishing professionals (as defined in subpara-
graphs (E) and (F), respectively).

‘(B) APPROPRIATE USE CRITERIA DEFINED.—
In this subsection, the term ‘appropriate use
criteria’ means criteria, only developed or
endorsed by national professional medical
specialty societies or other provider-led enti-
ties, to assist ordering professionals and fur-
nishing professionals in making the most ap-
propriate treatment decision for a specific
clinical condition for an individual. To the
extent feasible, such criteria shall be evi-
dence-based.

“(C) APPLICABLE IMAGING SERVICE DE-
FINED.—In this subsection, the term ‘applica-
ble imaging service’ means an advanced di-
agnostic imaging service (as defined in sub-
section (e)(1)(B)) for which the Secretary de-
termines—

‘‘(i) one or more applicable appropriate use
criteria specified under paragraph (2) apply;

‘“(ii) there are one or more qualified clin-
ical decision support mechanisms listed
under paragraph (3)(C); and

‘“(iii) one or more of such mechanisms is
available free of charge.

‘(D) APPLICABLE SETTING DEFINED.—In this
subsection, the term ‘applicable setting’
means a physician’s office, a hospital out-
patient department (including an emergency
department), an ambulatory surgical center,
and any other provider-led outpatient set-
ting determined appropriate by the Sec-
retary.

“(E) ORDERING PROFESSIONAL DEFINED.—In
this subsection, the term ‘ordering profes-
sional’ means a physician (as defined in sec-
tion 1861(r)) or a practitioner described in
section 1842(b)(18)(C) who orders an applica-
ble imaging service.

“(F) FURNISHING PROFESSIONAL DEFINED.—
In this subsection, the term ‘furnishing pro-
fessional’ means a physician (as defined in
section 1861(r)) or a practitioner described in
section 1842(b)(18)(C) who furnishes an appli-
cable imaging service.

¢(2) ESTABLISHMENT OF APPLICABLE APPRO-
PRIATE USE CRITERIA.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than Novem-
ber 15, 2015, the Secretary shall through rule-
making, and in consultation with physicians,
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practitioners, and other stakeholders, speci-
fy applicable appropriate use criteria for ap-
plicable imaging services only from among
appropriate use criteria developed or en-
dorsed by national professional medical spe-
cialty societies or other provider-led enti-
ties.

‘“(B) CONSIDERATIONS.—In specifying appli-
cable appropriate use criteria under subpara-
graph (A), the Secretary shall take into ac-
count whether the criteria—

‘(i) have stakeholder consensus;

‘‘(ii) are scientifically valid and evidence
based; and

‘‘(iii) are based on studies that are pub-
lished and reviewable by stakeholders.

‘(C) REVISIONS.—The Secretary shall re-
view, on an annual basis, the specified appli-
cable appropriate use criteria to determine if
there is a need to update or revise (as appro-
priate) such specification of applicable ap-
propriate use criteria and make such updates
or revisions through rulemaking.

‘(D) TREATMENT OF MULTIPLE APPLICABLE
APPROPRIATE USE CRITERIA.—In the case
where the Secretary determines that more
than one appropriate use criterion applies
with respect to an applicable imaging serv-
ice, the Secretary shall apply one or more
applicable appropriate use criteria under
this paragraph for the service.

¢(3) MECHANISMS FOR CONSULTATION WITH
APPLICABLE APPROPRIATE USE CRITERIA.—

‘“(A) IDENTIFICATION OF MECHANISMS TO CON-
SULT WITH APPLICABLE APPROPRIATE USE CRI-
TERIA.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall
specify qualified clinical decision support
mechanisms that could be used by ordering
professionals to consult with applicable ap-
propriate use criteria for applicable imaging
services.

“(ii) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall
consult with physicians, practitioners,
health care technology experts, and other
stakeholders in specifying mechanisms
under this paragraph.

¢“(iii) INCLUSION OF CERTAIN MECHANISMS.—
Mechanisms specified under this paragraph
may include any or all of the following that
meet the requirements described in subpara-
graph (B)(ii):

‘() Use of clinical decision support mod-
ules in certified EHR technology (as defined
in section 1848(0)(4)).

““(IT) Use of private sector clinical decision
support mechanisms that are independent
from certified EHR technology, which may
include use of clinical decision support
mechanisms available from medical spe-
cialty organizations.

‘“(ITI) Use of a clinical decision support
mechanism established by the Secretary.

‘(B) QUALIFIED CLINICAL DECISION SUPPORT
MECHANISMS.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of this sub-
section, a qualified clinical decision support
mechanism is a mechanism that the Sec-
retary determines meets the requirements
described in clause (ii).

‘“(ii) REQUIREMENTS.—The requirements de-
scribed in this clause are the following:

“(I) The mechanism makes available to the
ordering professional applicable appropriate
use criteria specified under paragraph (2) and
the supporting documentation for the appli-
cable imaging service ordered.

“(I1) In the case where there is more than
one applicable appropriate use criterion
specified under such paragraph for an appli-
cable imaging service, the mechanism indi-
cates the criteria that it uses for the service.

‘(ITII) The mechanism determines the ex-
tent to which an applicable imaging service
ordered is consistent with the applicable ap-
propriate use criteria so specified.

‘“(IV) The mechanism generates and pro-
vides to the ordering professional a certifi-
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cation or documentation that documents
that the qualified clinical decision support
mechanism was consulted by the ordering
professional.

(V) The mechanism is updated on a time-
ly basis to reflect revisions to the specifica-
tion of applicable appropriate use criteria
under such paragraph.

‘(VI) The mechanism meets privacy and
security standards under applicable provi-
sions of law.

‘“(VII) The mechanism performs such other
functions as specified by the Secretary,
which may include a requirement to provide
aggregate feedback to the ordering profes-
sional.

¢(C) LIST OF MECHANISMS FOR CONSULTATION
WITH APPLICABLE APPROPRIATE USE CRI-
TERIA.—

‘(i) INITIAL LIST.—Not later than April 1,
2016, the Secretary shall publish a list of
mechanisms specified under this paragraph.

“‘(i1) PERIODIC UPDATING OF LIST.—The Sec-
retary shall identify on an annual basis the
list of qualified clinical decision support
mechanisms specified under this paragraph.

‘‘(4) CONSULTATION WITH APPLICABLE APPRO-
PRIATE USE CRITERIA.—

““(A) CONSULTATION BY ORDERING PROFES-
SIONAL.—Beginning with January 1, 2017, sub-
ject to subparagraph (C), with respect to an
applicable imaging service ordered by an or-
dering professional that would be furnished
in an applicable setting and paid for under
an applicable payment system (as defined in
subparagraph (D)), an ordering professional
shall—

‘(1) consult with a qualified decision sup-
port mechanism listed under paragraph
(3)(C); and

‘‘(i1) provide to the furnishing professional
the information described in clauses (i)
through (iii) of subparagraph (B).

‘“(B) REPORTING BY FURNISHING PROFES-
SIONAL.—Beginning with January 1, 2017, sub-
ject to subparagraph (C), with respect to an
applicable imaging service furnished in an
applicable setting and paid for under an ap-
plicable payment system (as defined in sub-
paragraph (D)), payment for such service
may only be made if the claim for the serv-
ice includes the following:

‘(i) Information about
clinical decision support
consulted by the ordering
the service.

‘“(ii) Information regarding—

‘“(I) whether the service ordered would ad-
here to the applicable appropriate use cri-
teria specified under paragraph (2);

“(IT) whether the service ordered would not
adhere to such criteria; or

‘(III) whether such criteria was not appli-
cable to the service ordered.

‘“(iii) The national provider identifier of
the ordering professional (if different from
the furnishing professional).

‘“(C) EXCEPTIONS.—The provisions of sub-
paragraphs (A) and (B) and paragraph (6)(A)
shall not apply to the following:

‘(i) EMERGENCY SERVICES.—An applicable
imaging service ordered for an individual
with an emergency medical condition (as de-
fined in section 1867(e)(1)).

‘(i) INPATIENT SERVICES.—An applicable
imaging service ordered for an inpatient and
for which payment is made under part A.

¢‘(iii) SIGNIFICANT HARDSHIP.—An applica-
ble imaging service ordered by an ordering
professional who the Secretary may, on a
case-by-case basis, exempt from the applica-
tion of such provisions if the Secretary de-
termines, subject to annual renewal, that
consultation with applicable appropriate use
criteria would result in a significant hard-
ship, such as in the case of a professional
who practices in a rural area without suffi-
cient Internet access.

which qualified
mechanism was
professional for
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‘(D) APPLICABLE PAYMENT SYSTEM DE-
FINED.—In this subsection, the term ‘applica-
ble payment system’ means the following:

‘(i) The physician fee schedule established
under section 1848(b).

‘“(ii) The prospective payment system for
hospital outpatient department services
under section 1833(t).

‘“(iii) The ambulatory surgical center pay-
ment systems under section 1833(i).

‘() IDENTIFICATION OF OUTLIER ORDERING
PROFESSIONALS.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—With respect to applica-
ble imaging services furnished beginning
with 2017, the Secretary shall determine, on
an annual basis, no more than five percent of
the total number of ordering professionals
who are outlier ordering professionals.

‘(B) OUTLIER ORDERING PROFESSIONALS.—
The determination of an outlier ordering
professional shall—

‘(i) be based on low adherence to applica-
ble appropriate use criteria specified under
paragraph (2), which may be based on com-
parison to other ordering professionals; and

‘‘(ii) include data for ordering professionals
for whom prior authorization under para-
graph (6)(A) applies.

¢(C) USE OF TWO YEARS OF DATA.—The Sec-
retary shall use two years of data to identify
outlier ordering professionals under this
paragraph.

‘(D) PROCESS.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish a process for determining when an
outlier ordering professional is no longer an
outlier ordering professional.

‘“(E) CONSULTATION WITH STAKEHOLDERS.—
The Secretary shall consult with physicians,
practitioners and other stakeholders in de-
veloping methods to identify outlier order-
ing professionals under this paragraph.

“(6) PRIOR AUTHORIZATION FOR ORDERING
PROFESSIONALS WHO ARE OUTLIERS.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Beginning January 1,
2020, subject to paragraph (4)(C), with respect
to services furnished during a year, the Sec-
retary shall, for a period determined appro-
priate by the Secretary, apply prior author-
ization for applicable imaging services that
are ordered by an outlier ordering profes-
sional identified under paragraph (5).

‘“(B) APPROPRIATE USE CRITERIA IN PRIOR
AUTHORIZATION.—In applying prior authoriza-
tion under subparagraph (A), the Secretary
shall utilize only the applicable appropriate
use criteria specified under this subsection.

‘(C) FUNDING.—For purposes of carrying
out this paragraph, the Secretary shall pro-
vide for the transfer, from the Federal Sup-
plementary Medical Insurance Trust Fund
under section 1841, of $5,000,000 to the Centers
for Medicare & Medicaid Services Program
Management Account for each of fiscal years
2019 through 2021. Amounts transferred under
the preceding sentence shall remain avail-
able until expended.

“(7T) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this sub-
section shall be construed as granting the
Secretary the authority to develop or ini-
tiate the development of clinical practice
guidelines or appropriate use criteria.”’.

2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
1833(t)(16) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 13951(t)(16)) is amended by adding at
the end the following new subparagraph:

‘“(E) APPLICATION OF APPROPRIATE USE CRI-
TERIA FOR CERTAIN IMAGING SERVICES.—For
provisions relating to the application of ap-
propriate use criteria for certain imaging
services, see section 1834(q).”’.

(3) REPORT ON EXPERIENCE OF IMAGING AP-
PROPRIATE USE CRITERIA PROGRAM.—Not later
than 18 months after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Comptroller General of
the United States shall submit to Congress a
report that includes a description of the ex-
tent to which appropriate use criteria could
be used for other services under part B of
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title XVIII of the Social Security Act (42

U.S.C. 1395j et seq.), such as radiation ther-

apy and clinical diagnostic laboratory serv-

ices.

SEC. 219. USING FUNDING FROM TRANSITIONAL
FUND FOR SUSTAINABLE GROWTH
RATE (SGR) REFORM.

Section 1898(b)(1) of the Social Security
Act (42 U.S.C. 1395iii(b)(1)) is amended by
striking ‘$2,300,000,000” and inserting ‘$0”’.
SEC. 220. ENSURING ACCURATE VALUATION OF

SERVICES UNDER THE PHYSICIAN
FEE SCHEDULE.

(a) AUTHORITY TO COLLECT AND USE INFOR-
MATION ON PHYSICIANS’ SERVICES IN THE DE-
TERMINATION OF RELATIVE VALUES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1848(c)(2) of the
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395w-4(c)(2))
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subparagraph:

(M) AUTHORITY TO COLLECT AND USE INFOR-
MATION ON PHYSICIANS’ SERVICES IN THE DE-
TERMINATION OF RELATIVE VALUES.—

‘(i) COLLECTION OF INFORMATION.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, the Sec-
retary may collect or obtain information on
the resources directly or indirectly related
to furnishing services for which payment is
made under the fee schedule established
under subsection (b). Such information may
be collected or obtained from any eligible
professional or any other source.

‘‘(ii) USE OF INFORMATION.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, subject
to clause (v), the Secretary may (as the Sec-
retary determines appropriate) use informa-
tion collected or obtained pursuant to clause
(i) in the determination of relative values for
services under this section.

¢(iii) TYPES OF INFORMATION.—The types of
information described in clauses (i) and (ii)
may, at the Secretary’s discretion, include
any or all of the following:

“(I) Time involved in furnishing services.

“(II) Amounts and types of practice ex-
pense inputs involved with furnishing serv-
ices.

“(IIT) Prices (net of any discounts) for
practice expense inputs, which may include
paid invoice prices or other documentation
or records.

“(IV) Overhead and accounting informa-
tion for practices of physicians and other
suppliers.

(V) Any other element that would im-
prove the valuation of services under this
section.

“(iv) INFORMATION COLLECTION MECHA-
NIisMs.—Information may be collected or ob-
tained pursuant to this subparagraph from
any or all of the following:

‘() Surveys of physicians, other suppliers,
providers of services, manufacturers, and
vendors.

““(IT) Surgical logs, billing systems, or
other practice or facility records.

‘“(III) Electronic health records.

“(IV) Any other mechanism determined ap-
propriate by the Secretary.

“(v) TRANSPARENCY OF USE OF INFORMA-
TION.—

“(I) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subclauses (II)
and (III), if the Secretary uses information
collected or obtained under this subpara-
graph in the determination of relative values
under this subsection, the Secretary shall
disclose the information source and discuss
the use of such information in such deter-
mination of relative values through notice
and comment rulemaking.

¢(II) THRESHOLDS FOR USE.—The Secretary
may establish thresholds in order to use such
information, including the exclusion of in-
formation collected or obtained from eligible
professionals who use very high resources (as
determined by the Secretary) in furnishing a
service.
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‘(III) DISCLOSURE OF INFORMATION.—The
Secretary shall make aggregate information
available under this subparagraph but shall
not disclose information in a form or manner
that identifies an eligible professional or a
group practice, or information collected or
obtained pursuant to a nondisclosure agree-
ment.

¢(vi) INCENTIVE TO PARTICIPATE.—The Sec-
retary may provide for such payments under
this part to an eligible professional that sub-
mits such solicited information under this
subparagraph as the Secretary determines
appropriate in order to compensate such eli-
gible professional for such submission. Such
payments shall be provided in a form and
manner specified by the Secretary.

‘“(vii) ADMINISTRATION.—Chapter 35 of title
44, United States Code, shall not apply to in-
formation collected or obtained under this
subparagraph.

‘(viii) DEFINITION OF ELIGIBLE PROFES-
SIONAL.—In this subparagraph, the term ‘eli-
gible professional’ has the meaning given
such term in subsection (kK)(3)(B).

‘“(ix) FUNDING.—For purposes of carrying
out this subparagraph, in addition to funds
otherwise appropriated, the Secretary shall
provide for the transfer, from the Federal
Supplementary Medical Insurance Trust
Fund under section 1841, of $2,000,000 to the
Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services
Program Management Account for each fis-
cal year beginning with fiscal year 2014.
Amounts transferred under the preceding
sentence for a fiscal year shall be available
until expended.’’.

2) LIMITATION ON REVIEW.—Section
1848(i)(1) of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C.
1395w—4(i)(1)) is amended—

(A) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘and”’
at the end;

(B) in subparagraph (E), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘, and’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following new
subparagraph:

‘“(F) the collection and use of information
in the determination of relative values under
subsection (¢)(2)(M).”".

(b) AUTHORITY FOR ALTERNATIVE AP-
PROACHES TO ESTABLISHING PRACTICE EX-
PENSE RELATIVE VALUES.—Section 1848(c)(2)
of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395w—
4(c)(2)), as amended by subsection (a), is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subparagraph:

‘““(N) AUTHORITY FOR ALTERNATIVE AP-
PROACHES TO ESTABLISHING PRACTICE EXPENSE
RELATIVE VALUES.—The Secretary may es-
tablish or adjust practice expense relative
values under this subsection using cost,
charge, or other data from suppliers or pro-
viders of services, including information col-
lected or obtained under subparagraph (M).” .

(c) REVISED AND EXPANDED IDENTIFICATION
OF POTENTIALLY MISVALUED CODES.—Section
1848(c)(2)(K)(ii) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1395w—-4(c)(2)(K)(ii)) is amended to read
as follows:

“(i1) IDENTIFICATION OF  POTENTIALLY
MISVALUED CODES.—For purposes of identi-
fying potentially misvalued codes pursuant
to clause (i)(I), the Secretary shall examine
codes (and families of codes as appropriate)
based on any or all of the following criteria:

‘() Codes that have experienced the fast-
est growth.

‘“(IT) Codes that have experienced substan-
tial changes in practice expenses.

““(ITI) Codes that describe new technologies
or services within an appropriate time period
(such as 3 years) after the relative values are
initially established for such codes.

‘“(IV) Codes which are multiple codes that
are frequently billed in conjunction with fur-
nishing a single service.
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(V) Codes with low relative values, par-
ticularly those that are often billed multiple
times for a single treatment.

“(VI) Codes that have not been subject to
review since implementation of the fee
schedule.

‘(VII) Codes that account for the majority
of spending under the physician fee schedule.

“(VIII) Codes for services that have experi-
enced a substantial change in the hospital
length of stay or procedure time.

“(IX) Codes for which there may be a
change in the typical site of service since the
code was last valued.

“(X) Codes for which there is a significant
difference in payment for the same service
between different sites of service.

‘“(XI) Codes for which there may be anoma-
lies in relative values within a family of
codes.

‘“(XII) Codes for services where there may
be efficiencies when a service is furnished at
the same time as other services.

‘Y(XIII) Codes with high intra-service work
per unit of time.

‘“(XIV) Codes with high practice expense
relative value units.

“(XV) Codes with high cost supplies.

“(XVI) Codes as determined appropriate by
the Secretary.”.

(d) TARGET FOR RELATIVE VALUE ADJUST-
MENTS FOR MISVALUED SERVICES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1848(c)(2) of the
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395w-4(c)(2)),
as amended by subsections (a) and (b), is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subparagraph:

¢(0) TARGET FOR RELATIVE VALUE ADJUST-
MENTS FOR MISVALUED SERVICES.—With re-
spect to fee schedules established for each of
2017 through 2020, the following shall apply:

‘(1) DETERMINATION OF NET REDUCTION IN
EXPENDITURES.—For each year, the Secretary
shall determine the estimated net reduction
in expenditures under the fee schedule under
this section with respect to the year as a re-
sult of adjustments to the relative values es-
tablished under this paragraph for misvalued
codes.

‘(i) BUDGET NEUTRAL REDISTRIBUTION OF
FUNDS IF TARGET MET AND COUNTING OVER-
AGES TOWARDS THE TARGET FOR THE SUC-
CEEDING YEAR.—If the estimated net reduc-
tion in expenditures determined under clause
(i) for the year is equal to or greater than
the target for the year—

“(ID) reduced expenditures attributable to
such adjustments shall be redistributed for
the year in a budget neutral manner in ac-
cordance with subparagraph (B)(ii)(II); and

“‘(IT) the amount by which such reduced ex-
penditures exceeds the target for the year
shall be treated as a reduction in expendi-
tures described in clause (i) for the suc-
ceeding year, for purposes of determining
whether the target has or has not been met
under this subparagraph with respect to that
year.

¢(iii) EXEMPTION FROM BUDGET NEUTRALITY
IF TARGET NOT MET.—If the estimated net re-
duction in expenditures determined under
clause (i) for the year is less than the target
for the year, reduced expenditures in an
amount equal to the target recapture
amount shall not be taken into account in
applying subparagraph (B)(ii)(II) with re-
spect to fee schedules beginning with 2017.

“(iv) TARGET RECAPTURE AMOUNT.—For
purposes of clause (iii), the target recapture
amount is, with respect to a year, an amount
equal to the difference between—

“(I) the target for the year; and

““(IT) the estimated net reduction in ex-
penditures determined under clause (i) for
the year.

‘(v) TARGET.—For purposes of this sub-
paragraph, with respect to a year, the target
is calculated as 0.5 percent of the estimated
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amount of expenditures under the fee sched-
ule under this section for the year.”.

2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
1848(¢c)(2)(B)(v) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1395w—4(c)(2)(B)(v)) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subclause:

¢(VIII) REDUCTIONS FOR MISVALUED SERV-
ICES IF TARGET NOT MET.—Effective for fee
schedules beginning with 2017, reduced ex-
penditures attributable to the application of
the target recapture amount described in
subparagraph (0O)(iii).”.

(e) PHASE-IN OF SIGNIFICANT RELATIVE
VALUE UNIT (RVU) REDUCTIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1848(c) of the So-
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395w-4(c)) is
amended by adding at the end the following
new paragraph:

“(7) PHASE-IN OF SIGNIFICANT RELATIVE
VALUE UNIT (RVU) REDUCTIONS.—Effective for
fee schedules established beginning with
2017, for services that are not new or revised
codes, if the total relative value units for a
service for a year would otherwise be de-
creased by an estimated amount equal to or
greater than 20 percent as compared to the
total relative value units for the previous
year, the applicable adjustments in work,
practice expense, and malpractice relative
value units shall be phased-in over a 2-year
period.”.

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section
1848(c)(2) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1395w—-4(c)(2)) is amended—

(A) in subparagraph (B)({i)(I), by striking
“‘subclause (II)”’ and inserting ‘‘subclause (II)
and paragraph (7)”’; and

(B) in subparagraph (K)(iii)(VI)—

(i) by striking ‘“‘provisions of subparagraph
(B)(ii)II)”’ and inserting ‘‘provisions of sub-
paragraph (B)(ii)(II) and paragraph (7)”’; and

(i) by striking ‘‘under subparagraph
(B)AH)IID)” and inserting ‘‘under subpara-
graph (B)(ii)(I)”.

(f) AUTHORITY TO SMOOTH RELATIVE VAL-
UES WITHIN GROUPS OF SERVICES.—Section
1848(c)(2)(C) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1395w—4(c)(2)(C)) is amended—

(1) in each of clauses (i) and (iii), by strik-
ing ‘‘the service’ and inserting ‘‘the service
or group of services’ each place it appears;
and

(2) in the first sentence of clause (ii), by in-
serting ‘‘or group of services’ before the pe-
riod.

(g) GAO STUDY AND REPORT ON RELATIVE
VALUE SCALE UPDATE COMMITTEE.—

(1) STuDY.—The Comptroller General of the
United States (in this subsection referred to
as the ‘“Comptroller General’’) shall conduct
a study of the processes used by the Relative
Value Scale Update Committee (RUC) to pro-
vide recommendations to the Secretary of
Health and Human Services regarding rel-
ative values for specific services under the
Medicare physician fee schedule under sec-
tion 1848 of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1395w—4).

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Comptroller General shall submit to Con-
gress a report containing the results of the
study conducted under paragraph (1).

(h) ADJUSTMENT TO MEDICARE PAYMENT LoO-
CALITIES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 1848(e) of the So-
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395w-4(e)) is
amended by adding at the end the following
new paragraph:

¢“(6) USE OF MSAS AS FEE SCHEDULE AREAS IN
CALIFORNIA.—

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the suc-
ceeding provisions of this paragraph and not-
withstanding the previous provisions of this
subsection, for services furnished on or after
January 1, 2017, the fee schedule areas used
for payment under this section applicable to
California shall be the following:
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“(i) Bach Metropolitan Statistical Area
(each in this paragraph referred to as an
‘MSA’), as defined by the Director of the Of-
fice of Management and Budget as of Decem-
ber 31 of the previous year, shall be a fee
schedule area.

‘“(ii) All areas not included in an MSA
shall be treated as a single rest-of-State fee
schedule area.

‘(B) TRANSITION FOR MSAS PREVIOUSLY IN
REST-OF-STATE PAYMENT LOCALITY OR IN LO-
CALITY 3.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—For services furnished in
California during a year beginning with 2017
and ending with 2021 in an MSA in a transi-
tion area (as defined in subparagraph (D)),
subject to subparagraph (C), the geographic
index values to be applied under this sub-
section for such year shall be equal to the
sum of the following:

“(I) CURRENT LAW COMPONENT.—The old
weighting factor (described in clause (ii)) for
such year multiplied by the geographic index
values under this subsection for the fee
schedule area that included such MSA that
would have applied in such area (as esti-
mated by the Secretary) if this paragraph
did not apply.

“(II) MSA-BASED COMPONENT.—The MSA-
based weighting factor (described in clause
(iii)) for such year multiplied by the geo-
graphic index values computed for the fee
schedule area under subparagraph (A) for the
vear (determined without regard to this sub-
paragraph).

“(i1) OLD WEIGHTING FACTOR.—The old
weighting factor described in this clause—

(D) for 2017, is %; and

‘“(IT) for each succeeding year, is the old
weighting factor described in this clause for
the previous year minus Y.

‘(i) MSA-BASED WEIGHTING FACTOR.—The
MSA-based weighting factor described in
this clause for a year is 1 minus the old
weighting factor under clause (ii) for that
year.

‘(C) HoOLD HARMLESS.—For services fur-
nished in a transition area in California dur-
ing a year beginning with 2017, the geo-
graphic index values to be applied under this
subsection for such year shall not be less
than the corresponding geographic index val-
ues that would have applied in such transi-
tion area (as estimated by the Secretary) if
this paragraph did not apply.

‘(D) TRANSITION AREA DEFINED.—In this
paragraph, the term ‘transition area’ means
each of the following fee schedule areas for
2013:

‘(1) The rest-of-State payment locality.

‘“(ii) Payment locality 3.

‘“(E) REFERENCES TO FEE SCHEDULE
AREAS.—Effective for services furnished on
or after January 1, 2017, for California, any
reference in this section to a fee schedule
area shall be deemed a reference to a fee
schedule area established in accordance with
this paragraph.”.

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT TO DEFINITION
OF FEE SCHEDULE AREA.—Section 1848(j)(2) of
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395w—
4(j)(2)) is amended by striking ‘“The term”
and inserting ‘‘Except as provided in sub-
section (e)(6)(D), the term”’.

(i) DISCLOSURE OF DATA USED TO ESTABLISH
MULTIPLE PROCEDURE PAYMENT REDUCTION
PoLicy.—The Secretary of Health and
Human Services shall make publicly avail-
able the information used to establish the
multiple procedure payment reduction pol-
icy to the professional component of imaging
services in the final rule published in the
Federal Register, v. 77, n. 222, November 16,
2012, pages 68891-69380 under the physician
fee schedule under section 1848 of the Social
Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395w-4).
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SEC. 221. MEDICAID DSH.

(a) MODIFICATIONS OF REDUCTIONS TO AL-
LOTMENTS.—Section 1923(f) of the Social Se-
curity Act (42 U.S.C. 1396r-4(f)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (7)(A)—

(A) in clause (i), by striking ‘2016 through
2020 and inserting ‘2017 through 2024’’; and

(B) in clause (ii), by striking subclauses (I)
through (IV), and inserting the following:

(1) $1,800,000,000 for fiscal year 201T7;

*“(IT) $4,700,000,000 for fiscal year 2018;

*“(I1IT) $4.,700,000,000 for fiscal year 2019;

“(IV) $4,700,000,000 for fiscal year 2020;

(V) $4,800,000,000 for fiscal year 2021;

“(VI) $5,000,000,000 for fiscal year 2022;

“(VII) $5,000,000,000 for fiscal year 2023; and

“(VIII) $4,400,000,000 for fiscal year 2024."’;
and

(2) by striking paragraph (8) and inserting
the following:

‘(8) CALCULATION OF DSH ALLOTMENTS
AFTER REDUCTIONS PERIOD.—The DSH allot-
ment for a State for fiscal years after fiscal
year 2024 shall be calculated under paragraph
(3) without regard to paragraph (7).”.

(b) MACPAC REVIEW AND REPORT.—Section
1900(b)(6) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1396(b)(6)) is amended—

(1) by striking “MACPAC shall consult”
and inserting the following:

“‘(A) IN GENERAL.—MACPAC shall consult”;
and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

“(B) REVIEW AND REPORTS REGARDING MED-
ICAID DSH.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—MACPAC shall review
and submit an annual report to Congress on
disproportionate share hospital payments
under section 1923. Each report shall include
the information specified in clause (ii).

‘(1) REQUIRED REPORT INFORMATION.—Each
report required under this subparagraph
shall include the following:

‘(I) Data relating to changes in the num-
ber of uninsured individuals.

‘“(II) Data relating to the amount and
sources of hospitals’ uncompensated care
costs, including the amount of such costs
that are the result of providing unreim-
bursed or under-reimbursed services, charity
care, or bad debt.

‘(ITII) Data identifying hospitals with high
levels of uncompensated care that also pro-
vide access to essential community services
for low-income, uninsured, and vulnerable
populations, such as graduate medical edu-
cation, and the continuum of primary
through quarternary care, including the pro-
vision of trauma care and public health serv-
ices.

““(IV) State-specific analyses regarding the
relationship between the most recent State
DSH allotment and the projected State DSH
allotment for the succeeding year and the
data reported under subclauses (I), (II), and
(IIT) for the State.

‘“(iii) DATA.—Notwithstanding any other
provision of law, the Secretary regularly
shall provide MACPAC with the most recent
State reports and most recent independent
certified audits submitted under section
1923(j), cost reports submitted under title
XVIII, and such other data as MACPAC may
request for purposes of conducting the re-
views and preparing and submitting the an-
nual reports required under this subpara-
graph.

‘‘(iv) SUBMISSION DEADLINES.—The first re-
port required under this subparagraph shall
be submitted to Congress not later than Feb-
ruary 1, 2016. Subsequent reports shall be
submitted as part of, or with, each annual
report required under paragraph (1)(C) during
the period of fiscal years 2017 through 2024.”.
SEC. 222. REALIGNMENT OF THE MEDICARE SE-

QUESTER FOR FISCAL YEAR 2024.

Paragraph (6) (relating to implementing

direct spending reductions) of section 251A of
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the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit
Control Act of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 901a) is amended
by adding at the end the following new sub-
paragraph:

‘(D) Notwithstanding the 2 percent limit
specified in subparagraph (A) for payments
for the Medicare programs specified in sec-
tion 256(d), the sequestration order of the
President under such subparagraph for fiscal
year 2024 shall be applied to such payments
so that—

(i) with respect to the first 6 months in
which such order is effective for such fiscal
year, the payment reduction shall be 4.0 per-
cent; and

‘“(ii) with respect to the second 6 months in
which such order is so effective for such fis-
cal year, the payment reduction shall be 0.0
percent.”.

SEC. 223. DEMONSTRATION PROGRAMS TO IM-
PROVE COMMUNITY MENTAL
HEALTH SERVICES.

(a) CRITERIA FOR CERTIFIED COMMUNITY BE-
HAVIORAL HEALTH CLINICS TO PARTICIPATE IN
DEMONSTRATION PROGRAMS.—

(1) PUBLICATION.—Not later than Sep-
tember 1, 2015, the Secretary shall publish
criteria for a clinic to be certified by a State
as a certified community behavioral health
clinic for purposes of participating in a dem-
onstration program conducted under sub-
section (d).

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The criteria published
under this subsection shall include criteria
with respect to the following:

(A) STAFFING.—Staffing requirements, in-
cluding criteria that staff have diverse dis-
ciplinary backgrounds, have necessary
State-required license and accreditation, and
are culturally and linguistically trained to
serve the needs of the clinic’s patient popu-
lation.

(B) AVAILABILITY AND ACCESSIBILITY OF
SERVICES.—Availability and accessibility of
services, including crisis management serv-
ices that are available and accessible 24
hours a day, the use of a sliding scale for
payment, and no rejection for services or
limiting of services on the basis of a pa-
tient’s ability to pay or a place of residence.

(C) CARE COORDINATION.—Care coordina-
tion, including requirements to coordinate
care across settings and providers to ensure
seamless transitions for patients across the
full spectrum of health services including
acute, chronic, and behavioral health needs.
Care coordination requirements shall include
partnerships or formal contracts with the
following:

(i) Federally-qualified health centers (and
as applicable, rural health clinics) to provide
Federally-qualified health center services
(and as applicable, rural health clinic serv-
ices) to the extent such services are not pro-
vided directly through the certified commu-
nity behavioral health clinic.

(ii) Inpatient psychiatric facilities and sub-
stance use detoxification, post-detoxification
step-down services, and residential pro-
grams.

(iii) Other community or regional services,
supports, and providers, including schools,
child welfare agencies, juvenile and criminal
justice agencies and facilities, Indian Health
Service youth regional treatment centers,
State licensed and nationally accredited
child placing agencies for therapeutic foster
care service, and other social and human
services.

(iv) Department of Veterans Affairs med-
ical centers, independent outpatient clinics,
drop-in centers, and other facilities of the
Department as defined in section 1801 of title
38, United States Code.

(v) Inpatient acute care hospitals and hos-
pital outpatient clinics.

(D) SCOPE OF SERVICES.—Provision (in a
manner reflecting person-centered care) of
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the following services which, if not available
directly through the certified community be-
havioral health clinic, are provided or re-
ferred through formal relationships with
other providers:

(i) Crisis mental health services, including
24-hour mobile crisis teams, emergency cri-
sis intervention services, and crisis stabiliza-
tion.

(ii) Screening, assessment, and diagnosis,
including risk assessment.

(iii) Patient-centered treatment planning
or similar processes, including risk assess-
ment and crisis planning.

(iv) Outpatient mental health and sub-
stance use services.

(v) Outpatient clinic primary care screen-
ing and monitoring of key health indicators
and health risk.

(vi) Targeted case management.

(vii) Psychiatric rehabilitation services.

(viii) Peer support and counselor services
and family supports.

(ix) Intensive, community-based mental
health care for members of the armed forces
and veterans, particularly those members
and veterans located in rural areas, provided
the care is consistent with minimum clinical
mental health guidelines promulgated by the
Veterans Health Administration including
clinical guidelines contained in the Uniform
Mental Health Services Handbook of such
Administration.

(E) QUALITY AND OTHER REPORTING.—Re-
porting of encounter data, clinical outcomes
data, quality data, and such other data as
the Secretary requires.

(F) ORGANIZATIONAL AUTHORITY.—Criteria
that a clinic be a non-profit or part of a local
government behavioral health authority or
operated under the authority of the Indian
Health Service, an Indian tribe or tribal or-
ganization pursuant to a contract, grant, co-
operative agreement, or compact with the
Indian Health Service pursuant to the Indian
Self-Determination Act (25 U.S.C. 450 et
seq.), or an urban Indian organization pursu-
ant to a grant or contract with the Indian
Health Service under title V of the Indian
Health Care Improvement Act (25 U.S.C. 1601
et seq.).

(b) GUIDANCE ON DEVELOPMENT OF PROSPEC-
TIVE PAYMENT SYSTEM FOR TESTING UNDER
DEMONSTRATION PROGRAMS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than September
1, 2015, the Secretary, through the Adminis-
trator of the Centers for Medicare & Med-
icaid Services, shall issue guidance for the
establishment of a prospective payment sys-
tem that shall only apply to medical assist-
ance for mental health services furnished by
a certified community behavioral health
clinic participating in a demonstration pro-
gram under subsection (d).

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The guidance issued by
the Secretary under paragraph (1) shall pro-
vide that—

(A) no payment shall be made for inpatient
care, residential treatment, room and board
expenses, or any other non-ambulatory serv-
ices, as determined by the Secretary; and

(B) no payment shall be made to satellite
facilities of certified community behavioral
health clinics if such facilities are estab-
lished after the date of enactment of this
Act.

(¢) PLANNING GRANTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than January 1,
2016, the Secretary shall award planning
grants to States for the purpose of devel-
oping proposals to participate in time-lim-
ited demonstration programs described in
subsection (d).

(2) USE OF FUNDS.—A State awarded a plan-
ning grant under this subsection shall—

(A) solicit input with respect to the devel-
opment of such a demonstration program
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from patients, providers, and other stake-
holders;

(B) certify clinics as certified community
behavioral health clinics for purposes of par-
ticipating in a demonstration program con-
ducted under subsection (d); and

(C) establish a prospective payment system
for mental health services furnished by a
certified community behavioral health clinic
participating in a demonstration program
under subsection (d) in accordance with the
guidance issued under subsection (b).

(d) DEMONSTRATION PROGRAMS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than September
1, 2017, the Secretary shall select States to
participate in demonstration programs that
are developed through planning grants
awarded under subsection (c), meet the re-
quirements of this subsection, and represent
a diverse selection of geographic areas, in-
cluding rural and underserved areas.

(2) APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall so-
licit applications to participate in dem-
onstration programs under this subsection
solely from States awarded planning grants
under subsection (c).

(B) REQUIRED INFORMATION.—An applica-
tion for a demonstration program under this
subsection shall include the following:

(i) The target Medicaid population to be
served under the demonstration program.

(ii) A list of participating certified commu-
nity behavioral health clinics.

(iii) Verification that the State has cer-
tified a participating clinic as a certified
community behavioral health clinic in ac-
cordance with the requirements of sub-
section (b).

(iv) A description of the scope of the men-
tal health services available under the State
Medicaid program that will be paid for under
the prospective payment system tested in
the demonstration program.

(v) Verification that the State has agreed
to pay for such services at the rate estab-
lished under the prospective payment sys-
tem.

(vi) Such other information as the Sec-
retary may require relating to the dem-
onstration program including with respect to
determining the soundness of the proposed
prospective payment system.

(3) NUMBER AND LENGTH OF DEMONSTRATION
PROGRAMS.—Not more than 8 States shall be
selected for 2-year demonstration programs
under this subsection.

(4) REQUIREMENTS FOR SELECTING DEM-
ONSTRATION PROGRAMS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall give
preference to selecting demonstration pro-
grams where participating certified commu-
nity behavioral health clinics—

(i) provide the most complete scope of
services described in subsection (a)(2)(D) to
individuals eligible for medical assistance
under the State Medicaid program;

(ii) will improve availability of, access to,
and participation in, services described in
subsection (a)(2)(D) to individuals eligible for
medical assistance under the State Medicaid
program;

(iii) will improve availability of, access to,
and participation in assisted outpatient
mental health treatment in the State; or

(iv) demonstrate the potential to expand
available mental health services in a dem-
onstration area and increase the quality of
such services without increasing net Federal
spending.

(6) PAYMENT FOR MEDICAL ASSISTANCE FOR
MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES PROVIDED BY CER-
TIFIED COMMUNITY BEHAVIORAL HEALTH CLIN-
ICS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pay a
State participating in a demonstration pro-
gram under this subsection the Federal
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matching percentage specified in subpara-
graph (B) for amounts expended by the State
to provide medical assistance for mental
health services described in the demonstra-
tion program application in accordance with
paragraph (2)(B)(iv) that are provided by cer-
tified community behavioral health clinics
to individuals who are enrolled in the State
Medicaid program. Payments to States made
under this paragraph shall be considered to
have been under, and are subject to the re-
quirements of, section 1903 of the Social Se-
curity Act (42 U.S.C. 1396Db).

(B) FEDERAL MATCHING PERCENTAGE.—The
Federal matching percentage specified in
this subparagraph is with respect to medical
assistance described in subparagraph (A)
that is furnished—

(i) to a newly eligible individual described
in paragraph (2) of section 1905(y) of the So-
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396d(y)), the
matching rate applicable under paragraph (1)
of that section; and

(ii) to an individual who is not a newly eli-
gible individual (as so described) but who is
eligible for medical assistance under the
State Medicaid program, the enhanced
FMAP applicable to the State.

(C) LIMITATIONS.—

(i) IN GENERAL.—Payments shall be made
under this paragraph to a State only for
mental health services—

(I) that are described in the demonstration
program application in accordance with
paragraph (2)(iv);

(IT) for which payment is available under
the State Medicaid program; and

(ITI) that are provided to an individual who
is eligible for medical assistance under the
State Medicaid program.

(ii) PROHIBITED PAYMENTS.—No payment
shall be made under this paragraph—

(I) for inpatient care, residential treat-
ment, room and board expenses, or any other
non-ambulatory services, as determined by
the Secretary; or

(IT) with respect to payments made to sat-
ellite facilities of certified community be-
havioral health clinics if such facilities are
established after the date of enactment of
this Act.

(6) WAIVER OF STATEWIDENESS REQUIRE-
MENT.—The Secretary shall waive section
1902(a)(1) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1396a(a)(1)) (relating to statewideness)
as may be necessary to conduct demonstra-
tion programs in accordance with the re-
quirements of this subsection.

(7) ANNUAL REPORTS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year
after the date on which the first State is se-
lected for a demonstration program under
this subsection, and annually thereafter, the
Secretary shall submit to Congress an an-
nual report on the use of funds provided
under all demonstration programs conducted
under this subsection. Each such report shall
include—

(i) an assessment of access to community-
based mental health services under the Med-
icaid program in the area or areas of a State
targeted by a demonstration program com-
pared to other areas of the State;

(ii) an assessment of the quality and scope
of services provided by certified community
behavioral health clinics compared to com-
munity-based mental health services pro-
vided in States not participating in a dem-
onstration program under this subsection
and in areas of a demonstration State that
are not participating in the demonstration
program; and

(iii) an assessment of the impact of the
demonstration programs on the Federal and
State costs of a full range of mental health
services (including inpatient, emergency and
ambulatory services).
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(B) RECOMMENDATIONS.—Not later than De-
cember 31, 2021, the Secretary shall submit
to Congress recommendations concerning
whether the demonstration programs under
this section should be continued, expanded,
modified, or terminated.

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) FEDERALLY-QUALIFIED HEALTH CENTER
SERVICES; FEDERALLY-QUALIFIED HEALTH CEN-
TER; RURAL HEALTH CLINIC SERVICES; RURAL
HEALTH CLINIC.—The terms ‘‘Federally-quali-
fied health center services”, ‘‘Federally-
qualified health center’’, ‘‘rural health clinic
services’’, and ‘‘rural health clinic’’ have the
meanings given those terms in section 1905(1)
of the Social Security Act (42 TU.S.C.
1396d(1)).

(2) ENHANCED FMAP.—The term ‘‘enhanced
FMAP” has the meaning given that term in
section 2105(b) of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1397dd(b)) but without regard to the
second and third sentences of that section.

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary”
means the Secretary of Health and Human
Services.

(4) STATE.—The term ‘‘State” has the
meaning given such term for purposes of
title XIX of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 1396 et seq.).

(f) FUNDING.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Out of any funds in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, there
is appropriated to the Secretary—

(A) for purposes of carrying out sub-
sections (a), (b), and (d)(7), $2,000,000 for fis-
cal year 2014; and

(B) for purposes of awarding planning
grants under subsection (c), $25,000,000 for
fiscal year 2016.

2) AVAILABILITY.—Funds appropriated
under paragraph (1) shall remain available
until expended.

SEC. 224. ASSISTED OUTPATIENT TREATMENT
GRANT PROGRAM FOR INDIVIDUALS
WITH SERIOUS MENTAL ILLNESS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-
tablish a 4-year pilot program to award not
more than 50 grants each year to eligible en-
tities for assisted outpatient treatment pro-
grams for individuals with serious mental
illness.

(b) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall
carry out this section in consultation with
the Director of the National Institute of
Mental Health, the Attorney General of the
United States, the Administrator of the Ad-
ministration for Community Living, and the
Administrator of the Substance Abuse and
Mental Health Services Administration.

(c) SELECTING AMONG APPLICANTS.—The
Secretary—

(1) may only award grants under this sec-
tion to applicants that have not previously
implemented an assisted outpatient treat-
ment program; and

(2) shall evaluate applicants based on their
potential to reduce hospitalization, home-
lessness, incarceration, and interaction with
the criminal justice system while improving
the health and social outcomes of the pa-
tient.

(d) USE OF GRANT.—An assisted outpatient
treatment program funded with a grant
awarded under this section shall include—

(1) evaluating the medical and social needs
of the patients who are participating in the
program;

(2) preparing and executing treatment
plans for such patients that—

(A) include criteria for completion of
court-ordered treatment; and

(B) provide for monitoring of the patient’s
compliance with the treatment plan, includ-
ing compliance with medication and other
treatment regimens;

(3) providing for such patients case man-
agement services that support the treatment
plan;
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(4) ensuring appropriate referrals to med-
ical and social service providers;

(5) evaluating the process for imple-
menting the program to ensure consistency
with the patient’s needs and State law; and

(6) measuring treatment outcomes, includ-
ing health and social outcomes such as rates
of incarceration, health care utilization, and
homelessness.

(e) REPORT.—Not later than the end of each
of fiscal years 2016, 2017, and 2018, the Sec-
retary shall submit a report to the appro-
priate congressional committees on the
grant program under this section. Each such
report shall include an evaluation of the fol-
lowing:

(1) Cost savings and public health out-
comes such as mortality, suicide, substance
abuse, hospitalization, and use of services.

(2) Rates of incarceration by patients.

(3) Rates of homelessness among patients.

(4) Patient and family satisfaction with
program participation.

(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) The term ‘‘assisted outpatient treat-
ment” means medically prescribed mental
health treatment that a patient receives
while living in a community under the terms
of a law authorizing a State or local court to
order such treatment.

(2) The term ‘‘eligible entity” means a
county, city, mental health system, mental
health court, or any other entity with au-
thority under the law of the State in which
the grantee is located to implement, mon-
itor, and oversee assisted outpatient treat-
ment programs.

(3) The term ‘‘Secretary’” means the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services.

(g) FUNDING.—

(1) AMOUNT OF GRANTS.—A grant under this
section shall be in an amount that is not
more than $1,000,000 for each of fiscal years
2015 through 2018. Subject to the preceding
sentence, the Secretary shall determine the
amount of each grant based on the popu-
lation of the area, including estimated pa-
tients, to be served under the grant.

(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $15,000,000 for each of
fiscal years 2015 through 2018.

SEC. 225. EXCLUSION FROM PAYGO SCORECARDS.

(a) STATUTORY PAY-AS-YOU-GO SCORE-
CARDS.—The budgetary effects of this Act
shall not be entered on either PAYGO score-
card maintained pursuant to section 4(d) of
the Statutory Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010.

(b) SENATE PAYGO SCORECARDS.—The
budgetary effects of this Act shall not be en-
tered on any PAYGO scorecard maintained
for purposes of section 201 of S. Con. Res. 21
(110th Congress).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. PITTS) and the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials in the
RECORD on the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.
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I sorely wish I were here getting
ready to vote on a bill that would per-
manently repeal and replace the sus-
tainable growth rate. In this Chamber,
we passed a bill that would do that and
that would have fully offset the cost of
the repeal by delaying a provision of
the Affordable Care Act that the ad-
ministration just keeps delaying itself.
In fact, it was partially delayed again
just yesterday. Unfortunately, we have
reached another doc fix deadline. I be-
lieve that we must act to protect
America’s seniors and ensure that they
can continue to see the doctors whom
they know and trust.

That is why I have introduced legis-
lation that represents a bipartisan-bi-
cameral agreement that will give us
additional time to work out our dif-
ferences and pass permanent repeal. We
are closer than ever to reaching that
goal. We have an agreement on policy.
We need to overcome our differences
about the responsible way to pay for
those new policies. I hope that we can
act before we reach the new deadline of
March 31, 2015. In fact, we should try to
reach a bicameral agreement before
the end of this Congress.

I am glad that Speaker BOEHNER has
offered his continuing support to this
effort. With the House’s having acted,
we hope that the Senate can also pass
an SGR repeal that has real pay-fors.
Then we can begin the process of work-
ing through our differences in a con-
ference committee. I am sponsoring
this bill today because it is my earnest
hope that this is the last patch we will
have to pass, and I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I am sorry, but I simply cannot sup-
port yet another temporary SGR
patch. This bill is bad for seniors, and
it is bad for doctors. We want to
achieve a permanent solution to this
ongoing problem. This bill does noth-
ing to achieve that goal. In fact, it sets
back months and months of hard work.
What we should be considering today is
the bipartisan-bicameral agreement
that my colleagues and I developed.
That bill is what doctors’ groups and
patients’ groups support. That bill can
also be offset without robbing one pro-
vider to pay another provider.

What is before us today doesn’t fix
the problem. It exacerbates it. We had
a true opportunity to finally accom-
plish what our constituents have asked
us to do for a decade, and that is to
pass a permanent repeal of the SGR,
but the Republican leadership is let-
ting that opportunity slip away. I re-
spect my colleague from Pennsylvania,
but I don’t believe that if we pass an-
other patch that we are going to go
back and do a permanent fix. My fear
is, by doing this, we will lose the op-
portunity to do the permanent fix and
that it will simply slip away.

Two weeks ago, the Republicans
brought to the floor our agreement,
and they added a poison pill offset that
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they knew the President and the Sen-
ate would never accept, a delay of crit-
ical Affordable Care Act provisions. All
that accomplished was wasting time,
which has led us to this scenario of
spending another nearly $20 billion on
a patch. Meanwhile, this bill includes
health policies that have never seen
the light of day. Some have been used
as offsets, others as sweeteners, to get
Members to vote for it, but I am not
falling for it. That is no way to govern.
The Senate is actually poised to vote
on our bipartisan agreement that is
fully offset. It does so without cutting
from the health care system, and that
is the bill we should be considering
here today.

Seniors do not want us to kick the
can again for another year. The doctor
community spoke loudly and clearly
yesterday—no more patches. So I say
to my colleagues: let’s not go down
this road again. Instead, let’s come to-
gether and pass a permanent solution.
Let’s get the job done. Vote ‘‘no” on
this bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, at this
time, I am pleased to yield 2 minutes
to the gentleman from Florida (Mr.
BILIRAKIS), an important member of
the Health Subcommittee.

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Thank you, Mr.
Chairman.

Mr. Speaker, the SGR cuts would re-
duce doctors’ compensation for treat-
ing Medicare patients by 24 percent.
Seniors and physicians cannot afford
that, and Congress cannot let it happen
in 5 days.

The legislation before us would patch
the SGR for a year. I support this legis-
lation—of course, reluctantly. Two
weeks ago, the House passed a perma-
nent repeal and replacement of the
SGR that was fully paid for. The fix
provided certainty for doctors who
treat Medicare patients—that is what
they need—and it incentivized and re-
warded doctors to Kkeep seniors
healthy.

The Senate needs to negotiate, Mr.
Speaker. If they don’t like the House
pay-for, come up with one. Let’s come
together and get this done. A patch
isn’t the best solution. We can replace
the SGR, but the Senate has to work
with us. Again, let’s get this done.
Let’s work together, and let’s get it
done for our seniors.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I now
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. MCDERMOTT).

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, ap-
parently, Winston Churchill once said:

Americans will always do the right thing
but only after they have tried everything
else.

Then again, Churchill never tried to
get the doc fix passed in the United
States Congress.

For 10 years, we have been trying to
fix the sustainable growth rate in
Medicare, and for 10 years, we have
kicked the can down the road with 17
different short-term patch votes. The
Protecting Access to Medicare Act of
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2014 is a mixed bag of some important
compromises, like ensuring that there
is an accurate valuation of services of

the Physician Fee Schedule; some
problematic provisions, such as the
end-stage renal disease policy; and

some provisions that have never been
vetted in front of the Congress, in front
of committees—at all. More impor-
tantly, this bill represents our 18th
failure to rebuild the bedrock of the
Medicare program, our 18th failure to
provide America’s seniors with the
safety and security of a permanent fix
to the SGR.

That is why the AMA is voting ‘‘no”’
on this bill. That is why most physi-
cians’ groups are strongly opposed to
this bill. Last night, my office was
flooded with messages from various
physician groups.

I, for one, still believe in finding the
will to do what is right. I, for one, am
dedicated to the principle of seizing the
moment and accomplishing big things
on behalf of the American people. We
thought we were going to do it this
time.

When it comes to this mixed-bag
piece of legislation, cooked up in the
dead of night, put on the Web at 2 min-
utes before midnight a couple of days
ago, revised several times since—not
much more than 48 hours ago this stuff
started—I vote ‘‘no.” Enough with try-
ing everything else. It is time to do
what is right—a permanent doc fix that
is argued, debated, agreed upon. It is
what our seniors need. It is what our
doctors need to help them manage
their practices. It is what our Nation
needs and deserves.

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

We have groups who have expressed
support for this bill: the American
Clinical Laboratory Association; the
American College of Radiology; Easter
Seals; the Family Research Council;
the Juvenile Diabetes Research Foun-
dation; the Medical Imaging and Tech-
nology Alliance, MITA; the National
Abstinence Education Association; the
Pennsylvania Partnerships for Chil-
dren; the Pew Charitable Trusts; the
ZERO to THREE: National Center on
Infants, Toddlers, and Families;
AdvaMed, among others.

I would urge Members to seriously
consider this.

Mr. Speaker, at this time, I am
pleased to yield such time as he may
consume to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. UPTON), the chairman of the
Energy and Commerce Committee.

Mr. UPTON. I thank the distin-
guished chair of the Health Sub-
committee.

Mr. Speaker, here we are at the very
end of when the doc fix expires, March
31. That is next week. We have tried in
a very responsible way for many
months to try and resolve this issue,
and I commend my friend Mr. WAXMAN
and others for passing our bill out of
committee last summer at 51-0. I think
it was Speaker BOEHNER who said he
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didn’t think we could honor Mother Te-
resa for sainthood with a vote like
that.

I commend my good friend Mr. CAMP
from Michigan and SANDY LEVIN, the
gentleman from Michigan, who is on
the floor now, as we worked together
and worked with the Senate as well to
actually lock in place a bill on literally
the last day that Chairman BAUCUS was
in the United States Senate in order to
try and resolve this, and we knew all
along that we were going to have to
have a pay-for. Here in the House a
couple weeks ago, we passed a bill,
somewhat on partisan lines, I know—it
was not 100 percent on either side—but
we passed a 10-year fix with a pay-for.

Now, I had a great ninth grade civics
teacher, Mr. Denekas, who is no longer
with us. He is with the Lord. I will tell
you, as I sit down with my students as
I did this week—a lot of them are here
in town, my Close Up groups and oth-
ers—and as I speak to my high schools
and colleges, they know there is never
such a thing, maybe, as a perfect bill.
One of the first lessons in civics is that
you pass a bill in the House, and you
pass a bill in the Senate, and they are
always different. You go to conference,
and you work out the differences, and
it comes back.

Nobody wants this expiration of the
doc fix—nobody. It hurts our physician
community. They care about the folks
that they treat. Literally, they are
going to have almost a 30 percent re-
duction cut as early as next week in
the services that they provide. Let’s
think about our most vulnerable, too—
our seniors. They have got those doctor
appointments, and they want to be
there. Maybe, with a 30 percent cut,
those physicians will say: Gosh, we just
can’t do this. That appointment is can-
celed. We are going to just stop serving
Medicare patients—period—those over
65.

We don’t want that. We don’t want
that hurting our most vulnerable. So
we passed here in the House a couple of
weeks ago a 10-year bill. The response
from the Senate is—nothing. Yes, we
have had some discussions. We have
talked with Senator WYDEN, a former
member of our committee. He is dili-
gently trying to get something done,
but they have got no bill ready for pas-
sage on the Senate floor that matches
what we did to go to conference. They
have got nothing. There is a lot of talk
about maybe just doing a bill without
a pay-for or some phony savings. That
is not what this House is about. It is a
lot of money, and we have some rules
in the House that you have got to have
a pay-for for it, and that is the real dif-
ficulty in trying to get things done.

So here we are at the end of the
week. The cuts come in next Tuesday,
April 1, so we are trying to send an-
other offer to the Senate. If you are
not going to take the 10-year fix, let’s
try a 1l-year fix. It is paid for. It is
about $20 billion, and there are a num-
ber of little provisions that are in there
that, I think, are important, again, in
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working with all sides. Last night, we
were somewhat surprised that a num-
ber of groups came out against it, but
the alternative is that the door gets
shut. We don’t have a backup plan, all
right?

This is the bill. If we can get 290
votes—everybody is here—a two-thirds
vote, that is great. We will send yet an-
other offer to the Senate, and they can
choose either one. They can take our
10-year bill. They can take a 1l-year
bill. They can pass something different,
and we can go to conference. I must
say that this bill is now a 1-year bill,
but it doesn’t stop us from still trying
to negotiate something for a perma-
nent fix, because that is what every
one of us wants. It doesn’t stop us from
getting that done, but at least it stops
what otherwise will be the denial of
services to the most vulnerable, our
seniors, who may not understand what
is happening. It continues the process
moving forward.

We have got a couple of options that
we are teeing up, but, obviously, we
have to pass it today, here, with a two-
thirds vote. Then let the Senate decide
which alternative or it can pass some-
thing else, but pass something so that
we can go to conference; but if that
happens, then the doc fix is not fixed,
and for however long that period is the
cuts go into place. It would be nice if
we could actually pass this by voice.
What do you think? It will get us off
the dime, and, again, we will toss it to
the Senate to try and get it done. No
one wants it to expire, but without one
of these two bills, it expires, and we
don’t want that to happen.

I would urge my colleagues on both
sides of the aisle—my friend Mr. PAL-
LONE, my friend Mr. WAXMAN, and oth-
ers—because, yes, we need to get this
done. It is the best that we can do right
now, and there is not a plan B for next
week.

Mr. Speaker, the specter of physician cuts
under Medicare, or SGR, has been an unwel-
come threat to seniors’ access to quality
health care well for over a decade. | rise in
support of Chairman PITTS’ H.R. 4302, the
Protecting Access to Medicare Act, so we can
ensure that seniors’ access to quality health
care is not jeopardized as we continue the ef-
fort to permanently resolving this broken sys-
tem.

While we’re not yet over the finish line, we
are closer than ever before. Republicans and
Democrats of the House and Senate have
agreed to the policy of a permanent solution,
and this chamber has already passed a bipar-
tisan, fully paid-for bill that would make it a re-
ality.

We understand that our colleagues in the
Senate may have a different vision for next
steps, and we’d be happy to meet with them
to find a package of true offsets that we can
all get behind. But, while we wait for the Sen-
ate to join us, it is important for us to keep the
promises we have made to seniors who de-
pend on the Medicare program.

By coming together with this patch, we will
ensure that care will be there when Medicare
beneficiaries need it. This package prevents
the scheduled 24 percent cut in payment
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rates, updates the rate through the end of the
year, and maintains many of the so-called ex-
tenders programs for another year, including
the Special Diabetes Program and abstinence
program. Finally, it includes important mental
health provisions like the Assistant Outpatient
Treatment program from Chairman MURPHY’S
H.R. 3717, the Helping Families in Mental
Health Crisis Act of 2013. All of this is
achieved in a fiscally responsible manner, sav-
ing $1.2 billion while we continue to strive for
our permanent solution.

Our work is far from done, but today we re-
store some certainty to our seniors that their
trusted doctor will be available when they are
in need of care.

| ask my colleagues to support this bill.
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Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. BLUMENAUER).

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Thank you, Mr.
PALLONE.

Mr. Speaker, I cannot express my dis-
appointment with the proposed addi-
tional temporary patch to the sustain-
able growth rate, or the SGR—the ‘‘doc
fix.”

This was a contrived solution from
the very beginning, and it has morphed
into a shameful annual ritual, dis-
rupting the provision of medical serv-
ices in this country, as the parade of
medical professionals come to Wash-
ington, D.C., to plead with us to not do
something crazy.

It is simply, today, an accounting
sleight of hand. It is a power play and
a fundraising tool, to be sure, that dis-
rupts the practice of medicine.

We have absolutely no intention of
ever having the SGR cut occur, but we
are not going to allow a reduction on
that order of magnitude. We will find
some sort of adjustment, as we always
have, that will not be satisfactory and
will continue the uncertainty and the
indignity that is inflicted on people in
the health care space and, more impor-
tant, on the people that they serve.

If you want to actually cut health
care spending, we could do so. And if
we would stop this charade of meaning-
less gestures of repealing the Afford-
able Care Act and actually get down to
cases, fine-tuning, and moving forward,
we could be there.

There are a range of potential sav-
ings within the health care space that
is acknowledged by virtually every-
body in the industry and every expert
that has looked at it. But it can’t be
done in a cavalier fashion according to
some ritualistic formula, and it can’t
be done overnight, and it is going to re-
quire a steady hand, including politi-
cians acting like grownups.

In the meantime, I think it is impor-
tant to stop this travesty.

Remember, when we had a similar
pointless exercise with the alternative
minimum tax, realizing that the sup-
posed savings were not real, that the
full bite would never take effect, what
did we do? We didn’t “‘pay for it,” we fi-
nally reset the budget baseline and
moved on.
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That is exactly what we should do
with the SGR, and then deal meaning-
fully with the adjustments in accel-
erating health care reform, not a 54th
time to repeal the Affordable Care Act.

We should be rewarding people who
are providing high-value care and find-
ing ways to be more efficient, and ad-
justing the system to slowly squeeze
out our areas of inefficiency. It won’t
be easy, but it is definitely within our
capacity—and it is already starting
around the country.

Maybe Congress should consider de-
bating this issue with an open rule, al-
lowing everybody to come to the floor
to speak, to offer amendments, to de-
bate it fully, and see what we can come
up with. It won’t be any worse.

Let’s end this charade, give the
health care space some certainty, and
get down to work being a full partner
in the reform and enhancement of our
health care system.

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire of the time remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
DUNCAN of Tennessee). The gentleman
from Pennsylvania has 1042 minutes re-
maining. The gentleman from New Jer-
sey has 12% minutes remaining.

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, can I in-
quire of the minority how many speak-
ers they have left?

Mr. PALLONE. I have at least two
left.

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. WAXMAN), the ranking
member of the Energy and Commerce
Committee.

Mr. WAXMAN. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding to me.
Mr. Speaker, today, Congress will

vote on yet another patch to the Medi-
care physician payment system. But it
should not be that way. We need a per-
manent fix.

Earlier this year, we seemed on track
for a permanent fix. We reached a bi-
partisan agreement on what a perma-
nent fix should look like. That bill was
introduced by both Republican and
Democratic leaders: Mr. CAMP, Mr.
UpTON, Dr. BURGESS, Mr. LEVIN, my-
self, Mr. PALLONE, Senator BAUCUS, and
Senator HATCH. That bipartisan bill is
broadly supported by physician and pa-
tient groups.

That bill would not cut providers or
beneficiaries to fix payments to physi-
cians, and that bill would fix this prob-
lem permanently. The bill before us
today is not a permanent fix. It is a
short-term fix.

Two weeks ago, Republicans brought
up a bipartisan bill with a poison pill
offset for the permanent fix that under-
mines reform for low-income families.
That was 2 weeks wasted, where we
could have worked towards a perma-
nent solution.

I have heard my Republican col-
leagues say it is too hard to find offsets
or we don’t have enough time to come
up with the offsets to get a permanent
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bill done. Let’s not forget, Republicans
do not insist on offsets for things they
really care about. Trillions in tax cuts
for the wealthy? No need to offset that.
A Medicare prescription drug bill that
costs far more than this permanent fix
to the SGR? No need to offset that. But
when we talk about protecting seniors’
access to their doctors, their answer is
different.

Mr. Speaker, I would urge that, in
the end, this is a vote Members will
need to make up their own minds on.
We may end up being forced to support
a short-term patch, but I am not ready
to concede that yet.

I am not ready to support this bill
that is before us. Let’s keep working
on getting a permanent solution.

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I continue
to reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. LEVIN), the ranking member
of the Ways and Means Committee.

(Mr. LEVIN asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, let me de-
scribe briefly the challenge before us.

This bill is very disappointing. The
three committees have worked on a bi-
partisan basis to put together a bill
that would address once and for all
SGR and would reform the payment
system. Indeed, it would transform this
bill that we worked on on a bipartisan
basis—the physician payment system—
into one that is more acceptable for
high quality care, rewards value, and
provides needed stability for providers
and beneficiaries.

The bill has a much larger cost than
this patch, though patches themselves
are expensive.

In response to the chairman of the
Energy and Commerce Committee, I
want to make a few comments.

There has been no serious discussion
all of these weeks about how we would
pay for the permanent fix. There has
been a dereliction of responsibility.

Also, what has happened here is this
patch is a product that hasn’t gone
through the legislative process. In-
stead, it is a complex $20 billion bill
with no public hearing, no committee
hearings, and no regular order.

The draft of the bill became publicly
available at midnight Tuesday, and
there were flaws, so it was refiled, and
we got this bill just 24 hours ago.

This present legislation contains a
completely new, unvetted lab payment
system. It undermines delivery system
reforms for dialysis patients. It in-
cludes promising policy to hold nursing
homes accountable for patient care but
fails to include key protections to min-
imize discrimination against certain
patients.

In a few words, we deserve better,
and we need to do better.

As a result, a large number of physi-
cian groups have expressed their oppo-
sition to this.

What this bill does today is miss the
opportunity to do full-scale repeal and
replace the physician payment system.
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The Senate still needs to vote on a
permanent fix. The chairman of the
Energy and Commerce Committee said,
We passed that kind of bill. Yes, the 10-
year fix was a partisan bill that had no
chance of passage in the Senate. It has
zero chance of passage. The Senate still
plans, as I understand, to vote on a per-
manent fix. We should let the Senate
process unfold. We have more time to
get this right.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. PALLONE. I yield the gentleman
an additional 1 minute.

Mr. LEVIN. It is not correct that, if
we don’t act today, there will be any
impact on seniors. We could let the
Senate act to try to do something per-
manently and come back next week, if
we have to, and take up this bill.

So this is the challenge before us. We
are here once again doing something
that is very temporary, that is very,
very expensive, and we are failing to
step up to the plate on permanent re-
form and a permanent fix, and doing it
with a legislative process with a prod-
uct that has not gone through com-
mittee, has had no public hearings, has
had no real airing. We should not be
acting blindly.

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I continue
to reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. PELOSI), the Democratic
leader.

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding. I also
thank him for his leadership on issues
that relate to the health and well-being
of the American people. I also com-
mend the leadership of the previous
speaker, Mr WAXMAN, and our ranking
member on the Ways and Means com-
mittee, Mr. LEVIN. They have been two
champions on the subject of health
care in America—and doing so in a fis-
cally sound way.

While I appreciate and share the con-
cerns here—and I will speak to that—I
do think that we have to think care-
fully about the decision that we make.
I know that they have.

The leadership is bringing this bill to
the floor on a short fuse, with an expi-
ration date of March 31, without most
people in this room having ever seen
what is in the bill, which is a missed
opportunity.

We should be considering right now a
bill that would permanently speak to
the SGR. For those in the public, I
know it is inside baseball talk, SGR.
That is the rate that docs are com-
pensated for treating Medicare pa-
tients.

So don’t think of SGR—think of the
patients. That is what we are doing
here. Think of the certainty that they
need in terms of their health care, and
that is our seniors. Think of the cer-
tainty that a permanent fix, paid for or
not—but let’s say paid for—would
mean to remove the uncertainty from
this debate.

The American Medical Association is
opposed to this bill that is on the floor
today because it is a patch.

The
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How many times have you heard peo-
ple talk about a Band-Aid? We are just
putting a Band-Aid on it. We are not
getting to the underlying challenge
that we face. This is a Band-Aid, and
that is why the docs oppose this patch.

I did hear the distinguished gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS)
say, If you don’t like these pay-fors,
suggest your own. Well, we have sug-
gested our own. It is called OCO. It is
the Overseas Contingency Operations.
The Republicans said that is a gim-
mick, but it wasn’t a gimmick when
you put it in the Ryan budget. It is in
the Ryan budget. So it works for you
where it works for you, but you don’t
want to put it to work for America’s
seniors.
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So here is the thing. The Senate ma-
jority and the House majority came to-
gether to produce this patch—this
Band-Aid. It is the wrong way to go. It
does not address the underlying prob-
lem.

We could have done that. We have
been trying to do it for 10 years, and it
is always, always, always something
that the Republican majority has
backed away from and limited and
done on a short fuse.

There are so many things that are
wrong with this bill, but the simple
fact is that the clock is ticking, and on
March 31, it is bad news for seniors and
for the doctors who treat them and the
Medicare program.

Our seniors depend on Medicare.
They depend on Medicare, and this is a
weakening of it. It is just the same old-
same old let’s see what we can do to
find some pay-fors that really under-
mine the health and well-being of the
American people.

Those same pay-fors, done properly,
could be part of a permanent fix, but
instead, they are part of the Band-Aid.
So this is all to say to my colleagues:
you are going to have to make your de-
cision as you weigh the equities.

Is it better to just succumb to what
we have, no matter how mediocre and
how missed an opportunity it is? Or is
it better to say: Let’s hold out until
our Republican colleagues agree to the
full SGR, essentially, a fix forever, paid
for by OCO?

It is really important to note the fol-
lowing: the shorter the fix, the more
expensive it is. We have been seeing
that year in and year out. If we had
dealt with this, say, 6, 7 years ago, it
would have cost much less than it is to
patch 1 year to the next, sometimes
less than a year to the next.

This is not about reducing the def-
icit. It is not about the good health of
the American people. It is just an ideo-
logical reality that we have to deal
with from the Republican side of the
aisle.

So when the docs—the AMA—says,
We are opposed to this, vote it down,
that is important to us. I say to them,
Talk to your Republican friends, they
have the power to do a permanent fix
paid for by OCO; they refuse to do it.
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So we have something less good that
we can do for the American people, and
if this sounds a little confusing, it is
because it is; and Members have to
make the decision as to whether they
will vote for this, just because we are
forced into it, or whether they want to
hold out for something much better.

This would be a more appropriate de-
bate a month ago, where the clock does
not run out over the weekend, but this
is a tactic. It is a technique used by the
majority to force the hand without the
proper weighing of equities in all of it.

So, my colleagues, I just urge you to
try to weigh those equities. I, myself,
come down on the side of supporting
the legislation because, frankly, I be-
lieve that any uncertainty in the
minds of our seniors about their ability
to see their doctors will certainly be—
the Republicans will say this is because
of the Affordable Care Act, and I just
don’t want to give them another oppor-
tunity to misrepresent what this is
about.

If the Affordable Care Act never ex-
isted, we would still be here debating
SGR. They are two separate subjects;
but as we know, any excuse will do to
undermine the great legislation that
the Affordable Care Act was about, life,
a healthier life, the liberty of people to
pursue their happiness because they
had the freedom to do so—better qual-
ity, lower cost, more accessibility.

So that is how I come to the conclu-
sion of let’s not give them another
false claim. Let’s just get this done,
but let us not give up on the prospect,
even before this expires, of having a
long-term, permanent fix to SGR.

It makes all the sense in the world. It
has no partisanship about it. It is sen-
sible, and it will cost less to do more
for our seniors. The challenge is there.
The solution is clear. The Republicans
have rejected it, so we are at their
mercy.

My conclusion is to vote ‘‘yes.” Mem-
bers will have to come to their own
conclusions on it. I, frankly, wish that
the Republicans, in their power, would
have brought the bill to the floor under
a rule, so we could have a proper de-
bate on it, instead of requiring a 290-
vote requirement to pass it.

With the shortness of receiving this
information, only this morning, Mem-
bers are finding out what it is. It is
really hard to predict who will vote
pro, who will vote con, who will vote
“‘aye,” who will vote ‘‘no.”” This is real-
ly a silly decision to bring this to the
floor in this form when we know the
path that is much better.

I am not going to give you another
reason to go out there and make your
claims about the Affordable Care Act,
which have no basis in fact.

With that, I urge my colleagues to
pray over it, as I will.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania has 10%
minutes remaining. The gentleman
from New Jersey has 5 minutes remain-
ing.

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire of the minority how many speak-
ers they have left?

March 27, 2014

We are prepared to close.

Mr. PALLONE. At this time, I have
one more speaker.

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I continue
to reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. COURTNEY), a member of
the Armed Services Committee.

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, I just
wanted to follow up on a point that
Leader PELOSI just made regarding the
OCO account, the Overseas Contin-
gency Operations account, which, at
Armed Services, we are dealing with
actually right now.

The President came over with his
OCO request for this year of $80 billion.
This funds the troops over in Afghani-
stan, the 34,000 that are still fighting
courageously to defend our country.

At the end of this year, the projec-
tion is that that troop level will be
brought down to, at the highest level of
10,000, possibly even lower, and combat
missions, for all intents and purposes,
are going to come to an end.

As the Congressional Budget Office
has demonstrated over and over again,
they will score savings with the OCO
drawdown that is going to happen at
the end of this year. Indeed, the Ryan
budget has used those OCO savings to
help balance its own priorities, so this
is not funny money. This is not hypo-
thetical.

Anyone who has been on a CODEL
over to Afghanistan knows we are
spending money over there, and start-
ing next year, we are going to spend a
lot less money because of the change in
our deployments over in Afghanistan.

The cost of the permanent fix to SGR
is $135 billion over the next 10 years.
You only need a portion of the OCO ac-
count to permanently fix SGR, and ev-
erybody who has even come close to
discussing this issue knows that in this
building.

Hopefully, the Senate, when they
take this up next week, are going to
move forward with a permanent fix
using totally valid, verified savings by
the Congressional Budget Office in the
0OCO account.

It is a peace dividend, in terms of
drawing down from Afghanistan, that
we can finally stabilize the Medicare
system by making sure that fees are
not going to be subjected to this an-
nual cliff that, again, denies access in
far too many cases in doctors’ offices
all across the country.

So, again, I just want to emphasize
the point that it is not like we are pow-
erless here to come up with an SGR fix
for which there is bipartisan support,
using verifiable, valid savings by the
Congressional Budget Office in the OCO
account.

Our brave soldiers are going to be
drawing down closer to the end of this
year to zero. We can use those savings
to fix America’s health care system.

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I am pre-
pared to close. I will continue to re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, do I
still have 3 minutes?
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes. The
gentleman from New Jersey has 3 min-
utes remaining.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

First of all, Mr. Speaker, I would like
to point out and I would like to enter
into the RECORD a letter from the
American Medical Association and
many, many other physicians’ groups,
as well as State medical societies, in
opposition to the legislation.

Let me just read the first paragraph.
It is addressed to the Speaker and to
the Democratic leader. It says:

On behalf of the undersigned physician or-
ganizations, we are writing to express our
strong opposition to H.R. 4302, and we urge
you to vote against the bill when it is con-
sidered on the floor.

Again, that is from the AMA, many
specialty doctor groups, and a number
of State medical societies.

I would also point out that it is my
strong belief—and I know that my
chairman of the subcommittee dis-
agrees on this, but it is my strong be-
lief that if this bill passes, that we will
not have an opportunity to bring up
the larger permanent fix. We will not
negotiate that. I doubt very much that
that would be the case.

MARCH 26, 2014.
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker, House of Representatives, Washington,
DC.
Hon. NANCY PELOSI,
Minority Leader, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SPEAKER BOEHNER AND REPRESENTA-
TIVE PELOSI: On behalf of the undersigned
physician organizations, we are writing to
express our strong opposition to H.R. 4302,
the ‘“‘Protecting Access to Medicare Act of
2014, and we urge you to vote against the
bill when it is considered on the floor.

Instead of reforming the Medicare physi-
cian payment system, Congress seems intent
on imposing yet another round of arbitrary
provider payment reductions to maintain a
corrosive policy that essentially every Mem-
ber of Congress says should be scrapped. Im-
portantly, by selectively choosing cost sav-
ings proposals that were included in the bi-
partisan, bicameral policy framework set
forth in H.R. 4015 and S. 2000, the bill being
considered would undermine future passage
of that framework and add to the instability
that now impedes the development and adop-
tion of health care delivery and payment in-
novations that can strengthen the Medicare
program.

It appears that an unprecedented, bipar-
tisan agreement on Medicare reform is on
the verge of being cast aside because elected
leaders are unwilling to make tough choices
to strengthen programs serving 50 million
Americans. We strongly urge Members to
vote against this legislation and renew our
call for all parties to engage in good faith,
bipartisan efforts to enact the physician pay-
ment and delivery system reform policy con-
tained in H.R. 4015/S. 2000, the SGR Repeal
and Medicare Provider Payment Moderniza-
tion Act. The endless cycle of short-term
remedies that serve to support a failed policy
are no longer acceptable.

Sincerely,

American Medical Association; American
Academy of Allergy, Asthma & Immunology;
American Academy of Dermatology Associa-
tion; American Academy of Neurology;
American Academy of Ophthalmology;
American Academy of Otolaryngology—Head
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and Neck Surgery; American Academy of
Physical Medicine & Rehabilitation; Amer-
ican Academy of Sleep Medicine; American
Association for Geriatric Psychiatry; Amer-
ican Association of Hip and Knee Surgeons;
American Association of Orthopaedic Sur-
geons; American College of Emergency Phy-
sicians; American College of Gastro-
enterology; American College of Mohs Sur-
gery; American College of Occupational and
Environmental Medicine; American College
of Osteopathic Family Physicians; American
College of Osteopathic Internists; American
College of Osteopathic Surgeons; American
College of Phlebology; American College of
Physicians.

American College of Surgeons; American
Congress of Obstetricians and Gynecologists;
American Gastroenterological Association;
American Geriatrics Society; American
Orthopaedic Foot and Ankle Society; Amer-
ican Osteopathic Association; American Pe-
diatric Surgical Association; American Soci-
ety for Dermatologic Surgery Association;
American Society for Gastrointestinal En-
doscopy; American Society for Reproductive
Medicine; American Society of Cataract and
Refractive Surgery; American Society of
Disability Evaluating Physicians; American
Society of General Surgeons; American Soci-
ety of Hematology; American Society of Ne-
phrology; American Urogynecologic Society;
American Urological Association; College of
American Pathologists; Infectious Diseases
Society of America; Medical Group Manage-
ment Association.

National Association of Medical Exam-
iners; North American Spine Society; Na-
tional Association of Spine Specialists;
Renal Physicians Association; Society of
Cardiovascular Angiography and Interven-
tions; Society of Critical Care Medicine; So-
ciety of Gynecologic Oncology; Society of
Hospital Medicine; Society of Thoracic Sur-
geons; Alaska State Medical Association; Ar-
kansas Medical Society; Connecticut State
Medical Society; Medical Society of the Dis-
trict of Columbia; Medical Association of
Georgia; Hawaii Medical Association; Idaho
Medical Association; Illinois State Medical
Society; Indiana State Medical Association;
Iowa Medical Society; Kentucky Medical As-
sociation; Maine Medical Association.

Massachusetts Medical Society; Michigan
State Medical Society; Minnesota Medical
Association; Mississippi State Medical Asso-
ciation; Missouri State Medical Association;
Montana Medical Association; Nebraska
Medical Association; Nevada State Medical
Association; Medical Society of the State of
New York; North Dakota Medical Associa-
tion; Ohio State Medical Association; Oregon
Medical Association; Pennsylvania Medical
Society; Rhode Island Medical Society;
South Dakota State Medical Association;
Utah Medical Association; Vermont Medical
Society; Medical Society of Virginia; Wash-
ington State Medical Association; Wisconsin
Medical Society; Wyoming Medical Society.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER),
our Democratic whip.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, perhaps we ought to
have a criteria of everybody who has
read this bill can vote on it. My bet is
there would be very few Members who
would be able to vote on this bill.

This is an 8-page summary of this bill
with probably 50 paragraphs in it about
changes that have been effected in the
Medicare system. None of us know
what the substance of this bill is.

We had a lot of rhetoric in 2010 about
reading the bills. I challenge any Mem-
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ber to come up here and say: I have
read this bill.

I am for a permanent fix in the sus-
tainable growth rate for doctors. I have
pledged that for the last 4 or 5 years.
We have a bipartisan agreement to ef-
fect that exact end; but, as so often is
the case, we do not have the courage to
rationally fund that agreement. That
is why America is in trouble fiscally.
This is a game unworthy of this insti-
tution and of the American people.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
the balance of my time to the Demo-
cratic whip.

Mr. HOYER. It is unfortunate that
we have been put in this position with
less than 48 hours’ notice of what is in
this bill to do something that all of us
know needs to be done.

The doctors of America, at least the
organized doctors of America, have
said vote ‘‘no”’ on this bill because they
know, we know, The Wall Street Jour-
nal knows, we have to fix this perma-
nently, not patch it every year. It is a
fraud. Both sides have committed that
fraud, and we ought to stop it.

We ought to fix this. Americans
ought to expect us to fix it. The doc-
tors expect us to fix it. Seniors expect
us to fix it. What a lamentable fact
that we cannot summon the courage
and the judgment and the wisdom to do
just that.

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I want to read out the title of a blast
that I just received from The Heritage
Foundation. Some of our Members
might be interested in this. ““A tem-
porary SGR patch is better than per-
manent deficits in support of the bill.”

My colleagues, this morning, seniors
are watching. This is not a game. We
are thinking of seniors and certainty
for them. A vote ‘‘no”’ today is a vote
against seniors. We are not voting for
the AMA today. We are voting for or
against seniors today.

We will continue to work with all of
our might for a permanent repeal of
SGR. We have worked on this for 3
years. We must get there as soon as
possible, but we are at a deadline, and
this is the last vote we will have.

If you vote ‘‘no’’ on this bill, you are
voting for more uncertainty. You are
voting for a cut to doctor reimburse-
ment. You are voting against seniors.

Let us vote for seniors this morning.
Vote for H.R. 4302.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, | rise in opposi-
tion to H.R. 4302, the Protecting Access to
Medicare Act of 2014. It is embarrassing that
a year of hard work on a permanent replace-
ment for the Sustainable Growth Rate is being
thrown in the trash can for yet another politi-
cally motivated short-term fix. The American
people sent us here to solve our nation’s prob-
lems, not kick the can down the road yet
again. Now is the time for a permanent solu-
tion to this annual problem, and the legislation
before us today does nothing to give our sen-
iors and our doctors any certainty moving for-
ward.

The
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Everyone in this body agrees that we need
to start rewarding our doctors for the quality of
their work rather than the quantity of their
work. After months of hearings in the House
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in
conjunction with our colleagues on the House
Committee on Ways and Means and the Sen-
ate Committee on Finance, we put our heads
together and came up with a common-sense
proposal to pay our doctors under Medicare
for the next decade. Everyone agrees that this
policy makes sense and should be adopted.
We have work to do to find pay-fors for the
legislation, but that is not an insurmountable
task. Congress should be moving full steam
ahead to find offsets for the policy we all
agree on, rather than doing yet another short-
term patch that will make a permanent fix
more expensive and ultimately harder to at-
tain.

Our constituents are tired of gimmickry and
want real results. We should not have to deal
with this issue on an annual basis. | urge my
colleagues to join me in voting against H.R.
4302 and instead come together to find the
necessary offsets to make a permanent fix to
the Sustainable Growth Rate a reality.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, | oppose this bill
because we need to provide a permanent so-
lution rather than just a band-aid approach to
maintaining seniors’ access to quality health
care.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise to
speak in opposition to H.R. 4302, the so-
called “Protecting Access to Medicare Act,”
which extends current Medicare physician re-
imbursement rates for one year.

| strongly support providing adequate com-
pensation to our physicians who serve Medi-
care patients. Medicare patients in every state
make up 10% or more of those who have
health insurance.

| oppose H.R. 4302 because it does not
provide a long-term fix for Medicare payments
to physicians, and the misvalued services
under the physician payment system has not
been addressed.

The core purpose of the bill is found in its
name, the “Sustainable Growth Rate,” but that
purpose is not being met because the reim-
bursement rate to physicians is not sustain-
able for a robust medical care safety net for
our nation’s seniors.

CMS has made changes to the Medicare
Physician Fee Schedule and other Medicare
payment policies to improve efficiency and ac-
curacy in Medicare payment and the quality of
care for our beneficiaries.

CMS has improved payment for primary
care services, while enhancing efforts to ad-
dress payment for misvalued services under
the physician payment system.

CMS has begun to implement important de-
livery system reforms included in the Afford-
able Care Act, which includes the value-based
payment modifier that provides incentives for
physicians and physician groups to furnish
high-quality, efficient care.

Congress needs to do its part in imple-
menting a reimbursement rate that reflects the
reality of providing the care our nation’s sen-
iors need and expect.

Medicare patients and the medical pay-
ments made to their physicians and medical
service providers’ is critical to our nation’s
health care economy.

It is important for our seniors to know that
Medicare will be there when they need it. But
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it is equally important that there are physicians
who are willing to attend to them without going
broke.

That is why we have a Sustainable Growth
Rate or “SGR.” Medicare reimbursement en-
ables rural physicians and hospitals to remain
open for business.

This bill should not impose another round of
arbitrary provider payment reductions to main-
tain a dysfunctional policy that many member
of this House knows should be ended.

This bill undermines the future passage of
the framework that was part of the original bi-
partisan SGR bill that the House had the
chance to vote on earlier this month.

We should return to that bill and pass it
without any gimmicks so that the moderniza-
tion of the Medicare health care delivery and
payment innovations that can strengthen the
program can be implemented.

Mr. Speaker, | have always strongly sup-
ported providing adequate compensation to
our physicians who serve Medicare patients
because it is important for our seniors to know
that Medicare will be there when they need it.

Thus, it is critical that we not disrupt timely
and adequate payment to Medicare providers.

The bill before us will provide payment cer-
tainty for one year, but only for one year. This
is not acceptable—if we do not press the
issue of reform now—when will it be ad-
dressed?

This is better than nothing but what must
really be done to provide our seniors and phy-
sicians the certainty and security they deserve
is to reach an agreement on a permanent re-
placement for the SGR that is fair, respon-
sible, and fiscally sustainable.

Instead of wasting time trying to repeal, im-
pede, or undermine the Affordable Care Act,
or making it more difficult for physicians who
care for the elderly we should be working to-
gether to reach an agreement on a permanent
replacement for the SGR and the $138 billion
in offsets needed to pay for that legislation.

That is what the American people sent us
here to do.

J 1030

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
PiTTs) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4302, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I object to
the vote on the ground that a quorum
is not present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

———
UKRAINE SUPPORT ACT

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 4278) to support the independ-
ence, sovereignty, and territorial in-
tegrity of Ukraine, and for other pur-
poses, as amended.
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The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 4278

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE AND TABLE OF CON-
TENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘“Ukraine Support Act”.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title and table of contents.
Sec. 2. United States policy.

TITLE I—ASSISTANCE PROVISIONS

Sec. 101. Support for democratic governance

and civil society in Ukraine.

Sec. 102. Economic reform in Ukraine.

Sec. 103. United States international pro-
gramming to Ukraine and
neighboring regions.

Overseas Private Investment Cor-
poration.

Enhanced assistance for law en-
forcement and the judicial sys-
tem in Ukraine.

Enhanced security cooperation
among Central and Eastern Eu-
ropean NATO member states.

United States-Ukraine security as-
sistance.

Recovery of assets linked to cor-
ruption in Ukraine.

109. European Bank for Reconstruction

and Development.

Sec. 110. Offset.

TITLE II—SANCTIONS PROVISIONS

Sec. 201. Continuation in effect of sanctions
with respect to the blocking of
certain persons contributing to
the situation in Ukraine.

Imposition of additional sanctions
on persons responsible for vio-
lence or who undermine the
independence, sovereignty, or
territorial or economic integ-
rity of Ukraine.

Imposition of additional sanctions
on persons complicit in or re-
sponsible for significant corrup-
tion in the Russian Federation.

Report on certain foreign financial
institutions.

Sense of Congress on human rights
in the Russian Federation.

Certification described and submis-
sion to Congress.

Sense of Congress on suspension of
all activities and meetings of
the NATO-Russia Council.

Sec. 208. Definitions.

TITLE III-REPORTING PROVISIONS

Sec. 301. Annual report on security develop-
ments in the Russian Federa-
tion and their effects on
Ukrainian sovereignty.

Sec. 302. Presidential determination and re-
port on compliance by Russian
Federation of its obligations
under INF Treaty.

Sec. 303. Report on geopolitical impact of

energy exports.

Amendment to the Iran, North
Korea, and Syria Nonprolifera-
tion Act.

SEC. 2. UNITED STATES POLICY.

It is the policy of the United States—

(1) to support the right of the people of
Ukraine to freely determine their future, in-
cluding their country’s relationship with
other nations and international organiza-
tions, without interference, intimidation, or
coercion by other countries;

(2) to support the people of Ukraine in
their desire to address endemic corruption,

Sec. 104.

Sec. 105.

Sec. 106.

Sec. 107.

Sec. 108.

Sec.

Sec. 202.

Sec. 203.

Sec. 204.

Sec. 205.
Sec. 206.

Sec. 207.

Sec. 304.
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consolidate democracy,
tained prosperity;

(3) to support the efforts of the Govern-
ment of Ukraine to bring to justice those re-
sponsible for the acts of violence against
peaceful protestors and other unprovoked
acts of violence related to the anti-govern-
ment protests that began on November 21,
2013;

(4) to support the efforts of the Govern-
ment of Ukraine to identify, investigate, re-
cover, and return to the Ukrainian state as-
sets unaccounted for under the leadership
and departure from Ukraine of former Presi-
dent Yanukovych, his family, and other cur-
rent and former members of the Ukrainian
government, along with others legitimately
charged by government authorities with
similar offenses;

(5) to assist the Government of Ukraine in
preparations for the presidential election
scheduled for May 25, 2014, and to participate
in efforts to ensure that this election is con-
ducted in accordance with international
standards;

(6) to promote democratic values, trans-
parent and accountable government institu-
tions, and advance United States national
security interests through United States
international broadcasting, including the
Voice of America and Radio Free Europe/
Radio Liberty (RFE/RL), Incorporated;

(7) to support needed economic structural
reforms in Ukraine, including in the fiscal,
energy, pension, and banking sectors, among
others;

(8) to support energy diversification initia-
tives to reduce Russian control of energy
supplies to Ukraine and other European
countries, including United States pro-
motion of increased natural gas exports to,
and energy efficiency in, Ukraine, which
could be enhanced by advances in new energy
technologies;

(9) to condemn the armed intervention of
the Russian Federation in Ukraine, includ-
ing its continuing political, economic, and
military aggression against that country;

(10) to work with United States allies and
partners in Europe and around the world, in-
cluding at the United Nations, to ensure that
all nations refuse to recognize the illegal an-
nexation of Crimea by the Russian Federa-
tion and reaffirm the independence, sov-
ereignty, and territorial integrity of
Ukraine;

(11) to refuse to recognize the legitimacy of
the illegal referendum in Crimea on March
16, 2014, on the status of that region of
Ukraine, which was held under conditions of
occupation and coercion by Russian forces;

(12) to support the deployment of inter-
national monitors to Ukraine to assess the
current status of its territorial integrity and
the safety of all people in Ukraine;

(13) to encourage the Government of
Ukraine to continue to respect and protect
the rights of all ethnic, religious, and lin-
guistic minorities;

(14) to encourage the Government of
Ukraine to promote and protect the human
rights, as recognized by the Universal Dec-
laration of Human Rights, of all individuals
as they seek freedom, democracy, and equal-
ity under the law;

(15) to work with United States allies and
partners to condemn any violation by Rus-
sian Federation occupation forces or their
proxies of the rights of ethnic, religious, and
linguistic minorities in Crimea, including
the region’s Tatar population;

(16) to call on all Ukrainians to respect the
legitimate government authorities, as well
as all Ukrainian laws and the Constitution of
Ukraine in all regions of Ukraine, including
Crimea;

(17) to maintain existing sanctions against
and consider all available options for further

and achieve sus-
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sanctions on the Russian Federation until
Ukrainian sovereignty, independence, and
territorial integrity are not being violated
by the Russian Federation; and

(18) to honor and abide by its commitments
undertaken pursuant to Article 5 of the
North Atlantic Treaty, signed at Wash-
ington, District of Columbia, on April 4, 1949,
and entered into force on August 24, 1949.

TITLE I—ASSISTANCE PROVISIONS
SEC. 101. SUPPORT FOR DEMOCRATIC GOVERN-
ANCE AND CIVIL SOCIETY IN
UKRAINE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The President is author-
ized and encouraged to provide assistance to
support democracy and civil society, includ-
ing community-based and faith-based organi-
zations, in Ukraine by undertaking the ac-
tivities described in subsection (b).

(b) ACTIVITIES DESCRIBED.—The activities
described in this subsection are—

(1) improving democratic
transparency, accountability,
and anti-corruption efforts;

(2) supporting Ukrainian efforts to foster
greater unity among people and regions of
the country, combat anti-Semitism and dis-
crimination, and promote respect for reli-
gious freedom;

(3) supporting the people and Government
of Ukraine in preparing to conduct and par-
ticipate in free and fair elections, including
through domestic and international election
monitoring;

(4) assisting Ukraine in diversifying its
economy, trade, and energy supplies, includ-
ing at the national, regional, and local lev-
els;

(5) strengthening democratic institutions
and political and civil society organizations;
and

(6) expanding free and unfettered access to
independent media of all kinds in Ukraine
and assisting with the protection of journal-
ists and civil society activists who have been
targeted for free speech activities.

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to the
President $50,000,000 for fiscal year 2014 to
carry out this section.

SEC. 102. ECONOMIC REFORM IN UKRAINE.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the
lowing:

(1) The Ukrainian economy is weak and
vulnerable, as evidenced by short-term debt
interest rates as high as 15 percent, a high
proportion of foreign exchange-denominated
government debt that will mature in 2014
and 2015, a banking sector with non-per-
forming loans at the high level of 14 percent,
a financing gap which the Government of
Ukraine has estimated will amount to $35
billion over the next two years, and a large
underground economy. This economic condi-
tion undermines democratic prospects in
Ukraine.

(2) Years of poor economic management
and performance have undermined and may
continue to undermine political stability
and unity within Ukraine.

(3) On March 6, 2014, the House of Rep-
resentatives passed H.R. 4152, to redirect pre-
viously appropriated funds to cover the cost
of roughly $1 billion in loan guarantees for
Ukraine.

(b) STATEMENT OF PoLIicY.—It shall be the
policy of the United States to work with
other countries and international institu-
tions to stabilize the Ukrainian economy,
while promoting critically needed structural
economic reforms in Ukraine, including—

(1) cutting the massive natural gas sub-
sidies that have led to market inefficiencies;

(2) reducing the bloated public sector;

(3) maintaining a market-determined ex-
change rate;

(4) strengthening the vulnerable banking
sector;

governance,
rule of law,

fol-
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(5) promoting a robust, independent, and
impartial judiciary, due process, and uni-
form application of law; and

(6) reducing corruption, such as by sup-
porting reform efforts of the Government of
Ukraine to pass legislation related to greater
accountability for government officials,
greater protection of private property, and
increased transparency of government funds.

(c) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that loan guarantees provided by
the United States for Ukraine should be used
to promote government, banking and energy
sector reform, and anti-corruption efforts in
Ukraine.

SEC. 103. UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL PRO-
GRAMMING TO UKRAINE AND
NEIGHBORING REGIONS.

(a) FINDINGS AND DECLARATIONS.—Congress
finds and declares the following:

(1) The Russian Government has delib-
erately blocked the Ukrainian people’s ac-
cess to uncensored sources of information
and has provided alternative news and infor-
mation that is both inaccurate and inflam-
matory.

(2) United States international program-
ming exists to advance the United States in-
terests and values by presenting accurate
and comprehensive news and information,
which is the foundation for democratic gov-
ernance.

(3) The opinions and views of the Ukrain-
ian people, especially those people located in
the eastern regions and Crimea, are not
being accurately represented in Russian
dominated mass media.

(4) Russian forces have seized more than
five television stations in Crimea and taken
over transmissions, switching to a 24/7 Rus-
sian propaganda format; this increase in pro-
gramming augments the already robust pro-
Russian programming to Ukraine.

(56) United States international program-
ming has the potential to combat this anti-
democratic propaganda.

(b) PROGRAMMING.—Radio Free Europe/
Radio Liberty (RFE/RL), Incorporated, and
the Voice of America service to Ukraine and
neighboring regions shall—

(1) provide news and information that is
accessible, credible, and accurate;

(2) emphasize investigative and analytical
journalism to highlight inconsistencies and
misinformation provided by Russian or pro-
Russian media outlets;

(3) prioritize programming to areas where
access to uncensored sources of information
is limited or non-existent, especially popu-
lations serviced by Russian supported media
outlets;

(4) increase the number of reporters and or-
ganizational presence in eastern Ukraine, es-
pecially in Crimea;

(5) promote democratic processes, respect
for human rights, freedom of the press, and
territorial sovereignty; and

(6) take necessary preparatory steps to
continue and increase programming and con-
tent that promotes democracy and govern-
ment transparency in Russia.

(¢c) PROGRAMMING SURGE.—RFE/RL, Incor-
porated, and Voice of America programming
to Ukraine and neighboring regions shall—

(1) prioritize programming to eastern
Ukraine, including Crimea, and Moldova,
and to ethnic and linguistic Russian popu-
lations, as well as to Tatar minorities;

(2) prioritize news and information that di-
rectly contributes to the target audiences’
understanding of political and economic de-
velopments in Ukraine and Moldova, includ-
ing countering misinformation that may
originate from other news outlets, especially
Russian supported news outlets;
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(3) provide programming content 24 hours a
day, seven days a week to target popu-
lations, using all available and effective dis-
tribution outlets, including—

(A) at least 8 weekly hours of total original
television and video content in Ukrainian,
Russian, and Tatar languages, not inclusive
of live video streaming coverage of breaking
news, to be distributed on satellite, digital,
and through regional television affiliates by
the Voice of America; and

(B) at least 14 weekly hours the total audio
content in Ukrainian, Russian, and Tatar
languages to be distributed on satellite, dig-
ital, and through regional radio affiliates of
RFE/RL, Incorporated;

(4) expand the use, audience, and audience
engagement of mobile news and multimedia
platforms by RFE/RL, Incorporated, and the
Voice of America, including through Inter-
net-based social networking platforms; and

(5) partner with private sector broad-
casters and affiliates to seek and start co-
production for new, original content, when
possible, to increase distribution.

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated for
fiscal year 2014, in addition to funds other-
wise made available for such purposes, up to
$10,000,000 to carry out programming in the
Ukrainian, Balkan, Russian, and Tatar lan-
guage services of RFE/RL, Incorporated, and
the Voice of America, for the purpose of bol-
stering existing United States programming
to the people of Ukraine and neighboring re-
gions, and increasing programming capacity
and jamming circumvention technology to
overcome any disruptions to service.

(e) REPORT.—Not later than 15 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Broadcasting Board of Governors shall sub-
mit to the Committees on Foreign Affairs
and Appropriations of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committees on Foreign
Relations and Appropriations of the Senate a
detailed report on plans to increase broad-
casts pursuant to subsections (a) and (b).

SEC. 104. OVERSEAS PRIVATE INVESTMENT COR-
PORATION.

It is the sense of Congress that the Over-
seas Private Investment Corporation should
prioritize investments in Ukraine.

SEC. 105. ENHANCED ASSISTANCE FOR LAW EN-
FORCEMENT AND THE JUDICIAL
SYSTEM IN UKRAINE.

(a) STATEMENT OF PoLIicY.—It shall be the
policy of the United States—

(1) to assist Ukraine to eliminate the
human rights abuses associated with the
Berkut forces in order to foster a democrat-
ically reformed police force with strong pub-
lic oversight, which is critical to fostering
political unity and stability throughout
Ukraine; and

(2) to assist Ukraine to develop a robust,
independent, and impartial judicial system
at national, regional, and local levels, which
is essential to ensure that the rights of all
citizens are respected, and maintain appro-
priate checks and balances between the co-
equal branches of government.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated
$8,000,000 for fiscal year 2014 to enhance
United States efforts to assist Ukraine to
strengthen law enforcement capabilities and
maintain the rule of law.

SEC. 106. ENHANCED SECURITY COOPERATION
AMONG CENTRAL AND EASTERN EU-
ROPEAN NATO MEMBER STATES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of State,
in consultation with the heads of other ap-
propriate United States departments and
agencies, shall seek to provide enhanced se-
curity cooperation with Central and Eastern
European North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion (NATO) member states by undertaking
the activities described in subsection (b).
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(b) ACTIVITIES DESCRIBED.—The activities
described in this subsection are—

(1) enhancing existing security coopera-
tion, including defense and military-to-mili-
tary cooperation, among Central and East-
ern European NATO member states;

(2) enhancing security relationships among
the United States, the European Union, and
Central and Eastern European NATO mem-
ber states;

(3) providing defense articles, defense serv-
ices, and military training to Central and
Eastern European NATO member states;

(4) expanding the scope and frequency of
military exercises among Central and East-
ern European NATO member states; and

(5) supporting greater reform, profes-
sionalism, and capacity-building efforts
within the military, intelligence, and secu-
rity services in Central and Eastern Euro-
pean NATO member states.

SEC. 107. UNITED STATES-UKRAINE SECURITY AS-
SISTANCE.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that—

(1) in fiscal year 2013 the United States
provided Ukraine with nearly $2,000,000 in as-
sistance under chapter 5 of part II of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2347 et
seq.; relating to International Military Edu-
cation Training) and nearly $7,000,000 in as-
sistance under section 23 of the Arms Export
Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2763; relating to the
Foreign Military Financing Program); and

(2) Ukraine has been a longstanding mem-
ber of NATO’s Partnership for Peace.

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) United States assistance to Ukraine
under chapter 5 of part II of the Foreign As-
sistance Act of 1961 and section 23 of the
Arms Export Control Act should be in-
creased;

(2) consistent with section 506(a) of the
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C.
2318(a)), the President is encouraged to draw
down defense articles from the stocks of the
Department of Defense, in order to provide
security assistance, which could include
communication equipment, clothing, fuel
and other forms of appropriate assistance, to
the Government of Ukraine; and

(3) the Government of Ukraine should
make greater efforts to secure the protection
of classified information and military equip-
ment.

(c) STATEMENT OF PoLIcY.—It shall be the
policy of the United States, in consultation
with the Government of Ukraine, to enhance
Ukraine’s self defense, including through ap-
propriate assistance to improve the capabili-
ties of the country’s armed forces.

(d) REVIEW OF SECURITY ASSISTANCE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary of State, in consultation with
the heads of other appropriate United States
departments and agencies, shall submit to
Congress a report on the results of a review
of all United States security assistance to
the Government of Ukraine.

(2) ForRM.—The report required by para-
graph (1) shall be submitted in unclassified
form but may contain a classified annex.
SEC. 108. RECOVERY OF ASSETS LINKED TO COR-

RUPTION IN UKRAINE.

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that the Administration should
provide expedited assistance to the Govern-
ment of Ukraine through appropriate United
States Government and multilateral pro-
grams, including the Department of Justice’s
Kleptocracy Asset Recovery Initiative, the
Egmont Group, the Stolen Asset Recovery
Initiative, the Camden Asset Recovery Inter-
Agency Network, and the Asset Recovery
Focal Point Initiative, to identify, inves-
tigate, secure, and recover assets missing
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from the Government of Ukraine or linked to
purported acts of corruption by former Presi-
dent Viktor Yanukovych, members of his
family, other former or current senior for-
eign political figures of the Government of
Ukraine, and their accomplices in any juris-
diction.

(b) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term
‘“‘senior foreign political figure’ has the
meaning given the term in section 208.

SEC. 109. EUROPEAN BANK FOR RECONSTRUC-
TION AND DEVELOPMENT.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds the fol-
lowing:

(1) Article 1 of the Agreement Establishing
the European Bank for Reconstruction and
Development (EBRD) states that the EBRD
should support investments in countries that
are committed to and applying the principles
of multiparty democracy, pluralism, and
market economics, and the EBRD has recog-
nized that Russian ‘‘progress in the applica-
tion of these principles ... has been un-
even’’.

(2) Russia received 21 percent of the invest-
ments made by the EBRD in 2013, which is
more than any other country received from
the EBRD in that year, and has received an
inordinate ratio of investment from the
EBRD since the 2006 Capital Resources Re-
view.

(b) SENSE OF THE CONGRESS.—It is the sense
of the Congress that the European Bank for
Reconstruction and Development (EBRD)
should increase investments in Ukraine and
cease new investments in the Russian Fed-
eration, and the United States Government
should press the EBRD to support new in-
vestment in Ukraine and halt consideration
of new investment in Russia.

SEC. 110. OFFSET.

Section 102(a) of the Enhanced Partnership
with Pakistan Act of 2009 (22 U.S.C. 8412(a);
Public Law 111-73; 123 Stat. 2068) is amended
by striking ‘$1,500,000,000° and inserting
¢$1,430,000,000"".

TITLE II—SANCTIONS PROVISIONS
SEC. 201. CONTINUATION IN EFFECT OF SANC-
TIONS WITH RESPECT TO THE
BLOCKING OF CERTAIN PERSONS
CONTRIBUTING TO THE SITUATION
IN UKRAINE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—United States sanctions
described in subsection (b), as in effect on
the day before the date of the enactment of
this Act, shall remain in effect until the ear-
lier of—

(1) the date that is 90 days after the date
on which the President submits to the appro-
priate congressional committees the certifi-
cation described in subsection (a) of section
206 in accordance with subsection (b) of such
section; or

(2) the date that is 30 days after any date
subsequent to January 1, 2020, on which the
President submits to the appropriate con-
gressional committees in writing a deter-
mination that the termination of such sanc-
tions imposed is in the vital national secu-
rity interests of the United States.

(b) SANCTIONS DESCRIBED.—United States
sanctions described in this subsection are
sanctions imposed under the following exec-
utive orders:

(1) Executive Order 13660 (March 6, 2014; re-
lating to blocking property of certain per-
sons contributing to the situation in
Ukraine).

(2) Executive Order 13661 (March 16, 2014;
relating to blocking property of additional
persons contributing to the situation in
Ukraine).

(3) Executive Order 13662 (March 20, 2014;
relating to blocking property of additional
persons contributing to the situation in
Ukraine).
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SEC. 202. IMPOSITION OF ADDITIONAL SANC-
TIONS ON PERSONS RESPONSIBLE
FOR VIOLENCE OR WHO UNDERMINE
THE INDEPENDENCE, SOVEREIGNTY,
OR TERRITORIAL OR ECONOMIC IN-
TEGRITY OF UKRAINE.

(a) STATEMENT OF PoLIicY.—It shall be the
policy of the United States to impose sanc-
tions with respect to those individuals with-
in and outside of the Government of the Rus-
sian Federation whom the President deter-
mines wields significant influence over the
formation and implementation of Russian
foreign policy, in particular with respect to
the violation of Ukraine’s sovereignty, de-
mocracy, and territorial integrity.

(b) CRITERIA FOR IMPOSITION OF SANC-
TIONS.—A foreign person or an alien is sub-
ject to sanctions under subsection (c) in ac-
cordance with the provisions of such sub-
section if the foreign person or alien, on or
after November 21, 2013—

(1) is knowingly responsible for or
complicit in, or engaged in, directly or indi-
rectly—

(A) actions that significantly undermine
democratic processes or institutions in
Ukraine;

(B) actions that significantly threaten the

peace, security, stability, sovereignty, or
territorial integrity of Ukraine;
(C) acts of significant corruption in

Ukraine, or the seizure or expropriation of
significant economic assets from UKraine,
including the expropriation of private or
state assets for personal gain, or the facilita-
tion or transfer of the proceeds of such ex-
propriation to foreign jurisdictions; or

(D) the commission of serious human
rights abuses against citizens of Ukraine or
citizens of the Russian Federation;

(2) is a current or former senior foreign po-
litical figure of the Government of the Rus-
sian Federation who has engaged in any ac-
tivity described in paragraph (1);

(3) operates in the arms or related materiel
sector in the Russian Federation that has
engaged in any activity described in para-
graph (1);

(4) is a current or former senior foreign po-
litical figure of an entity that has, or whose
members have, knowingly engaged in any ac-
tivity described in paragraph (1), (2), or (3) or
of an entity whose property and interests in
property are blocked pursuant to this sec-
tion;

(5) has knowingly materially assisted,
sponsored, or provided financial, material, or
technological support for, or goods or serv-
ices to or in support of, any activity de-
scribed in paragraph (1), (2), or (3) or of any
person whose property and interests in prop-
erty are blocked pursuant to this section; or

(6) is owned or controlled by, or has acted
or purported to act for or on behalf of, di-
rectly or indirectly, any person whose prop-
erty and interests in property are blocked
pursuant to this section.

(¢) SANCTIONS DESCRIBED.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The sanctions described in
this subsection are the following:

(A) ASSET BLOCKING.—With respect to a for-
eign person who the President, acting
through the Secretary of the Treasury and in
consultation with the Secretary of State (or
their designees), determines meets the re-
quirements described in subsection (b) (and,
if the President determines such foreign per-
son is a senior foreign political figure, such
foreign person is not included in the classi-
fied annex of a report submitted to the ap-
propriate congressional committees under
subsection (e)(1)), the President, acting
through the Secretary of the Treasury and in
consultation with the Secretary of State (or
their designees), shall to the extent nec-
essary investigate, block during the pend-
ency of an investigation, regulate, direct and
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compel, nullify, void, prevent or prohibit,
any acquisition, holding, withholding, use,
transfer, withdrawal, transportation, or ex-
portation of, or dealing in, or exercising any
right, power, or privilege with respect to, or
transactions involving, any property or in-
terests in property of such person to the ex-
tent such property or interests in property
are subject to the jurisdiction of the United
States, pursuant to the applicable provisions
of the International Emergency Economic
Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.).

(B) ALIENS INELIGIBLE FOR VISAS, ADMIS-
SION, OR PAROLE.—

(i) VISAS, ADMISSION, OR PAROLE.—An alien
who the Secretary of State or the Secretary
of Homeland Security (or a designee of one of
such Secretaries) knows, or has reason to be-
lieve, meets any of the criteria described in
subsection (b) is—

(I) inadmissible to the United States;

(IT) ineligible to receive a visa or other
documentation to enter the United States;
and

(ITI) otherwise ineligible to be admitted or
paroled into the United States or to receive
any other benefit under the Immigration and
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101 et seq.).

(i1) CURRENT VISAS REVOKED.—

(I) IN GENERAL.—The issuing consular offi-
cer, the Secretary of State, or the Secretary
of Homeland Security (or a designee of one of
such Secretaries) shall revoke any visa or
other entry documentation issued to an alien
who meets any of the criteria described in
subsection (b), regardless of when issued.

(IT) EFFECT OF REVOCATION.—A revocation
under subclause (I)—

(aa) shall take effect immediately; and

(bb) shall automatically cancel any other
valid visa or entry documentation that is in
the alien’s possession.

(2) PENALTIES.—A person that violates, at-
tempts to violate, conspires to violate, or
causes a violation of paragraph (1)(A) or any
regulation, license, or order issued to carry
out paragraph (1)(A) shall be subject to the
penalties set forth in subsections (b) and (c)
of section 206 of the International Emer-
gency Economic Powers Act (60 U.S.C. 1705)
to the same extent as a person that commits
an unlawful act described in subsection (a) of
that section.

(3) REGULATORY AUTHORITY.—The President
shall, not later than 90 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act, promulgate regu-
lations as necessary for the implementation
of this section.

(4) EXCEPTION TO COMPLY WITH UNITED NA-
TIONS HEADQUARTERS AGREEMENT.—Sanctions
under paragraph (1)(B) shall not apply to an
alien if admitting the alien into the United
States is necessary to permit the United
States to comply with the Agreement re-
garding the Headquarters of the United Na-
tions, signed at Lake Success June 26, 1947,
and entered into force November 21, 1947, be-
tween the United Nations and the United
States, or other applicable international ob-
ligations.

(5) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this
section shall be construed to limit the au-
thority of the President to impose additional
sanctions pursuant to the International
Emergency Economic Powers Act (50 U.S.C.
1701 et seq.), relevant executive orders, regu-
lations, or other provisions of law.

(d) WAIVER.—The President may waive the
application of sanctions under subsection (c¢)
with respect to a foreign person or alien if
the President—

(1) determines that such a waiver is vital
to the national interest of the United States;
and

(2) not less than 15 days after the waiver
takes effect, submits to the appropriate con-
gressional committees a notice of the waiver
and a justification for such waiver.
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(e) REPORT.—

(1) REPORT REQUIRED.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
and at least once every 180 days thereafter
for a period not to exceed 2 years, the Sec-
retary of State, in consultation with the
Secretary of the Treasury, shall submit to
the appropriate congressional committees a
detailed report with respect to senior foreign
political figures of the Russian Federation
that have been determined to have engaged
in activities described in subsection (b).

(B) FOorRM.—The report required by subpara-
graph (A) shall be submitted in unclassified
form but may contain a classified annex.

(2) REQUESTS BY CHAIRPERSON AND RANKING
MEMBER OF APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COM-
MITTEES.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days
after receiving a written request from the
chairperson and ranking member of one of
the appropriate congressional committees
with respect to whether a senior foreign po-
litical figure of the Russian Federation is re-
sponsible for engaging in activities described
in subsection (b), the President shall submit
a response to the chairperson and ranking
member of the committee which made the
request with respect to the status of the per-
son.

(B) FORM.—The President may submit a re-
sponse required by subparagraph (A) in clas-
sified form if the President determines that
it is necessary for the national security in-
terests of the United States to do so.

(f) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) ADMITTED.—The term ‘‘admitted’” has
the meaning given such term in section
101(a)(13)(A) of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(a)(13)(A)).

(2) ALIEN.—The term ‘‘alien” has the
meaning given such term in section 101(a)(3)
of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8
U.S.C. 1101(a)(3)).

(3) FINANCIAL INSTITUTION.—The term ‘‘fi-
nancial institution” has the meaning given
that term in section 5312 of title 31, United
States Code.

(4) FOREIGN PERSON.—The term
person’ means—

(A) an individual who is not a United
States person;

(B) a corporation, partnership,
nongovernmental entity which
United States person; or

(C) any representative, agent or instru-
mentality of, or an individual working on be-
half of a foreign government.

(5) PAROLED.—The term ‘‘paroled’” means
paroled into the United States under section
212(d)(5) of the Immigration and Nationality
Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(d)(5)).

(6) UNITED STATES PERSON.—The
““United States person’ means—

(A) a United States citizen or an alien law-
fully admitted for permanent residence to
the United States; or

(B) an entity organized under the laws of
the United States or of any jurisdiction
within the United States, including a foreign
branch of such an entity.

‘“‘foreign

or other
is not a

term

(g) TERMINATION.—This section and any
sanction imposed by this section shall re-
main in effect until the earlier of—

(1) the date that is 90 days after the date
on which the President submits to the appro-
priate congressional committees the certifi-
cation described in subsection (a) of section
206 in accordance with subsection (b) of such
section; or

(2) the date that is 30 days after any date
subsequent to January 1, 2020, on which the
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President submits to the appropriate con-
gressional committees in writing a deter-
mination that the termination of this sec-
tion and the sanctions imposed by this sec-
tion is in the vital national security inter-
ests of the United States.
SEC. 203. IMPOSITION OF ADDITIONAL SANC-
TIONS ON PERSONS COMPLICIT IN
OR RESPONSIBLE FOR SIGNIFICANT
CORRUPTION IN THE RUSSIAN FED-
ERATION.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress
lowing:

(1) On March 20, 2014, the Department of
the Treasury designated four individuals and
one financial institution for acting for or on
behalf of or materially assisting, sponsoring,
or providing financial, material, or techno-
logical support for, or goods or services to or
in support of, a senior official of the Govern-
ment of the Russian Federation.

(2) Widespread corruption at senior levels
of the Government of the Russian Federa-
tion, in combination with the suppression of
political freedoms and the concentration of
enormous wealth in the hands of individuals
exercising extensive influence over govern-
ment policy, has contributed to the estab-
lishment of an authoritarian system that
does not respect the rights of the Russian
people.

(b) AUTHORITY FOR IMPOSITION OF SANC-
TIONS.—

(1) ASSET BLOCKING.—The President, acting
through the Secretary of the Treasury and in
consultation with the Secretary of State (or
their designees), is authorized to impose
sanctions described in paragraph (1)(A) of
section 202(c) in accordance with the provi-
sions of such section against a foreign person
if the foreign person is a senior foreign polit-
ical figure or a close associate of such senior
foreign political figure with respect to whom
the President, acting through the Secretary
of the Treasury and in consultation with the
Secretary of State (or their designees), de-
termines meets one or more of the criteria
described in subsection (c).

(2) ALIENS INELIGIBLE FOR VISAS, ADMISSION,
OR PAROLE.—The Secretary of State or the
Secretary of Homeland Security (or a des-
ignee of one of such Secretaries) is author-
ized to impose sanctions described in para-
graph (1)(B) of section 202(c) in accordance
with the provisions of such section against
an alien if the alien is a senior foreign polit-
ical figure or a close associate of such senior
foreign political figure with respect to whom
the Secretary of State or the Secretary of
Homeland Security (or a designee of one of
such Secretaries) knows, or has reason to be-
lieve, meets one or more of the criteria de-
scribed in subsection (c).

(¢c) CRITERIA FOR IMPOSITION OF SANC-
TIONS.—The criteria described in this sub-
section are the following:

(1) The foreign person or alien is respon-
sible for, or complicit in, or responsible for
ordering, controlling, or otherwise directing,
acts of significant corruption in the Russian
Federation, including the expropriation of
private or public assets for personal gain,
corruption related to government contracts
or the extraction of natural resources, brib-
ery, or the facilitation or transfer of the pro-
ceeds of corruption to foreign jurisdictions.

(2) The foreign person or alien has materi-
ally assisted, sponsored, or provided finan-
cial, material, or technological support for,
or goods or services in support of, an act de-
scribed in paragraph (1).

(d) WAIVER.—The waiver provisions of sub-
section (d) of section 202 shall apply with re-
spect to this section and any sanction im-
posed by this section to the same extent and
in the same manner as such waiver provi-
sions apply to section 202 and any sanction
imposed by such section.

finds the fol-
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(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the terms
‘‘foreign person’’ and ‘‘alien’” have the mean-
ings given such terms in section 202(f).

SEC. 204. REPORT ON CERTAIN FOREIGN FINAN-
CIAL INSTITUTIONS.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds
lowing:

(1) On February 26, 2014, the Department of
the Treasury’s Financial Crimes Enforce-
ment Network advised United States finan-
cial institutions of their responsibility to
take reasonable, risk-based steps regarding
the potential suspicious movement of assets
related to Viktor Yanukovych departing
Kyiv and abdicating his responsibilities and
other senior officials resigning from their
positions or departing Kyiv.

(2) United States financial institutions are
required to apply enhanced scrutiny to pri-
vate banking accounts held by or on behalf
of senior foreign political figures and to
monitor transactions that could potentially
represent misappropriated or diverted state
assets, the proceeds of bribery or other ille-
gal payments, or other public corruption
proceeds.

(3) On March 3, 2014, the Government of
Ukraine announced that it had initiated
criminal proceedings against a number of
former Ukrainian officials or close associ-
ates of former Ukrainian officials.

(4) On March 5, 2014, the European Union,
based on information from Ukraine’s Pros-
ecutor General, issued a Council Regulation
requiring the European Union to freeze the
funds and economic resources of various
former Ukrainian officials and their close as-
sociates.

(5) The Government of Canada has taken
similar action against the same individuals.

(6) The measures being taken against these
former Ukrainian officials and their close as-
sociates increase the risk that they will seek
to move their assets in a deceptive fashion.

(7) Foreign financial institutions should
apply similar, enhanced due-diligence and re-
porting requirements.

(8) The United States has a strong interest
in seeing the international financial system
protected from illicit financial activity, in-
cluding money laundering, terrorism and
proliferation financing, transnational orga-
nized crime, and the misappropriation of
state assets, and international sanctions
evasion, among others.

(9) The Department of the Treasury pos-
sesses a range of authorities to insulate the
United States financial system from entities
or jurisdictions that pose an illicit financing
risk.

(b) STATEMENT OF PoLICY.—It shall be the
policy of the United States to use all of its
regulatory and statutory authorities to
closely scrutinize all foreign financial insti-
tutions, including those in the Russian Fed-
eration, that may be complicit in enabling
foreign persons and transnational criminal
enterprises to evade or otherwise circumvent
United States and international sanctions,
launder the proceeds of criminal activity, fi-
nance acts of terrorism and the proliferation
of weapons of mass destruction, or any other
illicit activity that presents risks and
vulnerabilities to the United States financial
system.

(¢) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
and every 180 days thereafter for a period not
to exceed 2 years, the Secretary of State and
the Secretary of the Treasury shall jointly
submit to the appropriate congressional
committees a report on—

(A) foreign financial institutions that are
in direct control of Government of Ukraine
state-owned or controlled assets in a manner
determined by the Secretary of State and
the Secretary of the Treasury to be contrary

the fol-
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to the interests of the Government of
Ukraine;

(B) foreign financial institutions deter-
mined by the Secretary of State and the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to be complicit in il-
licit financial activity, including money
laundering, terrorism and proliferation fi-
nancing, transnational organized crime, or
misappropriation of state assets, that are—

(i) organized under the laws of the Russian
Federation; or

(ii) owned or controlled by a foreign person
described in section 202(b); and

(C) foreign financial institutions that are
directly or indirectly assisting or otherwise
aiding the violation of Ukrainian sov-
ereignty, independence, and territorial in-
tegrity, including the Crimea.

(2) FOrRM.—The report required to be sub-
mitted under this subsection shall be sub-
mitted in an unclassified form, to the extent
appropriate, but may include a classified
annex.

SEC. 205. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON HUMAN
RIGHTS IN THE RUSSIAN FEDERA-
TION.

It is the sense of Congress that the Presi-
dent should greatly expand the list of 18 Rus-
sian officials and others published on April
12, 2013, who were engaged in actions de-
scribed in section 404 of the Sergei
Magnitsky Rule of Law Accountability Act
of 2012 (title IV of Public Law 112-208; 22
U.S.C. 5811) regarding the death of Sergei
Magnitsky, illegal activity by officials of the
Government of the Russian Federation, or
violations of human rights and other of-
fenses in Russia.

SEC. 206. CERTIFICATION DESCRIBED AND SUB-
MISSION TO CONGRESS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—A certification described
in this section is a certification of the Presi-
dent to Congress that Ukrainian sov-
ereignty, independence, and territorial in-
tegrity is not being violated by the Russian
Federation or any other state actor.

(b) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The President shall sub-
mit the certification described in subsection
(a) to the appropriate congressional commit-
tees in writing and shall include a justifica-
tion for the certification.

(2) FORM OF CERTIFICATION.—The certifi-
cation described in subsection (a) shall be
submitted in unclassified form but may con-
tain a classified annex.

SEC. 207. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON SUSPENSION
OF ALL ACTIVITIES AND MEETINGS
OF THE NATO-RUSSIA COUNCIL.

It is the sense of Congress that the United
States should work to temporarily suspend
all activities and meetings of the NATO-Rus-
sia Council.

SEC. 208. DEFINITIONS.

In this title:

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—Except as otherwise provided, the
term ‘‘appropriate congressional commit-
tees’” means—

(A) the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the
Committee on Financial Services, the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, and the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary of the House of Rep-
resentatives; and

(B) Committee on Foreign Relations, the
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban
Affairs, and the Committee on the Judiciary
of the Senate.

(2) SENIOR FOREIGN POLITICAL FIGURE.—The
term ‘‘senior foreign political figure’ has
the meaning given the term in section
1010.605 of title 31, Code of Federal Regula-
tions.
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TITLE III—REPORTING PROVISIONS
SEC. 301. ANNUAL REPORT ON SECURITY DEVEL-
OPMENTS IN THE RUSSIAN FEDERA-
TION AND THEIR EFFECTS ON
UKRAINIAN SOVEREIGNTY.

(a) REPORT.—Not later than September 30,
2014, and September 30 of each year there-
after through 2020, the Secretary of State
shall submit to the specified congressional
committees a report, in both classified and
unclassified form, on the current and future
security and foreign policy posture of the
Russian Federation (in this section referred
to as “Russia’’).

(b) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—The report
required under subsection (a) shall include
the following:

(1) An assessment of the security situation
in regions neighboring Russia, including Cri-
mea.

(2) The goals and factors shaping the secu-
rity strategy of the Government of Russia,
including potential annexation of non-Rus-
sian territory.

(3) Trends in Russian security behavior
that would be designed to achieve, or that
are consistent with, the goals described in
paragraph (2).

(4) An assessment of the global and re-
gional security objectives of the Government
of Russia, including objectives that would af-
fect the North Atlantic Treaty Organization,
the Middle East, or the People’s Republic of
China.

(5) A detailed assessment of the sizes, loca-
tions, and capabilities of the nuclear, special
operations, land, sea, and air forces of the
Government of Russia and how they affect
neighboring countries, including Ukraine.

(6) Developments in Russian military doc-
trine and training and whether the develop-
ments have differed from before the annex-
ation of Crimea.

(7) Other security developments involving
Russia that the Secretary of State considers
relevant to United States national security.

(c) SPECIFIED CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEES
DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘speci-
fied congressional committees’ means—

(1) the Committee on Foreign Affairs and
the Committee on Armed Services of the
House of Representatives; and

(2) the Committee on Foreign Relations
and the Committee on Armed Services of the
Senate.
SEC. 302. PRESIDENTIAL DETERMINATION AND

REPORT ON COMPLIANCE BY RUS-

SIAN FEDERATION OF ITS OBLIGA-

TIONS UNDER INF TREATY.

(a) FINDING.—Congress finds that there are
reports that the Russian Federation is in
material breach of its obligations under the
Treaty Between the United States of Amer-
ica and the Union of Soviet Socialist Repub-
lics on the Elimination of Their Inter-
mediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles,
commonly referred to as the Intermediate-
Range Nuclear Forces (INF) Treaty, signed
at Washington December 8, 1987, and entered
into force June 1, 1988.

(b) REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the President shall submit to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs of the House of Represent-
atives and the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions of the Senate a report that includes a
determination as to whether or not the Rus-
sian Federation is in material breach of its
obligations under the INF Treaty.

(2) ADDITIONAL MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—
If the President determines that the Russian
Federation is in material breach of its obli-
gations under the INF Treaty, the report
shall also include the following:

(A) A description of the measures taken to
hold the Russian Federation accountable for
its violation of its obligations under the INF
Treaty.
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(B) A description of the measures being
taken to ensure that the Russian Federation
completely and verifiably eliminates any
military system that constitutes a material
breach of its obligations under the INF Trea-
ty.

(3) ForRM.—The report required by this sub-
section shall be submitted in unclassified
form but may contain a classified annex.
SEC. 303. REPORT ON GEOPOLITICAL IMPACT OF

ENERGY EXPORTS.

(a) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 90
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Department of State’s Special
Envoy and Coordinator for International En-
ergy Affairs shall submit to the appropriate
congressional committees a detailed, quan-
titative, and substantive report on the po-
tential short, medium, and long-term im-
pacts of increased United States natural gas
and oil exports on Russia’s economic and po-
litical influence over Ukraine and other Eu-
ropean countries.

(b) DEFINITION.—In this subsection, the
term ‘‘appropriate congressional commit-
tees”” means—

(1) the Committee on Foreign Affairs and
the Committee on Energy and Commerce of
the House of Representatives; and

(2) the Committee on Foreign Relations
and the Committee on Energy and Natural
Resources of the Senate.

SEC. 304. AMENDMENT TO THE IRAN, NORTH
KOREA, AND SYRIA NONPROLIFERA-
TION ACT.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress
lowing:

(1) Iran continues its longstanding effort to
obtain banned components for its nuclear
and missile programs in violation of its obli-
gations under successive United Nations Se-
curity Council Resolutions.

2) Russian entities, including
Rosoboronexport, have been sanctioned with
respect to proliferation activities, particu-
larly sanctions under the Iran, North Korea,
and Syria Nonproliferation Act (Public Law
106-178; 50 U.S.C. 1701 note).

(3) The Department of State must expedi-
tiously restore the deterrent effect of the
Iran, North Korea, and Syria Nonprolifera-
tion Act by fully applying and enforcing
such Act.

(b) AMENDMENT.—Section 2 of the Iran,
North Korea, and Syria Nonproliferation Act
(Public Law 106-178; 50 U.S.C. 1701 note) is
amended by adding at the end the following:

“(f) PLAN To EXPEDITE REPORTS AND SANC-
TIONS UNDER THIS ACT.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days
after the date of the enactment of the
Ukraine Support Act, the President shall
submit to the Committee on Foreign Affairs
of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Foreign Relations in the Sen-
ate, a plan, to include specific timetables, to
expedite the implementation of this Act with
respect to submission of reports required
under subsection (a) and the application of
measures to certain foreign persons under
section 3.

‘“(2) SPECIAL EMPHASIS ON SYRIA.—In the
submission of reports required under sub-
section (a) and in accordance with the plan
required under paragraph (1), the President
is encouraged to place a special emphasis on
any foreign person in Russia, including any
Russian Federation official, that is engaged
in any activity described in subsection (a)
with respect to the government of President
Bashar al-Assad and any affiliates thereof.

“(3) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this subsection shall be construed to pre-
clude or exempt the President from fulfilling
or otherwise deviating from the require-
ments under subsection (b).”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from

finds the fol-
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California (Mr. ROYCE) and the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks and include any extra-
neous materials in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, President Vladimir
Putin’s decision to forcibly annex Cri-
mea was based on his calculation that
the price would be bearable.

Now, in fact, Russia is susceptible to
pressure. Seventy percent of all the ex-
ports from Russia are from oil and gas;
52 percent of the budget that goes to
the power behind Mr. Putin’s military
and his government comes from that
monopoly pricing on natural gas. That
supplies the budget for Russia. That is
what gives him the power to manipu-
late the situation, the monopoly over
gas that he has in Eastern Europe, to
manipulate this situation with respect
to Ukraine.

If we want to check aggression from
Russia, we must push back, and we
must work together quickly, not only
to confront this monopoly cir-
cumstance that exists there, but also
to quickly impose tough sanctions on
President Putin and on those who have
been his accomplices in carrying out
this aggression.

Diplomatically, our European allies
have helped to eject Russia from the G8
and have suspended all other engage-
ment with Russia until this crisis is
peacefully resolved. Economically,
they have also imposed sanctions, in-
cluding asset freezes and visa bans,
against many Russian leaders. Our tar-
gets must include government officials
as well as those who hold no formal po-
sition but who, nevertheless, exercise
great influence over President Putin’s
policy and have supported aggression.
That includes the so-called oligarchs
and others who have amassed enor-
mous wealth through corruption and
through other illegitimate means.

We must make clear that if they do
not end this crisis—which they have
deliberately created, by the way—or if
they choose to go even further, then we
and our allies will ratchet up the sanc-
tions pressure.

We must also move quickly to
strengthen Ukraine by reinforcing its
sovereignty, its independence and ter-
ritorial integrity, and assist the new
government in meeting the enormous
challenges it faces.

This bill provides assistance to
strengthen civil society in Ukraine, to
combat corruption, to help recover as-
sets stolen by former Ukrainian offi-
cials, to reform the police and the jus-
tice sector, to promote the independent
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media, to strengthen Ukraine’s de-
fense, and to help prepare for the run-
up to the Presidential election, which
is scheduled now on May 25.

And I will add that, in several weeks,
I will be leading a bipartisan delega-
tion from this House, with the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL), to
Ukraine. And I will add that his fore-
fathers, in fact, come from Ukraine. We
will be there to meet with the Par-
liament, the leadership, and the elec-
toral commission in advance of that
election.

This bill also directs the assistance
already approved by the House to help
get the Ukrainian economy back on its
feet, including by promoting funda-
mental economic reforms in the coun-
try. Those tough reforms will be essen-
tial.

Mr. Speaker, Moscow is using propa-
ganda to sow confusion and fear and
unrest inside Ukraine right now, which
it then exploits to justify its actions.
To counter that effort, this legislation
enhances funding for Radio Free Eu-
rope/Radio Liberty and the Voice of
America to expand broadcasting in the
Russian language, in UKkrainian, in
Tatar in order to provide the accurate
news and information on the ground
across Ukraine. No amount of aid will
help Ukraine if Russian propaganda
rules the day.

Another priority must be to end Rus-
sia’s ability to use its energy reserves
to blackmail Ukraine and other coun-
tries, including many of our NATO al-
lies. Russia supplies 100 percent of
Lithuania’s natural gas. Well, it might
not be that surprising, then, that Lith-
uania pays the highest price for gas of
any country in Eastern Europe. And it
supplies two-thirds of Poland’s gas.

Energy sales earn Russia not only
dollars, but they earn Russia influence
because Russia, in the dead of winter,
has turned off the valves. Russia’s
state-controlled gas company,
Gazprom, threatened to cut off supplies
to Ukraine earlier this month, as it did
during the winters of 2006 and 2009.
Gazprom has stated that it is preparing
to double the price Ukraine pays for its
natural gas, which could cripple the
country’s already weak economy.

Now, we have a powerful tool to
counter this pressure, one that is just
waiting to be used, and that is our own
energy reserves. We must remove re-
strictions on the export of U.S. crude
oil and natural gas into Eastern Eu-
rope. We have, in fact, a letter to the
Speaker of the House from the heads of
state of Poland, of the Czech Republic,
of Slovakia, of Hungary, asking us—
asking us—to direct resources, to sell
resources.

Listen, at the end of the day, if we do
this, we end the flaring of gas here in
the United States because of the glut.
We are able to help our balance of pay-
ments. It will help to reduce our defi-
cits. It increases Russia’s deficits,
frankly. It produces jobs here in the
United States. But it comes at a time
when Vladimir Putin has a grip on the
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necks of the decisionmakers in Eastern
Europe with respect to his power on
monopoly over gas.

Lifting, frankly, these self-imposed
sanctions on ourselves in terms of not
exporting our excess gas would not
only boost the U.S. economy and cre-
ate American jobs, as I indicated, but
would reduce the energy revenues that
comprise b2 percent of the budget for
the military and the government in
Russia. We must break Putin’s energy
grip over Ukraine and Eastern Europe.
This is a strategic issue.

I am pleased, by the way, to have
worked closely with Ranking Member
ELIOT ENGEL of New York and with all
of the members of the committee to
produce this strong, effective, and
much-needed bipartisan bill, and I look
forward to its passage today and to
working with our Senate colleagues to
have the President sign the bill into
law as soon as possible.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC., March 26, 2014.
Hon. ED ROYCE,
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Affairs,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN ROYCE: I am writing with
respect to H.R. 4278, the ‘‘Ukraine Support
Act,” which the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs ordered reported favorably on March 25,
2014. As a result of your having consulted
with us on provisions in H.R. 4278 that fall
within the Rule X jurisdiction of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, I agree to discharge
our Committee from further consideration of
this bill so that it may proceed expeditiously
to the House floor for consideration.

The Judiciary Committee takes this action
with our mutual understanding that by fore-
going consideration of H.R. 4278 at this time,
we do not waive any jurisdiction over subject
matter contained in this or similar legisla-
tion, and that our Committee will be appro-
priately consulted and involved as this bill
or similar legislation moves forward so that
we may address any remaining issues in our
jurisdiction. Our Committee also reserves
the right to seek appointment of an appro-
priate number of conferees to any House-
Senate conference involving this or similar
legislation, and asks that you support any
such request.

I would appreciate a response to this letter
confirming this understanding with respect
to H.R. 4278, and would ask that a copy of
our exchange of letters on this matter be in-
cluded in the Congressional Record during
Floor consideration of H.R. 4278.

Sincerely,
BOB GOODLATTE,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS,
Washington, DC., March 26, 2014.
Hon. BOB GOODLATTE,
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN GOODLATTE: Thank you for
consulting with the Committee on Foreign
Affairs on H.R 4278, the Ukraine Support
Act, and for agreeing to be discharged from
further consideration of that bill. The sus-
pension text contains edits to portions of the
bill within the Rule X jurisdiction of the
Committee on the Judiciary that were re-
quested by your committee.

I agree that your forgoing further action
on this measure does not in any way dimin-
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ish or alter the jurisdiction of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, or prejudice its ju-
risdictional prerogatives on this resolution
or similar legislation in the future. I would
support your effort to seek appointment of
an appropriate number of conferees to any
House-Senate conference involving this leg-
islation.

I will seek to place our letters on H.R. 4278
into the Congressional Record during floor
consideration of the resolution. I appreciate
your cooperation regarding this legislation
and look forward to continuing to work with
the Committee on the Judiciary as this
measure moves through the legislative proc-
ess.

Sincerely,
EDWARD R. ROYCE,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES,
Washington, DC., March 26, 2014.
Hon. EDWARD R. ROYCE,
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Affairs,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN ROYCE: On March 25, 2014,
the Committee on Foreign Affairs considered
H.R. 4278, the Ukraine Support Act, and or-
dered it, as amended, to be reported favor-
ably to the House. As a result of your having
consulted with the Committee on Financial
Services concerning provisions of the bill
that fall within our Rule X jurisdiction both
before and since your markup, I agree not to
seek a sequential referral of the measure to
my committee so that it may proceed expe-
ditiously to the House Floor.

The Committee on Financial Services
takes this action with our mutual under-
standing that, by foregoing a request for a
sequential referral of H.R. 4278, as amended,
at this time, we do not waive any jurisdic-
tion over the subject matter contained in
this or similar legislation, and that our com-
mittee will be appropriately consulted and
involved as the bill or similar legislation
moves forward so that we may continue to
address any issues that fall within our Rule
X jurisdiction. Our committee also reserves
the right to seek appointment of an appro-
priate number of conferees to any House-
Senate conference involving this or similar
legislation, and requests your support for
any such request.

Finally, I would appreciate your response
to this letter confirming this understanding
with respect to H.R. 4278, as amended, and
would ask that a copy of our exchange of let-
ters on this matter be included in your com-
mittee’s report to accompany the legislation
and/or in the Congressional Record during
floor consideration thereof.

Sincerely,
JEB HENSARLING,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS,
Washington, DC., March 26, 2014.
Hon. JEB HENSARLING,
Chairman, Committee on Financial Services,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN HENSARLING: Thank you
for consulting with the Committee on For-
eign Affairs on H.R 4278, the Ukraine Sup-
port Act, and for agreeing to forgo a sequen-
tial referral request on that bill. The suspen-
sion text contains edits to portions of the
bill within the Rule X jurisdiction of the
Committee on Financial Services that were
requested by your committee.

I agree that your forgoing further action
on this measure does not in any way dimin-
ish or alter the jurisdiction of the Com-
mittee on Financial Services, or prejudice
its jurisdictional prerogatives on this resolu-
tion or similar legislation in the future. I
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would support your effort to seek appoint-
ment of an appropriate number of conferees
to any House-Senate conference involving
this legislation.

I will seek to place our letters on H.R. 4278
into the Congressional Record during floor
consideration of the resolution. I appreciate
your cooperation regarding this legislation
and look forward to continuing to work with
the Committee on the Financial Services as
this measure moves through the legislative
process.

Sincerely,
EDWARD R. ROYCE,
Chairman.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS,
Washington, DC., March 26, 2014.
Hon. EDWARD R. ROYCE,
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Affairs,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN ROYCE: I am writing con-
cerning H.R. 4278, the ‘‘Ukraine Support
Act,” which was favorably reported out of
your Committee on March 25, 2014.

Given that certain provisions in the bill
are within the jurisdiction of the Committee
on Ways and Means, I appreciate that you
have addressed these provisions in response
to the Committee’s concerns. As a result, in
order to expedite floor consideration of the
bill, the Committee on Ways and Means will
forgo action on H.R. 4278. Further, the Com-
mittee will not oppose the bill’s consider-
ation on the suspension calendar, based on
our understanding that you will work with
us as the legislative process moves forward
to ensure that our concerns continue to be
addressed. This is also being done with the
understanding that it does not in any way
prejudice the Committee with respect to the
appointment of conferees or its jurisdic-
tional prerogatives on this or similar legisla-
tion.

I would appreciate your response to this
letter, confirming this understanding with
respect to H.R. 4278, and would ask that a
copy of our exchange of letters on this mat-
ter be included in the Congressional Record
during Floor consideration.

Sincerely,
DAVE CAMP,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS,
Washington, DC., March 26, 2014.
Hon. DAVE CAMP,
Chairman, Committee on Ways and Means,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN CAMP: Thank you for con-
sulting with the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs on H.R 4278, the Ukraine Support Act,
and for agreeing to forgo a sequential refer-
ral request on that bill. The suspension text
contains edits to the bill related to the Rule
X jurisdiction of the Committee on the Ways
and Means that were requested by your com-
mittee.

I agree that your forgoing further action
on this measure does not in any way dimin-
ish or alter the jurisdiction of the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, or prejudice its
jurisdictional prerogatives on this resolution
or similar legislation in the future. I would
support your effort to seek appointment of
an appropriate number of conferees to any
House-Senate conference involving this leg-
islation.

I will seek to place our letters on H.R. 4278
into the Congressional Record during floor
consideration of the resolution. I appreciate
your cooperation regarding this legislation
and look forward to continuing to work with
the Committee on the Ways and Means as
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this measure moves through the legislative
process.
Sincerely,
EDWARD R. ROYCE,
Chairman.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

I rise in strong support of H.R. 4278,
the Ukraine Support Act.

Let me begin by thanking the chair-
man of our Foreign Affairs Committee,
Mr. ROYCE, for his strong leadership on
Ukraine. As always, he is working with
us in a bipartisan and constructive
manner on this very important and
timely bill. T am very pleased to be the
lead Democratic cosponsor. I would
also like to thank my other Demo-
cratic and Republican colleagues on
the Foreign Affairs Committee for
their important contributions.

The United States has long been a
steadfast supporter of a democratic,
prosperous, and independent Ukraine,
and with the people of Ukraine now in
dire need of assistance and under immi-
nent threat, there has never been a
more critical moment to show our sup-
port.

President Putin’s invasion of Crimea
is a flagrant violation of international
law and Russia’s commitments to its
neighbor. The phony and illegal ref-
erendum Putin orchestrated at the bar-
rel of a gun has resulted in the first
outright annexation of territory in Eu-
rope since the end of World War II. And
now Putin is amassing troops on
Ukraine’s border, threatening to seize
more UKkrainian territory and incite
further violence and conflict.

Putin’s destabilizing and dangerous
moves threaten not only Ukraine, but
other states in the region, including
Moldova and Georgia and, indeed, all of
Europe. The United States, our Euro-
pean partners, and the entire inter-
national community must take a stand
against Putin’s naked aggression.

This legislation reaffirms our strong
support for the people of Ukraine at
this critical time. It authorizes assist-
ance for Ukraine as it attempts to
right its struggling economy, increase
energy security, strengthen civil soci-
ety, and prepare for democratic elec-
tions this spring. It supports Ukraine’s
efforts to recover missing assets, to
bolster the rule of law, and to profes-
sionalize its law enforcement. It sup-
ports additional broadcasting to
Ukraine—and Chairman ROYCE has
been a champion of that—and other
countries in the region to counter the
dangerous and hateful propaganda
coming from the Kremlin and its media
outlets. And it endorses the deploy-
ment of significant numbers of inter-
national monitors throughout Ukraine
to help reduce tensions and ensure the
security of all Ukrainians.

The legislation also sends a clear
message to Putin and his cronies that
their landgrab and reckless actions will
have serious consequences. Specifi-
cally, it supplements the President’s
efforts to sanction those responsible
for violating Ukraine’s sovereignty and
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looting
violating

international integrity,
Ukraine’s economy, and
human rights in Ukraine.

And here I would like to applaud
President Obama for imposing meas-
ures which have already impacted
Putin’s inner circle, for taking the lead
in suspending Russia’s participation in
the G8, and for rallying support and co-
ordinating actions with our European
partners and others throughout the
world.

Finally, the bill expresses support for
continuing U.S. security assistance to
Ukraine and reaffirms our commit-
ment to the security of NATO, the se-
curity of our NATO partners in Eastern
and Central Europe.

Mr. Speaker, the coming days, weeks,
and months will be very difficult for
Ukraine. Its leaders must continue the
process of reconciliation and reach out
to all regions of the country. They
must scrupulously respect minority
and human rights, and they must make
the hard decisions and take the dif-
ficult steps that will return their coun-
try to political and economic health.
And they must do all of this in the face
of opposition and likely provocations
from Putin and his cronies.

But as they do so, they and the peo-
ple of Ukraine should know that they
have our support. By passing this bill,
we are making clear that the United
States stands with Ukraine, that we
are committed to helping its people
build a more democratic, prosperous,
secure, and just state for themselves
and their children.

You know, if we continue to work
with Ukraine and continue to help
Ukraine and turn them westward, rath-
er than eastward, then Putin will have
lost. He may have a landgrab in Cri-
mea, but he will lose the rest of
Ukraine. And we should be doing every-
thing possible to make sure that our
European allies are working closely
with Ukraine, offering them the incen-
tives they need so that they will look
westward and not eastward.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
supporting this important legislation.

Finally, I want to say, foreign policy
should be bipartisan whenever possible.
I think this is bipartisanship as its
best.
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We send a clear message to the peo-
ple of Ukraine that the United States
stands with them. It is not a Repub-
lican or a Democratic stand. It is an
American stand, and I am proud to be
part of it.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Virginia
(Mr. CANTOR), our respected majority
leader.

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman, the gentleman from
California.

Mr. Speaker, today I rise in strong
support of the Ukraine Support Act.
Vladimir Putin’s recent military inva-
sion and illegal annexation of Crimea
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stand in direct violation of Ukraine’s
sovereignty and international law. His
aggression may only continue unless
we in America, along with our allies,
respond with strength.

Newspaper reports indicate that
Putin may not be content with swal-
lowing Crimea whole and that he is
now amassing troops on the border
with eastern Ukraine and may soon
have his eyes on Moldova.

The eyes of the world are on the
United States and our EU and NATO
partners. Adversaries and allies around
the world are watching to see how we
respond to this outrageous provo-
cation, to see whether we mean it when
we say Putin’s actions are unaccept-
able.

It is vitally important that the
United States, in conjunction with our
EU and NATO allies, send an unmis-
takable signal that this aggression will
not be tolerated. Together we must be
prepared to exact a significant cost for
Russia’s behavior and that Mr. Putin’s
actions will be met with the firmest of
resolve.

This bill is a first step towards sup-
porting the Ukrainians and our Central
and Eastern European partners and im-
posing truly significant costs on Mos-
cow—but it is only a first step. We
must fundamentally reassess our as-
sumptions about Russia and acknowl-
edge that Putin himself scrapped the
administration’s ‘‘reset’” policy a long
time ago. We need a new strategy that
understands Putin for who he is, not
who we wish him to be.

We need a new grand strategy. We
need a foreign policy that stands up for
our allies and stands up to our adver-
saries. We need to prioritize defense in
our budget so that we maintain a mili-
tary that can respond promptly to con-
tingencies around the world and that
instills fear in our enemies while reas-
suring our allies.

Mr. Speaker, I hope this bill, modest
though it may be, will prove to be the
first step on a long march to restore
America’s defenses and alliances. Now,
more than ever, the threats to the very
fabric of the international system re-
quire an America that leads.

I want to thank very much the gen-
tleman from California, Chairman
ROYCE, and Ranking Member ENGEL
and the rest of the Committee on For-
eign Affairs for their bipartisan work
and for all of their efforts on this issue.
I urge my colleagues in the House to
support our friends in Ukraine by pass-
ing this bill.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I now yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. CONNOLLY), a very distin-
guished member of our committee.

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my friend. I also congratulate
the ranking member, Mr. ENGEL, and
the chairman, Mr. ROYCE, for their bi-
partisan leadership on this critical,
critical resolution.

Mr. Speaker, apparently, once a KGB
agent, always a KGB agent. Mr. Putin
seems to have learned nothing from
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history other than that there is power
at the end of the barrel of a gun. To
cite the fact that there are Russian
speakers in Crimea as a rationale for
one of the most audacious power grabs
of the 2lst century—in Europe, no
less—forgets history.

Let us not forget that Crimea was
settled by Stalin when he expelled and
executed the native Tatars, and this re-
cent so-called referendum in Crimea
was also done at the end of the barrel
of a gun.

Russian interests were never threat-
ened in the Crimea after the revolution
in Kiev. The new government in Kiev
never abrogated the treaty that al-
lowed Russia naval privileges through
2042. The Ukrainians didn’t occupy
military stations in Crimea and around
the region. It was the other way
around.

For the United States and its allies
to allow this naked aggression to go
unaddressed would be truly an abroga-
tion of our moral responsibility and
would be to turn our backs on the very
lessons we should have learned from
the 20th century’s tragic history.

Mr. Speaker, we need to stop talking
about the he-better-not-go-further ar-
gument. I am stuck at Crimea, and I
hope my colleagues are, too. It is
wrong. It cannot be allowed to stand,
and we must make him pay a price.

The difference between now and Sta-
lin’s time is that his economy is inte-
grated into the global economy. The
ruble will fall. The stock market in
Russia will pay a price, and investment
will suffer because we will help make it
so unless he relents, until they pay a
price that is so great—systematic and
comprehensive—that he will under-
stand that we no longer operate by the
rule of the jungle in Europe or, indeed,
anywhere else on this planet, not with
our blessing and not with our apology.

So I strongly support the legislation
before us and urge my colleagues to
join with all of us in telling Mr. Putin
we will not stand idly by with history
doomed to repeat itself.

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from New
Jersey (Mr. SMITH), chairman of the
Foreign Affairs Subcommittee on Afri-

ca, Global Health, Global Human
Rights, and International Organiza-
tions.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I thank
my friend for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of the Ukraine Support Act. I want to
thank my friends and colleagues,
Chairman ROYCE and Ranking Member
ENGEL, for introducing this comprehen-
sive legislation to support Ukraine in
its urgent effort to meet its current
crisis, including by building up its
democratic institutions.

Mr. Speaker, Russia’s landgrab in
Crimea violates the core principles of
several Dbilateral and multilateral
agreements and treaties between
Ukraine and Russia, the Budapest
Memorandum, and the United Nations
Charter, as well as the Helsinki Final
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Act. This legislation includes strong
sanctions against Russians directly re-
sponsible for the aggression.

H.R. 4278 also authorizes targeted
sanctions against Ukrainians involved
in undermining the democratic proc-
esses and provides assistance to the
Ukrainian Government for identifying
and recovering stolen assets. It is, after
all, these criminal officials, including
and especially Yanukovych and his cro-
nies, who have so harmed the Ukrain-
ian people and placed the country in
the vulnerable position which Russia
has exploited.

Another key provision of the bill pro-
vides support for Ukraine’s democracy
and civil society; and I want to here
recognize the importance of sup-
porting, as well, the faith-based groups
and organizations that played such a
prominent role, particularly on the hu-
manitarian side, in supporting the
movement for democracy and the rule
of law.

The Ukrainian democracy movement
is, in large part, a religious movement.
Orthodox and Catholic clergy, for ex-
ample, were prominent in the protests,
and the drama of priests carrying icons
confronting soldiers became as much a
symbol of the democratization move-
ment as anything else. And, again,
when people were wounded and when
people were being dragged away, it was
the clergy that tried to step in to miti-
gate the violence against them.

Let me also point out a Catholic
News Service article that just hit the
wire that points out that members of
the Ukrainian Catholic Church are
fleeing Crimea to escape threats of ar-
rest and property seizures.

Father Milchakovskyi, a parish rec-
tor in Crimea, said:

The situation remains very serious, and we
don’t know what will happen—the new gov-
ernment here is portraying us all as nation-
alists and extremists.

The article also says:

Officials from Russia’s Federal Security
Service, or FSB, had called him in for ques-
tioning about his community and to ask
whether or not he ‘‘recognized the new
order.”

He pointed out that one priest in par-
ticular was actually beaten by Russian
forces. And, again, Members will recall,
and I remember during the 1980s when
I first came here, how so many within
the church, including the orthodox
church, were beaten and sent to the
gulag because of their religious faith.
This could be the harbinger of a new
wave of repression against people of
faith. The Ukrainian Catholic Church,
by way of reminder, was one of those
churches that was outlawed during So-
viet times, and now we see the same
kind of repetition of that kind of re-
pression.

This legislation is a clear step in the
right direction. No piece of legislation
will do it all. We have to appeal to the
Russians to stop this, but, again, to
cease their persecution of people in the
Crimea.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, it is now
my pleasure to yield 3 minutes to the
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gentleman from Maryland (Mr. HOYER),
the Democratic whip.

Mr. HOYER. I thank my friend, the
ranking member, Mr. ENGEL from New
York, and I thank Mr. ROYCE, the
chairman of the committee, for bring-
ing this bill to the floor and working in
a bipartisan fashion to effect an objec-
tive that I strongly support. I thank
both of them for their work.

Mr. Speaker, the ongoing Russian ag-
gression against Ukraine is unaccept-
able and a gross violation of inter-
national law. I agree with President
Obama that Russia is acting from a po-
sition of weakness, however. Strong
nations do not invade and annex terri-
tory from their smaller neighbors by
force, and strong nations do not sup-
press the free expression of ideas and
the voices of dissent within their own
society. Those are the hallmarks not of
a great nation but of an insecure bully.

Great nations are those that stand
together to reaffirm the principles of
liberty and international order. Great
nations are those that commit to
peaceful diplomacy while protecting
free and open debate among our citi-
zZens.

The American people continue to
stand with the people of Ukraine, Mr.
Speaker, because we believe they have
a right to join the nations of the world
that are free and able to shape their
own future. That is why, through this
bill, we pledge our support as the new
government in Kiev works to stabilize
its economy, provide security to its
citizens, and ensure that all Ukrain-
ians are afforded the opportunities that
come with vibrant, democratic institu-
tions and basic freedoms. That is what
this bill offers the people of Ukraine.

What it offers President Putin and
his associates is an opportunity to end
their misguided, unjustified, and the il-
legal incursion into Ukraine’s internal
affairs, because it affords them a
choice, Mr. Speaker: adhere to inter-
national law and end their aggression
or face increasingly punitive sanctions
that will further isolate Russia from
the global community.

The one item missing from this oth-
erwise strong bill, unfortunately, is
ratification of IMF quota reform, and I
hope the House will take action on
that piece soon.

However, this is a good bill. We ought
to support this bill. We ought to pass
this bill and send Mr. Putin a clear
message that the United States Con-
gress and the Nation we represent will
not stand for Russia’s actions and that
we are ready to help Ukraine reach for
the future it so richly deserves.

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROHRABACHER), chairman of
the Foreign Affairs Subcommittee on
Europe, Eurasia, and Emerging
Threats.

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise in opposition to this legislation,
and I realize that I am a lone voice—or
almost a lone voice—in this discussion
today.
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I see this legislation as a bipartisan
green light to reigniting the cold war.
Unfortunately, many of my friends and
colleagues, both colleagues today and
my friends from the time when I spent
in the Reagan White House, 7 years,
many of these people feel that the cold
war is not over, that it never did end.
They are more comfortable with treat-
ing Russia as if it were still under
Communist rule. Well, Putin is not a
Communist leader. Putin is a nation-
alist who loves his country and he is
looking out for the national interests
of his country. For us to try to demon-
ize him and to try to suggest that he is
doing this as he did in the cold war and
he is still KGB, et cetera, is not doing
the cause of peace any good.

This is what started this whole slide
in the wrong direction toward the type
of confrontation we are having today.
In Ukraine, a democratically elected
President was removed from power,
and that was a democratically elected
President who is more inclined towards
better relations with Russia. He was
removed from power. And then the
Russian Government, under Mr. Putin,
decided to ensure the people of Crimea
the right to self-determination. Be-
cause even Secretary of State Kerry
has verified and testified before our
committee that the people of Crimea
obviously want to be part of Russia,
this is not a power grab.
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This is defending their right to self
determination, and certainly the peo-
ple of Crimea have the right to make
that determination just as the people
of Kosovo had their right to leave Ser-
bia behind.

Our military action there to try to
protect the right of self determination
of the Kosovars, it cost many, many
lives. This Russian military move, with
all this power grab, et cetera, has re-
sulted in the loss of one life. That is in
stark contrast to when we bombed Bel-
grade, we bombed Serbia.

No, we should not permit ourselves
to reignite a cold war. We should make
sure that we realize that the actions
we are taking here suggesting the
United States must rush in and be the
arbiter in every one of these type of
conflicts is always stretching our budg-
et. But in this particular bill, we are
going to put our name on a loan of $800
billion to a country that we are going
have to borrow the money from China
to get.

The United States can no longer af-
ford to right every wrong in the world
and be the arbiter. In this case we
would be arbitrating in the wrong di-
rection.

Mr. ROYCE. I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, part of our problem
here is with President Putin’s defini-
tion of what is the Russian Nation in
his speech to the Duma. When he says
the Russian Nation is divided by bor-
ders, he is sending a message that, with
respect not just to Crimea but other
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areas throughout Europe, Russia may
be staking a claim.

Here is the difficulty. In Crimea, yes,
the population today is majority eth-
nic Russian, but there was a time
when, before Joe Stalin moved a wide
segment of the Tatars population into
Siberia and before the forced collec-
tivization, there was a time when the
majority population was very different
than it is today. Fifty-six percent of
that ethnic group perished. But this is
a problem that we also have in Eastern
Europe and in eastern and southern
Ukraine, because you had some 8 mil-
lion Ukrainians also perish during Sta-
lin’s rule, and ethnic Russians came
into that area as a consequence.

The thing we need to remember is
that it is, in fact, the Russian-speaking
population in the east, as well as the
Ukrainians speaking in the west, that
voted for independence for UKkraine,
that voted strongly to have a separate
state. And if this issue is allowed to
stand without the world responding,
the question is: Is that argument then
made in Latvia and Estonia? Is that ar-
gument then made in Latvia and HEsto-
nia? Is that argument made in all of
the former Russian states?

I do not think in any way this is
comparable to Kosovo. In Kosovo,
NATO responded to a brutal campaign
of ethnic cleansing by former Yugo-
slavian forces. In Crimea, Russia at-
tempted to justify its actions by fabri-
cating the myth of widespread violence
against the ethnic Russian population,
even going as far as to equate it to the
bloodshed occurring in Syria. Clearly,
this is not true. We know it is not true.

In terms of the election itself, oppo-
nents were silenced. International
monitors were barred. Crimean Tatars
themselves boycotted the very elec-
tion. Voters were not given the option
of preserving Crimea’s current status
within Ukraine. Independence and de
facto independence were the only op-
tions, and the bogus vote there was
also unnecessary because the Ukrain-
ian Government had made it clear that
it was willing to discuss increased au-
tonomy for Crimea.

Now, here is the problem going for-
ward. We know the view taken inter-
nationally on this subject. The U.N.
Security Council condemned Russia’s
unprovoked aggression against
Ukraine, and Russia stood alone—stood
absolutely alone in this case—because
even Ukrainians themselves have gone
to the sites of the Russian media-re-
ported attacks against ethnic Russian
minorities to show that that is not oc-
curring. That is, in fact, propaganda.
We can’t let this stand.

One of the other things we are doing
in this bill is improving our broad-
casting into Ukraine and the region to
dispel these myths and spread the
truth about the situation there.

So I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I now yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE).
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Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, let
me thank the managers of this legisla-
tion, the chairman of the Foreign Af-
fairs Committee and the ranking mem-
ber of the Foreign Affairs Committee,
for their leadership and for their com-
mitment, as I acknowledge the other
body as well.

This morning, a bright announce-
ment came from Mr. Putin that he was
drawing Russians to a program of exer-
cise in the name of labor and defense.
Someone said it is reminiscent of past
history, when other despots drew their
Nation together in massive public exer-
cises to show the world that they were
not going to be part of the world order.

I believe in peace. I believe that we
should be engaged, that diplomacy is
right. I also don’t believe in condemna-
tion of a Nation purely for its ideolog-
ical disagreement.

In this instance, it is important for
the United States to make a public
stand. As a member of the Inter-Par-
liamentary Exchange, meeting with
Europeans over the years, I know that
they are proud of the democracy that
they have maintained since the horrors
of World War II.

Today, the United States, with the
passage of this legislation, and ulti-
mately hopefully the signing by the
President, will tell the world that the
United States stands firmly with its
own democratic principles. But the
people of Ukraine, those in Kiev and
places around, will still have the
knowledge that America stands by it
economically, with loan guarantees,
but it also stands against a despot who
has illegally moved into a sovereign
Nation, with no provocation, under-
mining the military base of Ukraine.
So I would ask my colleagues to join
against a despot and for a people and
support the underlying legislation.

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. POE), chairman of the Foreign Af-
fairs Subcommittee on Terrorism, Non-
proliferation, and Trade.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the chairman for the time, and I
also thank the chairman and the rank-
ing member for bringing this legisla-
tion to the floor in a very speedy and
efficient manner.

I will also say I have great respect
for my friend from California (Mr.
ROHRABACHER). He knows a lot about
foreign affairs, but we disagree on what
the evidence shows in this particular
matter.

Mr. Speaker, Mark Twain once said
that, ‘“‘History doesn’t repeat itself, but
it does rhyme.” Well, Russia is quite
the poet these days.

In 2008, Russia invaded Georgia and
confiscated one-third of that Nation’s
territory. The world watched, com-
plained a little bit. The world moved
on. There were no consequences. And
the Russians, Mr. Speaker, are still
there. Again, second verse, same as the
first.

The ‘‘Napoleon of Siberia’ has in-
vaded Ukraine and seized Crimea.
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Putin is bent on establishing a Soviet-
style empire and allegedly uniting Rus-
sian-speaking people throughout the
world. Well, who knows who his next
target will be. It could be our friends in
Moldova, the rest of Ukraine, or Esto-
nia.

Russia has been able to maintain
dominance over the region because of
its vast energy sources, especially nat-
ural gas. Six countries in Europe rely
100 percent on Russia for their natural
gas. Russia uses gas as a political and
economic weapon to manipulate these
countries.

I was in Ukraine in winter when Rus-
sia turned off the gas for political rea-
sons. It was cold. It was dark. This bill
helps disarm that hostage tactic. It in-
cludes my amendment that commits
the U.S. to helping Ukraine use Amer-
ican natural gas.

There must be consequences for the
bully, Putin, for invading other Na-
tions like Ukraine. Justice requires
there be consequences. Mr. Speaker,
justice is what we do.

And that’s just the way it is.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire about how much time each of us
has?

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HOLDING). The gentleman from New
York has 8 minutes remaining, and the
gentleman from California’s time has
expired.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that the gentleman
from California be allowed to control 3
minutes of my remaining time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

What we are doing this morning is
the Congress at its best. What we are
doing this morning is standing up to a
bully and telling him that his actions
will not stand. What we are doing is
saying that in the 21st century it is no
longer acceptable for dictators to in-
vade other countries.

What we are saying to the people of
Ukraine is that we stand behind you,
we are with you, we haven’t forgotten
you, and we are going to do everything
possible to make you whole again. We
are going to do everything possible to
let you know the West wants to part-
ner with you. We are going to do every-
thing possible to stand up for freedom
and democracy with you.

I think that is a very noble cause. It
is not pie in the sky. No one is advo-
cating a war with boots on the ground
against Russia, but we are advocating
that there have to be some standards
in the world.

If we let Putin get away with this,
then it sends a green light to Putin
that he can continue to do this and to
every other despot and dictator around
the world that they can do whatever
they like and the world is just indif-
ferent or too afraid to act.

I think this is an opportunity, and I
think that this is a time when one day
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we will be able to say to our grand-
children that we acted together.

I want to again commend Chairman
ROYCE for working with me in a bipar-
tisan fashion. We will be going to
Ukraine together in a few short weeks
to show the Ukrainian people that
America stands with them.

I urge my colleagues again to support
the bill, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from Indiana
(Mr. MESSER), a member of the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
support of this important bipartisan
bill. I commend Chairman ROYCE and
Ranking Member ENGEL for bringing
this measure forward.

Today’s legislation makes clear that,
as a Nation, we speak with one voice
regarding Russia’s aggression.

The situation in Ukraine is undoubt-
edly complex. The history between Cri-
mea and Russia dates back centuries.
Close to 60 percent of the population
identifies as ethnic Russians.

Several facts are clear: Russia has
massed troops and perpetrated a breach
of international law with its unwar-
ranted aggression.

The elections in Crimea took place
under an illegal occupation. It did not
resemble anything close to a real elec-
tion. Consequently, the results should
not and cannot be recognized.

Lastly, there is little doubt that if
the world does not act, Russia’s terri-
torial aggression will expand and con-
tinue. Whatever the complexities, this
invasion of a sovereign country is not
justified, period.

Today’s bill makes clear America
will not tolerate Russia’s territorial
aggression in Ukraine or elsewhere. I
urge my colleagues to support it.
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Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire as to how much time is remain-
ing?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New York has 3% minutes
remaining.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. LEVIN), the ranking member
of the Ways and Means Committee.

(Mr. LEVIN asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of this bill.

As Ukraine is fighting for its inde-
pendence and the people of Ukraine are
fighting to preserve and to deepen their
democracy, we must stand squarely
with them. It has been said here, in-
cluding by the majority leader, that
this is a first step.

I would like to make very clear, we
really should be taking, in this bill, an-
other step; we should be providing, in
this bill, as was proposed in the Senate
and by many of us, some assistance to
make sure that the IMF can perform
its fullest role.
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That was the preference of President
Obama. He made it clear we should act,
the U.S. We should also be able to help
the IMF to act as fully and effectively
as possible.

So I think, today, instead of anybody
here coming and criticizing the Presi-
dent, they should essentially be sup-
porting him in his efforts to have the
fullest array of assistance to Ukrainian
democracy.

If this is only the first step, let’s
take some additional steps and stand
together on a bipartisan basis, instead
of at times, I think, taking partisan
shots verbally at the President of the
United States.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, may I in-
quire as to how much time is remain-
ing?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New York has 1% minutes
remaining.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentlewoman from Ohio
(Ms. KAPTUR).

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the esteemed ranking member of
New York (Mr. ENGEL), a dear friend,
for yielding time in support of the
Ukraine Support Act, H.R. 4278, and for
his leadership from the time we trav-
eled to Ukraine together well over a
decade ago; and to Congressman
ROYCE, the chairman of the committee,
to reaffirm America’s strong support
for liberty and the people of Ukraine at
this really critical time in world his-
tory and the history of Central and
Eastern Europe.

The assistance that is contemplated
here is in the form of a loan guarantee
and will aid Ukraine’s efforts to re-
cover its own missing assets to pay the
money back. Ukraine is fully capable
of earning its way forward. It is al-
ready the third largest grain exporter
in the world, so this is nothing that
can’t be repaid.

In addition, the bill authorizes $10
million for international broadcasting
to Ukraine. I can guarantee you—I did
an interview with Voice of America
about a week ago—I received emails
from people in Ukraine. They are wait-
ing to hear the song of liberty.

Let us sing it loudly by passing this
legislation quickly on a bipartisan
basis and stand for freedom when it
matters most.

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

In closing, let me, again, say what a
pleasure it is to work with Chairman
ROYCE on a bipartisan basis. You can
see, again, strong bipartisan support
for this bill.

Ms. KAPTUR didn’t mention that she
was cochair of the Ukrainian Caucus.
We have Members on both sides of the
aisle all standing together to say the
United States stands with the people of
Ukraine. Please vote ‘‘yes.”

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

This is not a new cold war. President
Reagan ended the cold war. The way he
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did that, frankly, was by leading, but
also with a strategy which drove down
the price of oil and gas, which was the
stranglehold, which not only Russia
had over Eastern Europe, but also
funded the ability of the former Soviet
Union militarily to carry out an expan-
sion program.

Today, you have the circumstance
where President Putin relies almost
solely—70 percent of the exports, 52
percent of the budget, as I indicated—
from a monopoly position on oil and

as.

That is why I think it is very impor-
tant that we understand what the polls
and what the Hungarians understood
when they exported 2 billion cubic
yards of gas last year to Ukraine in
order to try to keep the ability of Rus-
sia from manipulating the situation
into leading to the very chaos that was
brought about.

We need to understand, when the
U.S.-EU annual summit just occurred
and the EU asked us to be part of a pro-
gram to ship gas into that market in
order to offset this monopoly control
and pricing by Russia, that we should
be part of this. This is part of this bill.

Also part of the bill is the important
consequence of communicating to the
people in that region and offsetting the
propaganda that Russia right now is
sending into the country.

We address that issue, as well, in this
legislation, as well as good governance
issues, and the steps that are needed in
order to reform the economy inside
Ukraine in order to set up the rule of
law, independent courts.

The polls are on the ground working
on this issue right now. The United
States needs to support that effort.
This sends one last message that, if
you are in the business of helping to in-
vade a country, there will be con-
sequences.

I urge an ‘‘aye” vote, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
strong support of H.R. 4278, the “Ukraine
Support Act.” | support this legislation be-
cause | stand in solidarity with the freedom
loving people of Ukraine, who are under siege
from Russian encroachment.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 4278 authorizes $70 mil-
lion in aid to Ukraine, including $50 million for
democracy and civil society efforts.

The bill also codifies and expands sanctions
imposed this month by the Obama Administra-
tion against certain Russian officials and calls
on President Obama to sanction Russian offi-
cials, corporations and those engaged in the
Russian arms sector who have undermined
the Ukrainian government or committed
human rights abuses. The President is also
authorized to examine whether Russia has
violated a 1988 arms treaty and permits him to
freeze assets and deny visas.

Specifically, the bill authorizes $50 million
for the President to provide assistance to sup-
port democracy and strengthen civil society in
Ukraine. This assistance is to be used to im-
prove transparency, rule of law, and anti-cor-
ruption efforts; strengthen political organiza-
tions; and protect independent media as
Ukraine prepares for free and fair elections in
May.
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Additionally, up to $10 million is authorized
for Radio Free Europe/Radio Liberty and
Voice of America to increase broadcasts into
eastern Ukraine (including Crimea), Moldova
and other nearby ethnic Russian communities.
The broadcasts should, in particular, counter
misinformation from Russia-supported news
outlets.

In addition to this direct aid, the bill also
supports the people of Ukraine in the following
ways:

1. Encourages the Overseas Private Invest-
ment Corporation (OPIC) to prioritize invest-
ments in Ukraine;

2. Authorizes $8 million to help Ukraine de-
velop an independent judiciary and eliminate
human rights abuses by law enforcement au-
thorities;

3. Encourages increased U.S. security co-
operation among NATO states in Central and
Eastern Europe through military training, exer-
cises and the exchange of defense articles,
and directs the Secretary of State to report to
Congress within 30 days of enactment with a
review of U.S. security assistance to that
country;

4. Expresses the sense of Congress that
the administration should provide expedited
assistance to the Ukrainian government to
identify and recover assets stolen from the
government or linked to corruption by former
officials, including former President Viktor
Yanukovych; and

5. Offsets the cost of assistance to Ukraine
by reducing the $1.5 billion authorized for
Pakistan in the Enhanced Partnership with
Pakistan Act of 2009 by $70 million.

That is why | strongly support the codifica-
tion of three Presidential executive orders
issued in March sanctioning individuals in-
volved in the violence in Ukraine or who un-
dermine the independence, sovereignty, or ter-
ritorial or economic integrity of Ukraine. Such
sanctions could include the seizure of financial
assets, the denial of visas, and other pen-
alties.

The sanctions could be ended if the Presi-
dent certifies to Congress that Ukrainian sov-
ereignty, independence or territorial integrity is
not being violated by Russia or any other state
actor, or after Jan. 1, 2020, if the President
certifies that their termination is in the national
security interest of the United States.

Finally, the bill requires the President, within
30 days of enactment and within 180 days
thereafter for at least two years, to report to
Congress on senior Russian political figures
who are engaged in such activity.

It also requires the President, along identical
timelines, to report to Congress on foreign fi-
nancial institutions (especially Russian banks)
to determine whether they are involved in the
confiscation of Ukrainian assets; money laun-
dering, terrorist or proliferation financing, or
actively helping to skirt sanctions; or helping to
annex Crimea.

The bill expresses the sense of Congress
that the President should expand the list of
Russian officials—currently at 18—sanctioned
for gross human rights violations under the
Magnitsky Act of 2012.

Mr. Speaker, it is right that the civilized
world, led by the United States, opposes ag-
gression and the violation of territorial sov-
ereignty by the Putin regime.

| urge my colleagues to join me in voting to
pass H.R. 4278.

Mr. KING of New York. Mr. Speaker, today
| rise in support of H.R. 4278, the Ukraine
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Support Act. One of the many important initia-
tives included in this legislation is language
urging the President to greatly expand the list
of Russian officials and others who have been
sanctioned for gross human rights violations.
Until this past week, only eighteen had been
sanctioned. This is unacceptable. After the re-
cent actions of the Russian Federation, we
must expand this list beyond those involved in
the death of the Russian anti-corruption lawyer
Sergei Magnitsky, whose imprisonment and
subsequent death was the impetus for the cre-
ation of these sanctions. | am glad to hear that
the President just sanctioned 20 additional in-
dividuals, freezing their assets and barring
U.S. travel. However, more must be done.

Others who deserve to be held accountable
for their human rights abuses include militant
anti-Westerner Dmitry Kiselyov—head of the
Russian government-owned news agency and
called the “Kremlin’s New Chief Propagandist”
by the Moscow Times—who was recently
sanctioned by the European Union, and
Maxim Martsinkevich, head of Neo-Nazi ex-
tremist group “Occupy Pedophilia” which has
engaged in kidnapping and torture. There are
others who are allies and friends of Vladimir
Putin whom the Administration seems to have
avoided placing on the list to avoid Russian
retaliation—but it is clear a policy of appease-
ment has done nothing to deter Putin’s gov-
ernment.

Last month, the State Department released
its 2013 county report on human rights prac-
tices in Russia, which documented widespread
human rights abuses under the Russian gov-
ernment. The report found that “[tlhe govern-
ment continued its crackdown on dissent that
began after Vladimir Putin’s return to the pres-
idency,” seeking “to harass, pressure, dis-
credit, and/or prosecute individuals and enti-
ties that had voiced criticism of the govern-
ment.” It depicted a suppressive environment
where “law enforcement personnel engaged in
torture, abuse, and violence to coerce confes-
sions from suspects,” politically motivated dis-
appearances continued to occur, and condi-
tions in prisons could be harsh or life-threat-
ening. The State Department noted that Rus-
sia had adopted several laws discriminating
against LGBT individuals, continued to pros-
ecute some religious minorities, and found
some authorities “discriminated against ethnic
minorities, arbitrarily detaining thousands of
migrant workers amid a wave of anti-immi-
grant sentiment. Laws, actions, and official
rhetoric restricting the rights of the LGBT com-
munity, migrants, and other minorities coin-
cided with a marked increase in violent attacks
against these groups.”

This scathing report makes clear there are
more Russian individuals who belong on the
sanctioned list. | strongly urge the President to
hold these human rights abusers accountable
for their crimes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
ROYCE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4278, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. ROYCE. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess for a pe-
riod of less than 15 minutes.

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 24
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

———
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AFTER RECESS
The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. HOLDING) at 11 o’clock
and 31 minutes a.m.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess subject to
the call of the Chair.

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 32
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess.

——
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. WOMACK) at 12 o’clock
and 7 minutes p.m.

PROTECTING ACCESS TO
MEDICARE ACT OF 2014

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the question on sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill
(H.R. 4302) to amend the Social Secu-
rity Act to extend Medicare payments
to physicians and other provisions of
the Medicare and Medicaid programs,
and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
PiTTs) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

UKRAINE SUPPORT ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 4278) to support the independ-
ence, sovereignty, and territorial in-
tegrity of Ukraine, and for other pur-
poses, as amended, on which the yeas
and nays are ordered.
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The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
ROYCE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, as amended.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 399, nays 19,
not voting 13, as follows:

[Roll No. 148]

YEAS—399
Aderholt DeLauro Hurt
Bachmann Denham Israel
Bachus Dent Issa
Barber DeSantis Jackson Lee
Barletta Deutch Jeffries
Barr Diaz-Balart Jenkins
Barrow (GA) Dingell Johnson (GA)
Barton Doggett Johnson (OH)
Bass Doyle Johnson, E. B.
Beatty Duckworth Johnson, Sam
Becerra Duffy Jolly
Benishek Duncan (SC) Jordan
Bera (CA) Edwards Joyce
Bilirakis Ellison Kaptur
Bishop (GA) Ellmers Keating
Bishop (NY) Engel Kelly (IL)
Bishop (UT) Enyart Kelly (PA)
Black Eshoo Kennedy
Blackburn Esty Kildee
Blumenauer Farenthold Kilmer
Bonamici Farr Kind
Boustany Fattah King (IA)
Brady (PA) Fincher King (NY)
Brady (TX) Fitzpatrick Kingston
Braley (IA) Fleischmann Kinzinger (IL)
Bridenstine Fleming Kirkpatrick
Brooks (AL) Flores Kline
Brooks (IN) Forbes Kuster
Brown (FL) Fortenberry LaMalfa
Brownley (CA) Foster Lamborn
Buchanan Foxx Lance
Bucshon Frankel (FL) Langevin
Bustos Franks (AZ) Lankford
Byrne Frelinghuysen Larsen (WA)
Calvert Fudge Larson (CT)
Camp Gabbard Latham
Cantor Gallego Latta
Capito Garamendi Lee (CA)
Capps Garcia Levin
Capuano Gardner Lewis
Cardenas Garrett Lipinski
Carney Gerlach LoBiondo
Carson (IN) Gibbs Loebsack
Carter Gingrey (GA) Lofgren
Cartwright Gohmert Long
Cassidy Goodlatte Lowenthal
Castor (FL) Gosar Lowey
Castro (TX) Gowdy Lucas
Chabot Granger Luetkemeyer
Chaffetz Graves (GA) Lujan Grisham
Chu Graves (MO) (NM)
Cicilline Green, Al Lujan, Ben Ray
Clark (MA) Green, Gene (NM)
Clarke (NY) Griffin (AR) Lummis
Clay Griffith (VA) Lynch
Cleaver Grijalva Maffei
Clyburn Grimm Maloney,
Coffman Guthrie Carolyn
Cohen Hahn Maloney, Sean
Cole Hall Marchant
Collins (GA) Hanabusa Marino
Collins (NY) Hanna Matheson
Conaway Harper Matsui
Connolly Harris McAllister
Conyers Hartzler McCarthy (CA)
Cook Hastings (FL) McCaul
Cooper Hastings (WA) MecClintock
Costa Heck (NV) McCollum
Cotton Heck (WA) McDermott
Courtney Hensarling McGovern
Cramer Herrera Beutler McHenry
Crawford Higgins McIntyre
Crenshaw Himes McKeon
Crowley Hinojosa McKinley
Cuellar Holding McMorris
Culberson Holt Rodgers
Cummings Horsford McNerney
Daines Hoyer Meadows
Davis (CA) Hudson Meehan
Davis, Danny Huelskamp Meeks
Davis, Rodney Huffman Meng
DeFazio Huizenga (MI) Messer
DeGette Hultgren Mica
Delaney Hunter Michaud
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Miller (FL) Rigell Southerland
Miller (MI) Roby Speier
Miller, George Roe (TN) Stewart
Moore Rogers (AL) Stivers
Moran Rogers (KY) Stutzman
Mullin Rogers (MI) Swalwell (CA)
Murphy (FL) Rooney Takano
Murphy (PA) Ros-Lehtinen Terry
Nadler Roskam Thompson (CA)
Napolitano Ross Thompson (MS)
Neal Rothfus Thompson (PA)
Neugebauer Roybal-Allard Thornberry
Noem Royce Tiberi
Nolan Ruiz Tierney
Nugent Runyan Tipton
Nunes Ruppersberger Titus
Nunnelee Ryan (OH) Tonko
Olson Ryan (WI) Tsongas
Owens Salmon Turner
Palazzo Sanchez, Linda  Upton
Pallone T. Valadao
Pascrell Sanchez, Loretta Van Hollen
Pastor (AZ) Sanford Vargas
Paulsen Sarbanes Veasey
Payne Scalise Vela
Pearce Schakowsky Velazquez
Pelosi Schiff Visclosky
Perlmutter Schneider Wagner
Perry Schock Walberg
Peters (CA) Schrader Walden
Peters (MI) Schweikert Walorski
Peterson Scott (VA) Walz
Petri Scott, Austin Wasserman
Pingree (ME) Scott, David Schultz
Pittenger Sensenbrenner Waters
Pitts Serrano Waxman
Pocan Sessions Weber (TX)
Poe (TX) Sewell (AL) Webster (FL)
Polis Shea-Porter Welch
Pompeo Sherman Westmoreland
Price (GA) Shimkus Whitfield
Price (NC) Shuster Williams
Quigley Simpson Wilson (FL)
Rahall Sinema Wilson (SC)
Rangel Sires Wittman
Reed Slaughter Wolf
Reichert Smith (MO) Womack
Renacci Smith (NE) Woodall
Ribble Smith (NJ) Yarmuth
Rice (SC) Smith (TX) Yoder
Richmond Smith (WA) Young (IN)
NAYS—19

Amash Grayson Rohrabacher
Bentivolio Jones Rokita
Broun (GA) Labrador Stockman
Burgess Massie Yoho
DesdJarlais Mulvaney Young (AK)
Duncan (TN) O’Rourke
Gibson Posey

NOT VOTING—13
Amodei Gutiérrez Rush
Butterfield Honda Schwartz
Campbell McCarthy (NY) Wenstrup
Coble Miller, Gary
DelBene Negrete McLeod
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Messrs. ROKITA and YOHO changed
their vote from ‘‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”

Messrs. PALAZZO, McNERNEY, and
WEBER of Texas changed their vote
from ‘“‘nay”’ to ‘‘yea.”

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, | was un-
avoidably absent in the House chamber for
votes today. | would like the record to show
that, had | been present, | would have voted
“yea” on rollcall vote 148.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Ms. DELBENE. Mr. Speaker, on Wednes-
day, March 26th, 2014 and Thursday, March
27th, 2014 | was unable to be in Washington,
DC and vote on the legislative business during
these two days. Unfortunately, the tragic
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mudslide in Snohomish County, Washington
required me to return to my district to help my
constituents in the aftermath of this disaster.

| would now like to submit how | would have
voted had | been present.

| was unable to vote on rollcall No. 142: On
Ordering the Previous Question for consider-
ation of H. Res. 524, a resolution providing for
consideration of H.R. 1459, the Ensuring Pub-
lic Involvement in the Creation of National
Monuments Act. Had | been present | would
have voted “no.”

| was unable to vote on rollcall No. 143: On
Adoption of H. Res. 524, a resolution pro-
viding for consideration of H.R. 1459, a resolu-
tion providing for consideration of H.R. 1459,
the Ensuring Public Involvement in the Cre-
ation of National Monuments Act. Had | been
present | would have voted “no.”

| was unable to vote on rollcall No. 144: On
motion to suspend the rules and pass H.R.
1228, Corporal Justin D. Ross Post Office
Building in Green Bay, Wisconsin. Had | been
present | would have voted “yes.”

| was unable to vote on rollcall No. 145: On
Agreeing to the Tsongas Amendment No. 3 to
H.R. 1459, the Ensuring Public Involvement in
the Creation of National Monuments Act. Had
| been present | would have voted “yes.”

| was unable to vote on rollcall No. 146: On
the Motion to Recommit with Instructions H.R.
1459, the Ensuring Public Involvement in the
Creation of National Monuments Act. Had |
been present | would have voted “yes.”

| was unable to vote on rollcall No. 147: On
Passage of H.R. 1459, the Ensuring Public In-
volvement in the Creation of National Monu-
ments Act. Had | been present | would have
voted “no.”

| was unable to vote on rollcall No. 148: On
motion to suspend the rules and pass H.R.
4278, Ukraine Support Act. Had | been
present | would have voted “yes.”
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LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

(Mr. HOYER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I rise for
the purpose of inquiring of the major-
ity leader the schedule for the week to
come, and I am pleased to yield to my
friend, Mr. CANTOR, the majority lead-
er.

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman from Maryland, the
Democratic whip, for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, on Monday the House is
not in session. On Tuesday, the House
will meet at noon for morning-hour
and 2 p.m. for legislative business.
Votes will be postponed until 6:30 p.m.
On Wednesday and Thursday, the
House will meet at 10 a.m. for morning-
hour and noon for legislative business.
On Friday, the House will meet at 9
a.m. for legislative business. Last votes
of the week are expected no later than
3 p.m.

Mr. Speaker, the House will consider
a few suspensions next week, a com-
plete list of which will be announced by
close of business tomorrow. In addi-
tion, the House will consider an impor-
tant bill next week to address the mid-
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dle class squeeze by making sure that
government policies do not provide in-
centives for employers to cut hours for
their employees. H.R. 2575, the Save
American Workers Act, sponsored by
Representative ToDD YOUNG of Indiana,
will protect hardworking Americans
from losing up to 25 percent of their
wages as a direct result of ObamaCare’s
30-hour rule.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I expect the
House to consider the first of three
budget process reform bills next week
to help reduce out-of-control spending
and improve accountability to the tax-
payers. Representative ToM PRICE’S
Pro-Growth Budgeting Act, H.R. 1874,
will require CBO to provide detailed in-
formation on the economic impacts of
major legislation as a supplement to
CBO cost estimates.

With that, I thank the gentleman.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for that information.

The gentleman released an agenda
memo about a week ago and talked
about a budget coming to the floor of
the House of Representatives. My un-
derstanding is that the budget will be
marked up in committee next week,
and my presumption is when we come
back, the budget will be on the floor. Is
that correct? And if the gentleman can
give me maybe some week that it will
be on the floor, if not the day.

I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman, and he is correct. The
Budget chairman, Mr. RYAN, intends to
hold a markup next week in his com-
mittee, and the expectation is, once
that markup occurs next week, that we
will have the budget on the floor the
following week.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for those comments.

Further, it is my understanding, Mr.
Leader, that the budget number that
the committee will mark to is the
budget number that was included in
the Ryan-Murray agreement that was
adopted by the Congress and signed by
the President at $1.014 trillion in dis-
cretionary spending. Is that accurate?

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I would
say to the gentleman, that is accurate.

Mr. HOYER. Reclaiming my time, I
appreciate that that is being honored.
Can the gentleman tell me whether or
not the firewall that is also included in
the Ryan-Murray agreement will be
honored as well? The firewall, just an
explanation, and I know the majority
leader knows, but the firewall between
discretionary defense spending and dis-
cretionary nondefense spending.

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I would
say to the gentleman, I have not had
discussion with the chairman on that
particular issue. I am aware of the gen-
tleman’s concern, and I think the gen-
tleman represents his caucus in the de-
sire, unfortunately, to limit the de-
fense spending. I think the question is
probably aimed at the fact that we
have differences on that because, given
what is going on in the world right
now, I feel very strongly for the need
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for American military power and our
ability to project that, not always nec-
essarily to use it, but necessary in our
diplomatic role as well, so I don’t have
an answer to the gentleman on that
and refer him to the Budget chair. I am
glad to engage in any conversation
with him going forward.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman.

Just to make it clear, as I know he
would want me to do: I am opposed to
the sequester because I think the se-
quester damages our national security
and domestic investments. Frankly, al-
though the 1.014 number is not the se-
quester number, as the gentleman
knows, the following year will be the
sequester number because the agree-
ment only lasts for 2 years. My own
view is that the number that we are
marking to in 2015 is not substantive
enough, not sufficient funds to fund the
kind of national security that we need
in this country, so I am in agreement
with the gentleman, but it is a direct
consequence, in my view, of the fiscal
policies that we have been pursuing. So
I want to say to my friend, the major-
ity leader, Mr. Speaker, that we on this
side—certainly me for 33 years, I have
been a very strong supporter of a ro-
bust national security because I believe
that is essential if we are going to
maintain freedom around the world, as
well as safety here at home. I know the
gentleman and I share that view, and I
appreciate his view on that.

Unless he wants to respond, I will go
to another issue.

As you know, we filed a discharge pe-
tition on H.R. 15, which is the com-
prehensive immigration bill that we
have introduced that reflects, we
think, a fix of a broken system, which
the majority leader has made clear he
shares the view that the system is bro-
ken. We would hope that that bill could
be brought to the floor. We would hope
that at least 218 Members would sign
that. We have approximately 235 Mem-
bers who have said publicly to the
press and to the public that they are
for comprehensive immigration reform.
We would hope that that would lead
them to sign the discharge petition so
we in fact could bring that bill to the
floor.

Does the gentleman have any idea
when or if some immigration reform
legislation will be brought to this floor
so that we can deal with a system that
is obviously causing a great deal of dif-
ficulty in our country and is, in fact, a
broken system?

I yield to my friend.

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I would
say to the gentleman, and he knows
and he and I have spoken, that most of
our conference feels strongly that the
existing system is broken. We have got
to do something about maintaining the
enforcement and implementation of
the law. We have to do something
about the antiquated system of legal
immigration to address the needs of
our country.

The problem has been, Mr. Speaker,
that there is a serious deterioration in
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the trust factor with what is going on
in terms of the White House and its
execution and implementation of the
laws. I recall, Mr. Speaker, a prior con-
versation that my friend, the Demo-
cratic whip, and I have had on this
floor about the trust factor. I in one in-
stance even indicated to the gentleman
that the comprehensive health care law
that was passed, now in the vernacular
known as ObamacCare, is an example of
where we have seen that the White
House has by whim, seemingly, chosen
to either waive provisions, extend
deadlines without consultation with
Congress, seemingly without awareness
of what the law says. That is not a
good way to operate. It is not some-
thing that increases the confidence and
trust of the American people. So I
would say to the gentleman, there is no
interest in picking up a comprehensive
bill like that if we can’t trust that
once the law is set, that the White
House is going to necessarily imple-
ment the law as it stands.

So I am sorry to say to the gen-
tleman that the situation of trust is
how it is, but perhaps he could do some
good by talking to the White House
and telling the White House the law is
the law, and for their unilateral ac-
tions taking place and failing to imple-
ment the law is a very troubling thing
for a lot of us and a lot of the constitu-
ents that we represent.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. Speaker, when I ask this ques-
tion we usually do change the subject
to get on the Affordable Care Act.
There is hardly any subject that moti-
vates my friends on the other side of
the aisle more to say something than
the Affordable Care Act.

If the gentleman believes that trust
is the issue and that we can’t trust the
President to do any of the laws that we
pass, then we ought to just stop doing
things. As a matter of fact, that is just
about what we have done, Mr. Speaker.
Maybe that is the strategy—to pass
message bills with no expectation that
they will pass either the Senate and be
signed by the President, and maybe all
we are doing is treading water.

My own view would be that the
American public expects more than
that. If it is broken, as the gentleman
says it is, and he says just now a sig-
nificant number, I don’t know if it is a
majority of his caucus, believe it is
broken, then they have passed out bills
out of their committee. This is not a
question of trust; this is a question of
can this House act. We can’t control
what the President does. We can’t con-
trol what the United States Senate
does. But as the majority leader well
knows, Mr. Speaker, in times past I
have said what we can control is what
we do. What we can do is pass policy
that we think is good policy, or at
least that a majority of us think is a
good policy, to fix a system.

We believe strongly that a com-
prehensive immigration bill is good for
this country. Not only do we believe it
is morally right to do, but we also be-
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lieve that economically it is right to
do. In fact, CBO scores the passage of a
comprehensive immigration bill as a
substantial help to the budget deficit.
That we take people, put them on the
tax rolls, make sure they are paying
the taxes that are due, and make sure
that our country is getting the reve-
nues that it should be getting from
those who are working in our country.

In fact, of course, in addition to that,
if you talk to many people in industry,
that is why the U.S. Chamber of Com-
merce has urged us to pass a com-
prehensive reform bill, it is why the
AFL~CIO has urged us to pass a com-
prehensive immigration reform bill,
and it is why the agricultural commu-
nity, the growers of America, have
urged us to pass a comprehensive im-
migration bill, and it is why farm-
worker representatives have urged us
to pass a comprehensive immigration
reform bill, and why most faith-based
organizations in America have urged us
to pass a comprehensive immigration
bill.

I know there are some Members who
would vote against it, but I urge my
friend, the majority leader: bring it to
the floor. I have said this before, but
the Speaker made it very clear that he
was going to lead this House in a way
that would allow the House to work its
will. If the majority of this House
doesn’t trust the President and they
don’t want to vote for H.R. 15, so be it.
They will do that; they will vote ‘“‘no.”

But I believe there are the votes on
the floor to pass comprehensive immi-
gration reform, and the only reason it
is not passing is because it is not
brought to the floor. For that reason,
Mr. Majority Leader, I would ask you,
as respectfully as I can, to put the bill
on the floor. You may well be right.
Your party, which if it all votes to-
gether, could defeat a comprehensive
immigration bill. If your party believes
that is good policy and because of a
lack of trust of the President, that
should be the road that you go down,
then fine. Let the American people see
that.

If, however, there are at least very
close to half of this House who are
going to be signing that discharge peti-
tion, believe that it is good policy, and
if, in fact, Speaker BOEHNER meant
what he said, that he was going to
allow the House to work its will, I
would urge the majority leader to let
the House work its will and bring that
bill to the floor. Open it up for amend-
ments. If the gentleman’s party wants
to offer amendments or my side wants
to offer amendments, let that be the
case. But let us let the House at least
have the opportunity to work its will
on this very, very important bill that
we think is one of the most critical
issues that we ought to be addressing.

I yield to my friend if he would like
to respond.

O 1300

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, all I
would like to say to the gentleman is
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he and I disagree that there would be a
majority of votes for H.R. 15. It is a re-
flection of the comprehensive Senate
bill, and I don’t believe we have a ma-
jority in this House for that bill.

I would furthermore ask the gen-
tleman whether he thinks—or I would
just say that perhaps it would be more
constructive that we sit down and
begin to talk about where we can go in
a direction that we have in common,
that we feel that we can agree on
things rather than differences; rather
than filing discharge petitions, perhaps
it would be a little more constructive
to sit down, instead of demanding our
way or the highway.

Again, too much of that has been the
way this town has worked over the last
several years, and it is unfortunate.

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for his remarks. He and
I have a difference of opinion. We dis-
cussed this the last time, as I recall.
We have a difference of opinion. He
thinks it would not pass. I think it
would pass.

The good news for America is there is
a very easy way to determine who is
right and who is wrong. Put the bill on
the floor, give the House a vote, give
America a vote. If I am wrong, I will
stand up on the floor of the House and
say I was wrong.

I am sure that my friend, the major-
ity leader, will do the same if, in fact,
he is wrong, but we have an easy way
in America to resolve such differences
because we all have differences of opin-
ion.

In a democracy, you vote. In a de-
mocracy, you resolve differences by
coming together. I look forward to sit-
ting down with the gentleman on this
issue. I would reiterate I look forward
to dealing with him on other issues as
we have been able to do in many in-
stances. I thank him for that oppor-
tunity.

We can resolve this difference by
simply bringing the bill to the floor,
giving America a vote, and letting the
House work its will. Unless the gen-
tleman wants to say something fur-
ther, I yield back the balance of my
time.

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW

Mr. CANTOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet at 11 a.m. tomorrow; and when
the House adjourns on that day, it ad-
journ to meet on Tuesday, April 1, 2014,
when it shall convene at noon for
morning-hour debate and 2 p.m. for leg-
islative business.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAMALFA). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

HONORING KIM RUBIN
(Mrs. BACHMANN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)
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Mrs. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize an extremely impor-
tant person. Today marks 25 years that
Kim Rubin has worked here on Capitol
Hill.

In the 1980s, Kim Rubin accepted an
internship with former Congressman
Jack Kemp from her home State of
New York. She has come a long way
since then. She has been with me, I am
proud to say, since day one that I
served in the United States Congress.

I have never met anyone more loyal,
more dependable, or more organized.
Not only does Kim coordinate our of-
fice’s schedule and those of our entire
staff, she works diligently as our office
manager.

Somehow, she still has the time and
energy to be a dedicated wife to her
loving husband, Howie, and also to her
two beautiful daughters, Lexi and Livi.
She is also a volleyball coach, and her
nickname is Coach K.

As Kim says, her life is centered on
faith, family, and pursuing what makes
you happy. I don’t know how Kim does
it all, but it has been an honor to work
with Kim Rubin for these past 8 years.

While we will part ways after we both
retire this year, I know I will have a
lifelong friend in the indomitable Kim
Rubin.

Congratulations and thank you, Kim
Rubin.

————
FOREST MANAGEMENT

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, the Endangered Species
Act was signed into law in 1973, in
order to preserve, protect, and recover
key domestic species.

The ESA also contains a citizen law-
suit provision, which allows private
citizens—and, in many cases, special
interest organizations—to sue Federal
agencies and private landowners for al-
legedly failing to comply with ESA.
Taxpayers are on the hook, even when
the Federal Government prevails.

The Forest Service, which I had the
privilege of holding jurisdiction over as
chairman of the Agricultural Sub-
committee on Conservation, Energy,
and Forestry, must comply with ESA
before engaging in any kind of forest
management activity, which is the
agency’s most basic and fundamental
role

Protecting species is our goal, but
unfortunately, this provision has been
used as a tool by those who would like
to halt land management activities.

The financial impact of these activi-
ties in the Forest Service is signifi-
cant, posing a threat to the forest
health, the economic well-being of
local communities, and also the species
we are aiming to protect.

We must replace this flawed policy
with one that protects taxpayers and
species restoration, but also the health
of our forests and our local economies.
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will recognize Members for Spe-
cial Orders speeches without prejudice
to the possible resumption of legisla-
tive business.

———

WEEK IN REVIEW

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority
leader.

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, a sur-
prising twist today: Who says there is
nothing surprising in Washington? We
were told there was potential for a bill
to come to the floor today to deal with
the issue of the SGR, sustainable
growth rate, or the doc fix, as it is
sometimes called.

There has been some disagreement in
our party what would be the best way
to handle it. We had a bill. It was a 1-
year extension, 1 year that included
some other things that some of the
people that are providing the care that
haven’t been properly treated in reim-
bursement areas we are not happy
about.

So it appeared we didn’t have—or our
leaders may not have had the votes,
and so it is quite a surprise that was
voice-voted. No one asked for a re-
corded vote because normally, see, we
trust our leaders that, if there is an
important bill, that part of the leader-
ship understand, someone here, part of
the bill will request a recorded vote,
and we will get a recorded vote, and we
will all be able to either vote for or
vote against.

Otherwise, we have to Kkeep people
here all the time, and it did bring back
to mind the time that was not so fond
back in 2007, 2008, sometimes 2009 and
2010, when on the first day back in
Washington, whether it was a Monday
or a Tuesday, the first day, there is
suspension bills.

Those are bills that are expected to
pass and have two-thirds of the body
vote for them, naming courthouses,
naming Federal buildings, recognizing
some important person or deed, those
type of things.

They are generally agreed to, and de-
spite all the negativity in Washington,
those are things that we agreed to con-
stantly; and both sides of the aisle
worked together getting it accom-
plished.

We saw very quickly, after Repub-
licans lost the majority in November of
2006, sometimes Republican leadership
would agree to allow some suspensions
to go when it was extremely impor-
tant. It should never have been brought
to the floor on suspension, which
means it doesn’t go through sub-
committee, it doesn’t go through com-
mittee.

It just comes to the floor, without
having gone through Rules Committee,
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and that is why it takes two-thirds of
a vote, because it bypassed the normal
procedure.

There were a handful of us who de-
cided back in 2007, since Republican
leadership at that time were agreeing
to things that we Kknew our other
friends in the Republican side, some
friends on the Democratic side would
never vote for, if it was a recorded
vote, where everyone had a chance to
vote—I started flying back early. I
know ToM PRICE did at times; LYNN
WESTMORELAND did at times.

I got to where I was flying back, even
if T thought somebody else was cov-
ering the floor. The reason was to
make sure that, since we couldn’t trust
that our leadership would not agree to
some bill that we thought was hurtful
to the country, was hurtful to the Con-
stitution or to our constituents, we had
to be here to ask for a recorded vote.

It went unnoticed except by leader-
ship staff on both sides, and it got to
where, when I came to the floor and
would sit here for 3 or 4 hours, I would
have staff come up, usually Democratic
staff, since they were in the majority,
and say: Well, obviously, you are con-
cerned about some issue.

Sometimes, I was just here to ob-
serve, to make sure nothing was
brought to the floor without any no-
tice. Sometimes, there was a particular
suspension that I felt should have a re-
corded vote, so I would show up, and I
would, after the voice vote, request a
recorded vote.

That is why staff started coming up
and saying: Look, which one are you
going to demand a recorded vote on or
are you going to object to?

Sometimes, I would get up and speak
against the bill. It got to where if I had
an objection, they knew—because I'd
done it between the time of the call for
a recorded vote—I would go back to my
office; I would type up a notice on why
a bill was not a good bill.

I would be standing at the door, get a
few other people to stand at other
doors to hand out little fliers to Mem-
bers of Congress as they came to the
floor explaining why it wasn’t a good
bill.

Sometimes, I won; sometimes, I lost,
but all you had to get was one more
then one-third of the votes to bring
down a suspension. So we were able to
deal with that issue and make sure
that, you know, people knew if you are
going to try to pull that stuff, we are
going to have people sit here, so that
you can’t just pass something on a
voice vote without it being called for a
recorded vote.

I was very surprised today with us in
the majority, our own leadership in
charge, with something as important
as the doctor fix would be brought to
the floor on a voice vote.

I would have come over earlier, ex-
cept it was in recess, back in session,
recess, back in session. I didn’t know
how long the recesses were going to be,
but now, I know that I need to get with
some other Members and make sure we
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have people on the floor, since we
won’t be sure what our own leadership
is going to do.

That is very unfortunate. It is unfor-
tunate. You need to be able to trust
your own leadership.

Mr. Speaker, I think it’s, on another
matter, very important that we note
that this year’s Margaret Sanger
Award would go to former Speaker
NANCY PELOSI.

I have an article here from American
Thinker, dated yesterday. Jeannie
DeAngelis wrote the article. I won’t
read the whole article, but it points
out that any woman willing to call late
term abortion ‘‘sacred ground’ and
make false accusations that the oppos-
ing political party voting for the Pro-
tect Life Act would leave pregnant
women ‘‘dying on the floor’ deserves
an award named after eugenicist Mar-
garet Sanger.

NANCY PELOSI will be given the Mar-
garet Sanger Award, which Planned
Parenthood considers its ‘‘highest
honor.”

Further down, it says:

A committed socialist, Margaret Sanger
once said, ‘“‘My own personal feelings drew
me toward the individualist anarchist philos-
ophy, but it seemed necessary to approach
the idea by way the socialism,’” Sanger said.
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She also said this:

This is the great day of social planning. We
have come to believe in planning the produc-
tion and distribution of goods. We plan
methods of governing cities, States, and the
Nation. We plan jobs and leisure time activi-
ties and vacations. We plan almost every-
thing, big and little, except families.

Sanger goes on to say:

It can scarcely do any harm—and it may
do a vast amount of good—to engage in the
thoughtful planning of our population, a pop-
ulation with a still larger percentage of
happy families.

An active worker for the Socialist
Party, Sanger believed:

The more radical the ideas, the more con-
servative you must be in your dress.

Saul Alinsky said:

Dresses his crusades in vestments of mo-
rality.

The article says:

For Margaret Sanger, eugenics was an ave-
nue to improve the human race by discour-
aging people with genetic defects or undesir-
able traits—Blacks, immigrants, and poor
people—whom she called ‘“‘human weeds,
reckless breeders, spawning human beings
who never should have been born.”

Further down, it points out another
irony, which is that Italian American
NANCY PATRICIA D’ALESANDRO PELOSI
had grandparents named Maria and
Tommaso, who immigrated to America
from Italy. If Margaret Sanger had had
her eugenic way with Maria Foppiani-
Petronilla, Ms. PELOSI wouldn’t be
here, let alone be receiving an award.

In February of 1919, in the Birth Con-
trol Review, Sanger published an arti-
cle entitled, ‘“‘Birth Control and Racial
Betterment.”

In 1934, Sanger wrote an article enti-
tled, ‘‘America Needs a Code for Ba-

March 27, 2014

bies: Plea for Equal Distribution of
Births.” Ms. Sanger’s baby code said
that people with bad genes, or dysgenic
groups, should be given a choice be-
tween sterilization and segregation.
Those who willingly chose sterilization
should be rewarded by contributing to
a superior race.

In article 6, Sanger suggested issuing
parenthood permits that would be valid
for no more than one birth.

Despite being lionized by socialist liberals,
Margaret ‘‘every child a wanted child”
Sanger’s legacy is one of murder, racism, re-
vulsion for the handicapped, intrinsic disgust
for the male gender, and a form of twisted
radicalism that viewed God-ordained mar-
riage and the miracle of life with contempt.

Margaret Sanger’s life was committed to
curing what she viewed as the ‘‘urgent prob-
lem” of how to ‘‘limit and discourage the
overfertility of the mentally and physically
defective.”

It should be noted that, in the past,
our former Secretary of State, Sec-
retary Clinton, received the same Mar-
garet Sanger Award, who believed in
eugenics, who believed it was a good
thing to limit the births of races who,
perhaps, were too poor, who she
thought were dysgenic.

This article from, actually, March 31,
2009, Catholic Online, points out:

A day before receiving the Planned Parent-
hood Federation of America’s highest honor,
the Margaret Sanger Award, U.S. Secretary
of State Hillary Clinton paid a visit to the
basilica of Our Lady of Guadalupe in Mexico
City, leaving a bouquet of white flowers ‘‘on
behalf of the American people.”’

When leaving the basilica a half an hour
later, Secretary Clinton told some of the
Mexicans who were gathered outside to greet
her, “You have a marvelous virgin.”

The following day, Friday, March 27,
Clinton was in Houston to receive the
Margaret Sanger Award, named for the
organization’s founder, a noted eugeni-
cist. Secretary Clinton, according to a
State Department transcript of Sec-
retary Clinton’s remarks, said this:

I admire Margaret Sanger enormously—her
courage, her tenacity, her vision. When I
think about what she did all those years ago
in Brooklyn, taking on archetypes, taking
on attitudes and accusations flowing from
all directions, I am really in awe of her.

Another article points out, from The
Weekly Standard, April 15, 2009, that
Secretary Clinton stands by her praise
of eugenicist Margaret Sanger.

Secretary Clinton points out:

Now, I have to tell you that it was a great
privilege when I was told I would receive this
award. I admire Margaret Sanger enor-
mously—her courage, her tenacity, her vi-
sion.

It is probably worth looking at ex-
actly what Margaret Sanger stood for
since she is so admired by our former
Secretary of State Hillary Clinton, who
could end up being President, and our
former Speaker of the House NANCY
PELOSI. Let’s look at exactly what
Margaret Sanger said. Here are some
quotes from Margaret Sanger.

The most merciful thing that the large
family does to one of its infant members is
to kill it.

That is Margaret Sanger. That is
Margaret Sanger, whose name adorns
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an award that was so revered by Sec-
retary Clinton and now by our former
Speaker PELOSI. It is unbelievable that
anybody would be held in high esteem
who would make that statement:

The most merciful thing that the large
family does to one of its infant members is
to Kkill it.

For heaven’s sake. That is not all.
She had plenty more to say.

We should apply a stern and rigid policy of
sterilization and segregation to that grade of
population whose progeny is tainted or
whose inheritance is such that objectionable
traits may be transmitted to offspring.

That was from ‘“A Plan for Peace,”
from the Birth Control Review in April
of 1932. The first quote I read was
“Woman and the New Race” from
chapter 6, ““The Wickedness of Creating
Large Families.”

Then from ‘‘America Needs a Code
for Babies,”” in March of 1934, article 1:

The purpose of the American baby code
shall be to provide for a better distribution
of babies and to protect society against the
propagation and increase of the unfit.

You see, it is important to note here
that what this kind of code does is say
that we need a governing body that
will decide who they think is fit and
who they think is unfit. Gee, how
about that? In ObamaCare, we have a
panel that will decide. You get a pace-
maker. You don’t get a pacemaker. We
know your hip is giving you a lot of
pain, but you are just not worth a new
hip. Do you need a new knee? Ah, we
have looked at your life, and we have
looked at your age. You don’t get a
new knee. You just suffer and die.

I mean, it is unbelievable that a bill
would pass that sets up a board that
will decide who can get a pacemaker to
allow him to live and who will not, who
will get the lifesaving medication and
who will not. I don’t want an insurance
company making that decision, and I
don’t want the government making
that decision. I had a bill that would
have avoided that kind of thing, but of
course, it didn’t come to the floor when
Democrats were in the majority. They
brought, instead, ObamaCare, setting
up that board.

Let’s go back to quotes from Mar-
garet Sanger.

Article 4, from her ‘‘America Needs a
Code for Babies,”” says:

No woman shall have the legal right to
bear a child—and no man shall have the
right to become a father—without a permit.

Hey, there is good news. All you have
to do is be politically ingratiated
enough with the government under
Margaret Sanger’s code and they will
give you a permit to have a baby, be-
cause they will consider you fit.
Chances are, if you are of an opposing
political view of those who are handing
out the permits, you won’t get a per-
mit because you may have a child that
disagrees with the people handing out
the permits.

It quotes article 6:

No permit for parenthood shall be valid for
more than one birth.

This was Margaret Sanger.
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She also said, in 1932, in the April
Birth Control Review:

Give dysgenic groups—that’s people with
bad genes—in our population their choice of
segregation or compulsory sterilization.

In 1922, she said:

Birth control must lead, ultimately, to a
cleaner race.

Gee, the Nazis were pretty good
about pushing a cleaner race, but
thank God they were completely wrong
about the White superhuman race. I al-
ways loved that about Jesse Owens. He
went there, to the heart of the Nazis,
and showed them they were wrong
about their superhuman race, and yet
here we have a woman, Margaret San-
ger, being held in such great, high es-
teem, who thinks we need a cleaner
race, according to her whims.

Here is another quote from the es-
teemed Margaret Sanger. This is from
“The Need for Birth Control in Amer-
ica.” It is quoted by Angela Franks:

Such parents swell the pathetic ranks of
the unemployed. Feeblemindedness perpet-
uates itself from the ranks of those who are
blandly indifferent to their racial respon-
sibilities, and it is largely this type of hu-
manity we are now drawing upon to populate
our world for the generations to come. In
this orgy of multiplying and replenishing the
Earth, this type is pari passu multiplying
and perpetuating those direct evils in which
we must, if civilization is to survive, extir-
pate by the very roots.

Here is another quote. This is from
“Family Limitation,” Margaret
Sanger’s eighth edition, in 1918:

Women of the working class, especially
wage workers, should not have more than
two children at most. The average working
man can support no more, and the average
working woman can take care of no more in
decent fashion.

So that is Margaret Sanger. She is
there to tell the world repeatedly that
we need a government that will re-
strict the feebleminded or maybe, ac-
cording to her, these disgusting women
who work for wages. Ah, we can’t let
them have many children. Yet some
have the nerve to say that Republicans
have a war on women when you look at
the heroine of the left, and she was for
eugenics. She was a racist. She was a
classist—a divider—who wanted and
thought the best thing a large family
could do was to kill a baby. We con-
sider her a hero?

Forbid it, Almighty God.

I know my friends on the other side
of the aisle don’t have a single person
on this side of the aisle who want chil-
dren to go hungry or who want children
to have a worse life than we have. I
know that, but it is all about the way
of getting there.
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So there are those of us who think
the best thing a person could have for
their own self-respect and their own
freedom and their own ability to re-
move themselves from the ties and
chains, the strings that come with
money from the government, is to get
them a job. Grow the economy so they
can have a job and the self-respect and
the freedom that comes from that.
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I know they have the best of inten-
tions on the other side of the aisle, but
I don’t think that you help individuals
by paying them not to work. Let’s get
the economy going so they can work
and be free from all the strings and en-
tanglements that come from handouts
from the government.

I would never call somebody on the
other side of the aisle a racist or a
hater of the poor. So it gets a little dis-
gusting when I hear that about people
on my side of the aisle. We don’t want
anybody to suffer.

We have seen the likes of Margaret
Sanger who think they know better.
Get the government in charge, and
then we will order people to be steri-
lized. And we will give you money if
you will be sterilized. That is what
government does.

Strings come with the money. They
always do. We need the government to
give out less money because people
need less money because they are able
to earn it for themselves with all the
freedom that means. That is what we
want for America. That is what the
Founders wanted. And that makes for a
much more free America.

In that regard, when it comes to free-
dom, I know the people that voted for
ObamaCare thought it was going to be
a great idea, even though most of them
had never read it like I did. Because I
could see it was a threat to all kinds of
freedoms, and I could see before the
vote there were provisions in there
that allowed for clinics to get Federal
money to provide abortion and to have
insurance policies that would end up
providing abortion.

So I was shocked this week at the
Supreme Court. I wasn’t in the court-
room. I was listening in a side room for
members of the Supreme Court Bar. I
was shocked to hear somebody on the
Supreme Court actually take the posi-
tion, Well, just pay the tax and then
you can have your religious views.

The power to tax is the power to de-
stroy. Our Founders knew that. Tax-
ation helped cause a revolution. And in
fairness to the people of the District of
Columbia, they are the only group who,
under the Constitution, are not allowed
to have a full voting Member of Con-
gress, and who are required nonetheless
to pay Federal income tax. Puerto
Rico, Samoa, Mariana Islands, all of
those that are territories, under the
Constitution they are not entitled to a
full voting Representative and do not
pay Federal income tax.

Franklin made clear during the Rev-
olution that if we do not get to elect
one member of the parliament, then
that parliament has no right to put
taxes on us. I agree. So when Demo-
crats were in charge, I had a bill. They
wouldn’t bring my bill to the floor.
Now the Republicans are in the major-
ity. They haven’t so far—or our leaders
haven’t. I think it is only fair. They
don’t get to vote for a full voting Mem-
ber of the House. So in fairness, the
way to fix that legislatively is just to
do for the District of Columbia what
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we do for Puerto Rico, Guam, Samoa,
and the Mariana Islands. You don’t pay
Federal income tax. That would be fair.

There are all kinds of things that
aren’t fair. But when it comes to intru-
sions by the government onto religious
beliefs, the line cannot be drawn so
that it excludes religious beliefs and
the ability to practice them.

For anyone, especially a Supreme
Court Justice, and even someone who
worked for President Obama as Solic-
itor General, who said—and I am para-
phrasing because she didn’t say these
words—I never did my job when it
came to ObamaCare. I didn’t talk to
the administration about it. I didn’t
talk to them about what would help
them when it came before the Supreme
Court. So I didn’t do my job as Solic-
itor General, and that is why I am
qualified to be on the Supreme Court.

Unfortunately, the Senate bought
that. That is the implied position.
They bought that. She is on the Su-
preme Court. She lights into the Hobby
Lobby attorney immediately. But to
come around and say, Just pay the tax,
then you can have your religious be-
liefs, you can practice your religious
beliefs, it is not that expensive—what’s
next?

As a judge who has signed death pen-
alty orders, I have struggled with that
issue. I believe in some cases it is ap-
propriate. I thought it was totally ap-
propriate in Jasper, Texas, after three
people were convicted of dragging an
African American behind their truck.
Once they had a fair trial, fair appeal,
properly convicted, I wouldn’t have had
a problem with a law that said the vic-
tim’s family gets to choose the truck
and the terrain over which they drag
the defendants to their deaths.

When we give the power to decide
who gets to practice firmly held reli-
gious beliefs to a Supreme Court or to
a 218-vote majority in the House, this
Republic and the freedoms it has pro-
vided more than any Nation in history
can’t be much longer for the world—
not those freedoms—not when Congress
will stand by and allow those to be
taken.

I think everybody that was here for
that vote on ObamaCare knows good
and well that if the intention of this
government had been made clear that
they were going to force people to go
against firmly held Catholic beliefs,
Christian beliefs, that bill would have
never passed. And now they seek to en-
force what would never have passed if
their intentions had been made clear—
it is before the Supreme Court. And
who knows what they will do.

Mr. Speaker, my hopes and prayers
are still for ongoing religious freedom
promised under the First Amendment,
and that they will not be taken away
on our watch. But that kind of depends
on the American people and the people
they put in office and the people they
allow to serve on the Supreme Court.

With that, I yield back the balance of
my time.
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate has passed with an
amendment in which the concurrence
of the House is requested, a bill of the
House of the following title:

H.R. 4152. An act to provide for the costs of
loan guarantees for Ukraine.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed a bill of the fol-
lowing title in which the concurrence
of the House is requested:

S. 1827. An act to award a Congressional
Gold Medal to the American Fighter Aces,
collectively, in recognition of their heroic
military service and defense of our country’s
freedom throughout the history of aviation
warfare.

————
INFRASTRUCTURE DEVELOPMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MESSER). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2013, the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. BLU-
MENAUER) is recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the minority leader.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker,
the history of our country, our eco-
nomic development, is predicated on
our infrastructure development. Early
in our history, canals, ports, postal
roads, and 152 years ago, the trans-
continental railroad—audacious at the
time—proved to be a critical element
of tying our nation together, fueling
economic growth and communication.

Later, we had the interstate freeway
system, which had its genesis going
back over a century, nurtured in the
basement of Franklin Roosevelt’s
White House, signed into law, and ad-
vocated by President Eisenhower.

One wonders: Could this Congress in
Washington, D.C., today have produced
the transcontinental railroad, the
interstate highway system, provided
the resources, the resolve, the research
to send humans to the Moon? You have
to pay for it. You have to take a risk.
You have to have a plan and a design.

Sadly, it appears that that is lacking
at this point.

I spent years on the Transportation
and Infrastructure Committee, which I
finally left to go to Ways and Means
and to serve on the Budget Committee
to try and deal with the financing
issue.

In 187 days, the highway trust fund is
exhausted. It is not just that the reau-
thorization extension expires on Sep-
tember 30, but we have drawn the trust
fund balances down to zero. It is al-
ready starting to be felt around the
country. Because you cannot manage
the multibillion-dollars worth of com-
mitments that the Federal Govern-
ment has made in partnership with
State and local communities and the
private sector without having some
range of a financial cushion, probably
on the order of $4 billion.

So that means that the Federal Gov-
ernment is going to start delaying the
release of funding and having to choose
which obligations it honors well before
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September 30. That means cutting back
funding this summer is going to make
a difference for 1local communities
later this spring. Already, States are
dealing with this uncertainty and mak-
ing decisions, putting at risk, in some
cases, construction seasons.

I think we have reached the point
that there are no more cans to Kkick
over or seat cushions to reach behind.
If that doesn’t make sense to you,
sleight of hand, to use another general
fund fix.

We have transferred outright over $50
billion to the general fund since 2008,
and we have backfilled by using the Re-
covery Act, or the so-called stimulus
funding. We made an adjustment in the
Tax Code dealing with provisions for
retirement benefits that were adjusted
that somehow gave us a little head-
room that enabled us to fund a 27-
month extension.

But we are running out of these fixes,
and we are not giving the certainty
that the private sector, local govern-
ments, State governments, that our
communities need to be able to deal
with the more complicated, more ex-
pensive, longer-term projects, espe-
cially those that may involve more
than one State, those that may be
multimodal in nature. These expensive
and complicated projects require
steady, stable sources of funding.

Mr. Speaker, it has been 21 years
since the Federal Government last ad-
justed the gas tax. It was 1993. That is
back when gasoline was $1.08 a gallon.
It is back when there were fewer de-
mands in terms of the highway trust
fund, when cars were less fuel-efficient.

In the course of that time, we have
watched inflation eat away at the
value of that 18.4 cents a gallon that
people pay for their Federal gas tax,
and because people are using more fuel-
efficient cars and because the vehicle
miles traveled have been reduced for 9
consecutive years, the amount that the
individual pays per mile to support our
Federal transportation infrastructure
has been cut by more than 50 percent.
And Congress has been dancing around
this issue.
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I have proposed that we adopt the
recommendation of the Simpson-
Bowles Commission that was so widely
heralded 3 years ago, to have a phased
3-year increase in the gas tax.

I would note that it is supported by
the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, by the
AFL-CIO, by local governments, by
transit agencies, environmentalists, by
professional groups and organizations,
local officials.

It is interesting that the AAA, rep-
resenting auto users, and the trucking
industry have both said: Federal Gov-
ernment, you should raise the fuel
tax—not that we are wild about the
fuel tax, but because the costs of not
doing it are going to cost our motor-
ists, going to cost our trucking indus-
try and the American economy far
more than the few cents per gallon
that would be paid.
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I have also introduced Ilegislation
that would extend the vehicle mile
traveled experiment that Oregon has
been doing over the course of the last
10 years. That would allow States to
experiment with a different approach
that wouldn’t be based on gallons of
fuel consumed, but based on actual
road use, so that people can experiment
for themselves to see if this is a prom-
ising solution.

Mr. Speaker, for the last 15 years, 1
have watched blue ribbon commissions
come forward impaneled by Repub-
licans and Democrats.

I have listened to the testimony from
the business community, from orga-
nized labor, from local government,
from experts all across the scale who
have recommended that we step up and
adequately fund the highway trust ac-
count, so that we can provide the cer-
tainty and the capacity to be able to
rebuild and renew America.

I, for one, am open to all sorts of sug-
gestions; but it is interesting to note,
when my friend DAVE CAMP introduced
his tax reform proposal that would
have allowed some space for the high-
way trust fund, which was announced
on the same day that President
Obama—who I think sincerely is inter-
ested in infrastructure—a proposal for
$300 billion—over $300 billion—that
both proposals were pronounced dead
on arrival, that they had no political
backing, they had very little likelihood
of being passed.

When they made their announce-
ments, they were not joined by labor,
by business, by local government, by
the professions, by people in both par-
ties who are concerned with getting on
with business.

I will have more to say, but I have
been joined by a couple of my col-
leagues who are concerned about this,
who have been working in this arena,
who have some proposals, and I would
turn first to my colleague from Mary-
land (Mr. DELANEY), who has been
working in this space, adding to the
conversation in a way to help us move
forward. I am happy to yield to him for
some comments.

Mr. DELANEY. I thank my good
friend from Oregon for your really sin-
gular leadership on this issue and your
unwavering commitment to make sure
these problems get solved.

Mr. Speaker, every 2 years, the
American Society of Civil Engineers
does an analysis of the U.S. infrastruc-
ture needs and an assessment of our in-
frastructure as it relates to our com-
petitors around the world.

In this last analysis they did, they
produced a report card, where they
graded each component of U.S. infra-
structure. They also gave us a com-
posite grade, and that grade was a D-
plus. A D-plus, Mr. Speaker, was the
grade that the U.S. infrastructure re-
ceived from the American Society of
Civil Engineers.

They estimated further that the
amount of investment we would need
to make as a country to bring our in-
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frastructure up to a high standard is $3
trillion to $4 trillion. $3 trillion to $4
trillion, Mr. Speaker, is the gap, the in-
vestment gap in the infrastructure in
the United States of America.

This creates a very significant chal-
lenge for us as a Nation, as we look to
compete in a global and technology-en-
abled world. To successfully compete
in a global and technology-enabled
world, you need world-class transpor-
tation, energy, communications, and
infrastructure to be able to compete
successfully.

It also creates a great opportunity
for us, as a Nation, because investing
in our infrastructure is proven to be
one of the great jobs programs in this
country. It creates middle-skilled jobs.
Infrastructure disproportionately cre-
ates middle-skilled jobs, which is what
we need in this country.

We are actually creating high-skilled
jobs at a decent rate, we are creating
low-skilled jobs at a decent rate; but
we are not creating middle-skilled jobs
for middle-class Americans, the kind of
Americans that built this country,
saved this country, and saved the
world, and that is a great tragedy. In-
vesting in our infrastructure will do
that.

It also happens to pencil out, Mr.
Speaker. Across time, the data strong-
ly suggests that for every dollar we
spend on infrastructure, we get $1.92 of
economic benefit as a Nation.

It will create jobs in the short term,
it will make us more competitive in
the long term, and it is a fundamen-
tally good investment for us to make
as a country.

As we think about filling this infra-
structure hole, we should analyze how
we actually invest in infrastructure in
this country, and there are really four
ways we do it.

First, government. Federal Govern-
ment, State governments, and local
governments actually grant money to
build infrastructure, particularly infra-
structure that is used for the public or
common good. That is an important
role of government, and government is
unique in its ability to do that.

The second way we build infrastruc-
ture is through financing it with user
fees. Things like the highway trust
fund that my colleague referred to
have largely been financed through our
gas tax. There are other examples, at
airports, et cetera, where we charge
user fees, and that money is collected,
and we build infrastructure with it.

The third way we build infrastruc-
ture in this country is through public-
private partnerships, where we go to
the private sector, and for certain
types of infrastructure, we get the pri-
vate sector to build the infrastructure.

Finally, the fourth way we build in-
frastructure is we finance it. In other
words, State governments and local
governments borrow money to build in-
frastructure.

These are the four ways we build in-
frastructure in this country. If we ac-
tually want to close this infrastructure
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investment gap that we have, if we ac-
tually want to close this $3 trillion to
$4 trillion gap, if we want to bring our
infrastructure from a D-plus grade to
something we would be more proud of,
like an A grade, we need to be bol-
stering all four of these methods.

The good news, Mr. Speaker, is that
there are bipartisan ways of doing all
of these things, and that is what we
need to focus on. One example of a bi-
partisan solution to this problem is a
piece of legislation that I introduced
with several colleagues almost a year
ago. It is called the Partnership to
Build America Act.

The Partnership to Build America
Act, as of today, has 29 House Repub-
licans on it and 29 House Democrats on
it. It was also introduced in the Senate
about a month ago with a dozen Sen-
ators, also bipartisan.

Right now, Mr. Speaker, the Partner-
ship to Build America Act is the most
significant piece of bipartisan eco-
nomic legislation in the whole of the
Congress, and what it does is it creates
a large-scale infrastructure financing
vehicle called the American infrastruc-
ture fund, which will be capitalized for
50 years and be used by States and
local governments to build and finance
infrastructure.

The money in the American infra-
structure fund, Mr. Speaker, is not put
in by the Federal Government, but it is
put in by corporations who invest and
buy very low-cost bonds to finance the
American infrastructure fund over 50
years.

As an incentive to get them to put
this money in, we allow them to bring
back a certain amount of their over-
seas earnings—their overseas cash back
to the United States tax-free.

Almost half of corporate tax is sit-
ting overseas because of flaws in our
international tax system. This allows
for over $200 billion of that money to
come back, a quarter of which would
have to be invested in the American in-
frastructure fund, and create a 50-year
revolving financing vehicle to help
close this gap.

So, Mr. Speaker, the Partnership to
Build America Act is a real example of
bipartisan progress to solve an impor-
tant problem facing this Nation, to get
Americans to work, make us more
competitive in the long term, and use
our precious resources in a wise and
prudent manner that pencils out. It
will be the category Kkiller for the fi-
nancing challenge we have around in-
frastructure.

So, Mr. Speaker, I will close by re-
minding everyone of the importance of
this issue. Investing in our infrastruc-
ture should be our top domestic eco-
nomic priority. It should be our top
jobs program.

We should be bolstering all the ways
we have in this Nation to build our in-
frastructure; and the good news, Mr.
Speaker, is we can do it in a bipartisan
way.

I yield back to my friend from Or-
egon.
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Mr. BLUMENAUER. I appreciate the
gentleman joining us and couldn’t
agree more about the critical nature of
investing in our economy and putting
people to work. Millions of jobs are at
stake, jobs that won’t be outsourced
overseas. I appreciate your joining in
that conversation.

Mr. Speaker, I would like next to
turn to the dean of the Oregon delega-
tion, someone with whom I have been
privileged to work for over 3 decades.
Congressman PETER DEFAZIO is a sen-
ior member of the Transportation and
Infrastructure Committee, ranking
member of Natural Resources, some-
body who I have found to be tireless in
his promotion of infrastructure invest-
ment, creative in terms of ways to ap-
proach it.

Mr. Speaker, I think a number of us
would be open to any mechanism that
provides steady, predictable resources
that would be able to meet the needs
because, before you can have public-
private partnerships so you can deal
with financing, you have got to have
the underlying funding.

There is nobody who has spent more
time and creativity and taken more
risks to advance that than my friend
and colleague, PETER DEFAZIO.

I am very pleased that you have
joined us to be a part of this conversa-
tion and can’t say enough for your tire-
less efforts to try and make sure that
we realize the promise of infrastruc-
ture investment and that we actually
do it.

I yield to the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. DEFAZIO).

Mr. DEFAZIO. I thank the gen-
tleman. I thank Congressman BLU-
MENAUER for his leadership, a former
member of the Transportation and In-
frastructure Committee.

We have sent him over to the Ways
and Means Committee because we can
put forward the need, we can document
what we need to build and rebuild; but,
in the end, someone has got to be re-
sponsible for raising the money, and,
ultimately, it is going to be Ways and
Means, and Earl has certainly taken a
point position there.

We are at an unprecedented point. We
haven’t been here before since the cre-
ation of the national highway program
under President Dwight David Eisen-
hower.

On October 1—or before then even,
the trust funds established by Eisen-
hower, financed by user fees, gas tax,
diesel tax, and some other fees on ex-
cise taxes, et cetera—but, principally,
the fuel tax—is going to be depleted to
the point where, if we don’t act before
October 1, according to the Congres-
sional Budget Office, the obligation au-
thority, that is, the amount of money
the Federal Government could invest,
beginning next October 1, in any and
all transportation projects across the
United States of America—roads,
bridges, highways, transit—will drop to
Zero—zero.

Now, this is not one of these other
phony cliffs around here that have been
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created by an intransigent majority
and a bunch of grandstanders. This is
real. This is real.

Think of what that means to the
States. To my State, it means a loss of
about $450 million of Federal aid to
fund our Federal highway system in
the State of Oregon.

It means that all across America,
you are talking about millions of jobs
and incredible lost opportunities in
terms of creating new jobs and dealing
with a crumbling infrastructure, which
has already been discussed a little bit
before me.

So Congress has to get serious about
this. You can’t whistle by the grave-
yvard on this one. You can’t pretend it
is not a fake crisis. It is a real crisis.

Congressman BLUMENAUER explained
how it has happened over the years. We
haven’t raised the gas tax since 1993.

Now, a lot of people look at 4 bucks
a gallon at the pump come Memorial
Day, and they say: that damn govern-
ment taking all that money.

No. 18.4 cents went to the Federal
Government in 1993 when gas was about
a buck a gallon, and in 2014, when
ExxonMobil jacks it up over $4 for the
Memorial Day holiday, 18.4 cents will
go to the Federal Government.
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I would be a lot happier at those
higher prices if I knew some of it was
going to rebuild our crumbling bridges,
some of it was going to fill in the pot-
holes and deal with the failing pave-
ment, some of it was going to the def-
icit in our transit infrastructure,
which is about $70 billion. The nice
thing, if we make those investments
which have already been mentioned, it
creates about 20,000 jobs for every $1
billion dollars we spend—and not just
construction jobs. You have engineer-
ing jobs. You have technical support
jobs. You have small business sup-
pliers. In transit, you have manufac-
turing jobs. You have even high-tech
jobs, computer-driven transit vehicles,
and et cetera. All across the economy,
it would create jobs, 20,000 jobs per $1
billion dollars.

And we have the strongest Buy
America requirements of any part of
the Federal Government, way stronger
than the Pentagon. So when we invest
those dollars, Americans go to work or
go back to work.

But guess what, the other side works.
If we stop spending that money on Oc-
tober 1, hundreds of thousands, mil-
lions of people will lose their jobs
across many sectors in this country,
and we will become the laughingstock
of the world. The greatest nation on
Earth can’t afford to invest in its fu-
ture, in its competitiveness, in rebuild-
ing the Eisenhower-era infrastructure
and building an infrastructure suitable
for the 21st century to make us more
competitive? It is not too hard. One
simple way to do it would be to take
the existing gas tax and index it.

What does that mean? Well, part of
the reason that we are in this pickle is
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because the gas tax has remained 18.4
cents a gallon since 1993. That means,
with inflation, it has been eroded. And
as cars and fleets become more effi-
cient, people are driving more miles
with fewer gallons of gas, which is a
good thing. So if you indexed it and
said, okay, we will index the gas tax
for construction cost, inflation, and
fleet fuel economy, you would see a big
increase in gas, about 1.4 to 1.7 cents a
gallon next year. Wow.

Well, guess what. Just when I was
home recently, I drove to work; and
when I came home, gas was up a nickel
a gallon because of the crisis in
Ukraine. Where did that go? That went
into the pockets of ExxonMobil.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. If the gentleman
will yield.

Like you, I am on the plan going
home every week. But for a weekend, I
was at a conference, and so I missed
being home for 10 days. In the space of
10 days, gasoline went up 19 cents a
gallon at my corner gas station; and
the next weekend, it had gone up 30
cents a gallon in 3 weeks. That didn’t
fill one pothole, didn’t put one person
to work. Thirty cents in 3 weeks.

Mr. DEFAZIO. I thank the gen-
tleman. I think it is an excellent point.

If we fully implemented Dodd-Frank
and reined in some of the commodities
speculators, it wouldn’t be quite so
volatile. But the point is, if we took a
tiny fraction of the way they jack it up
when you are driving to work every
week and invested it, your friends,
your neighbors would go to work, your
commutes would be better, there would
be less damage to your car, the country
would be more efficient, and we would
lose less jobs overseas.

So, if we indexed it and we paid it
back over 15 years, we could put some-
where between $120 and $150 billion into
the trust fund that would be paid for
and paid back over a 15-year period.

Another alternative would be to put
$1 on a barrel of crude oil. For every $1
you tax a barrel of crude oil today—
Texas is at $101.70, I think, when I last
checked—that would be less than 1 per-
cent. That raises $4 billion a year to in-
vest in the future of America, its infra-
structure, and putting people back to
work in this country. It would also
help to rein in some of the speculation
on the price of crude oil. And it would
also help because OPEC and other sup-
pliers would have to be paying a part of
rebuilding our infrastructure.

The proposal I put forward exempts
all manufacturing; it exempts all heat-
ing o0il; it exempts all agricultural
uses; it exempts school buses and other
things that are currently exempt. So it
would only be the fraction of the barrel
that goes to current taxable transpor-
tation use as $1 dollar a barrel, which
is $4 billion a year. Again, we could use
that future cash flow to bond and fill in
the giant pothole in the trust fund.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Thank you.

Well, I deeply appreciate, again, your
partnership and your leadership; and
what you just demonstrated, a series of
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ways that we could have adjustments
to transportation finance that would
be predictable, sustainable, and, as you
have pointed out, at a time of record-
low interest rates, having a steady rev-
enue stream would permit us to be able
to take advantage of that favorable
borrowing environment to get multiple
benefits. Essentially, if we had done
that earlier, as you and I had suggested
during the Recovery Act, essentially,
we would have had free money because
the interest rates were so low. But I
appreciate your tenacity and cre-
ativity.

We have been joined by another of
our colleagues.

Congresswoman TITUS, I must say, I
deeply appreciated your hospitality
when we visited Nevada, looked at
transportation needs, met with people
in your community who rely on being
able to have this infrastructure work.
You have been on a roller coaster in
Nevada in terms of boom and bust, but
I deeply appreciated your being able to
help me understand those dynamics.
Your leadership in this arena is wel-
comed, and I yield to you to join into
the conversation.

Ms. TITUS. Well, thank you very
much, Congressman BLUMENAUER. You
are always welcome to come to my dis-
trict in Las Vegas. We were very glad
to have you there, and you brought
your leadership. And I appreciate your
wearing your bicycle, because that is
one of the things I want to talk about.

A part of infrastructure is safe
streets and the ability for our pedes-
trians and our bicyclists to be safe, as
well as through other means of trans-
portation. I certainly respect Congress-
man DEFAZIO’s leadership on this. And
I appreciate hearing some of the cre-
ative ideas you have for moving infra-
structure forward because it is so im-
portant that we fund it, and having
this hour to talk about the critical role
of government and maintaining and en-
hancing our infrastructure I think is
not only timely, but is critical.

As you heard earlier, the most recent
report card from the American Society
of Civil Engineers clearly illustrates
the dismal condition of our Nation’s in-
frastructure. Now, the good news is we
moved up a grade, but the bad news is
we went from D to D-plus. So that is
not too much to brag about. If that
were one of my students, I wouldn’t be
too proud of that level of accomplish-
ment.

Well, if you look in more detail at
the findings of that report, you would
find that more than half of the Na-
tion’s roads are in poor or mediocre
condition. One out of every four
bridges is in need of significant repair
or can’t handle the traffic that relies
on it.

We have seen the price of this crum-
bling infrastructure not just in a loss
of jobs but also in a loss of lives. For
one out of every three traffic fatalities,
the condition of the road was a factor.
So we have got to do better than that.

We recently received an update on
the fiscal situation of the highway
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trust fund—the gentleman from Oregon
(Mr. DEFAzIO) was referencing this—
and if the projections hold, that trust
fund will be insolvent by the end of
July. Now, that is at the height of the
construction season when we should be
moving forward with these infrastruc-
ture projects. All of them will come to
a standstill across the country, and
that immediately threatens 660,000
jobs—direct jobs, not counting the
extra industries that rely on that con-
struction as well.

Now, our construction sector was hit
very hard already by the great reces-
sion, and it continues to see unemploy-
ment levels twice the national average.
So we simply cannot afford to let this
trust fund lapse.

We need to take immediate action to
shore it up and remove the insolvency
because it not only halts progress, but
it injects uncertainty into our State
capitals, our city halls, and all of the
transit agencies across the country
who don’t know whether to move for-
ward with projects or not because the
money just may not be there.

If you look at the cities, like Las
Vegas, you can see how this is espe-
cially hard-hitting because infrastruc-
ture is at the heart of our local econ-
omy. We have world-class hotels and
casinos and restaurants and retail, but
we rely on infrastructure to bring to us
people and goods from around the
world, whether it is rail or air or high-
ways. We import everything, from
tourists to lobster. We don’t make it in
there. We have to bring it in. And if
you don’t have good infrastructure,
that system is not going to work.

So as we turn our attention to the
next surface transportation authoriza-
tion, I want us to invest in a number of
things, and one of them is existing and
future freight corridors. On that list, I
hope to see the development of I-11.
That interstate has been designated,
but we need to move forward with it. It
would go from Las Vegas to Phoenix.
Eventually, it would connect all points
north and south. But right now, Phoe-
nix and Las Vegas are the only two
major metropolitan areas in the coun-
try that are not connected by an inter-
state highway.

So this would create new freight cor-
ridors. It would relieve the congestion
on the narrow road that exists there
now. It would save lives. It would in-
crease the connection between the
roughly 8 million people who live in
that area, and it would foster tourism,
which would be a good thing for our
economy. So I hope that we can move
forward on that because it would be
very important for moving freight in
the kind of post-Panamax economy.

In addition to this, I am concerned
about the safety of the travelling pub-
lic in the urban areas. And this is
where you and I have had many discus-
sions about pedestrians and cyclists.

We have seen marginal improve-
ments in highway safety. That has
been going in the right direction. But
pedestrian safety has been going in the
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wrong direction. That has been getting
much worse if you look at the statis-
tics. And more and more people are
using that kind of transportation, for
recreation, to get to work, to go shop-
ping, for exercise. So that population is
going to increase, and yet the fatalities
have increased as well. In fact, nearly
16 percent of traffic deaths in 2012 were
people who were walking or bicycling,
and yet less than 1 percent of safety
funding goes to infrastructure to pro-
tect those travelers.

And that trend is really true in
southern Nevada. My district has the
most dangerous crossings of any be-
cause it is metropolitan Las Vegas. In
2011, there were 23 pedestrian fatalities,
but that jumped to 42 in 2012; and last
year, 51 men, women, and children lost
their lives in pedestrian accidents.

So I hope that as we move forward
with infrastructure funding that we
provide resources and services to ad-
dress that issue. And part of that can
be encouraging local governments to
do planning policies, like the Complete
Streets program. I know you are well
aware of that, very familiar with it and
involved in it. That takes into account
the needs of all users when it comes to
transportation. There are lots of pos-
sible improvements, like bus rapid
transit, dedicated transit bike lanes,
safer crosswalks. All of those will help
users reach their destinations more
quickly and more safely.

So as we look at infrastructure, let’s
remember that it is bridges, it is roads,
it is railroads, it is airports, but also,
we need to do what we can for those
using bicycles and just walking on
their own two feet.

I am committed to working on this.
It is very important for our country
and for our local economies. So count
me in, and thank you for your leader-
ship.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Thank you so
much, Representative TITUS.

It was fascinating, when we visited
with your constituents, how passionate
they were identifying the problems;
and I commend you for working with
them to try to squeeze what you could
out of inadequate Federal, State, and
local funding, but worked to try to
help with the design, help with the ad-
vocacy. They were truly fired up and
had lots of ideas about things to do.

And you are right. It would be a trav-
esty if, when we are urging people to be
able to do more walking and cycling, to
reduce energy, to improve air quality
and improve their health, if, in turn,
we are putting more families at risk.
And being able to have safe routes to
school, being able to deal with pedes-
trian safety and making it part of the
mix, I can’t say enough about how
much I admire your commitment to
balanced transportation, to be able to
tie those pieces together, and how you
worked with your local constituents. It
is truly a model, and I look forward to
continuing with you on that in the fu-
ture.

Ms. TITUS. Thank you.
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Mr. BLUMENAUER. I do want to say
that I also appreciate the reference to
the economic impact in terms of the
men and women who work in this
arena. We have millions of
tradespeople, men and women in the
construction industry who have the
necessary skills to rebuild and renew
America, who want to work, and in too
many of our communities have suffered
disproportionate unemployment as a
result of the near meltdown of the
economy and the too slow recovery.
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Being able to tap that energy, that
excitement and that commitment I
think is very, very important. I have
been so impressed as we go around the
country looking at the people there
who are willing to put those skills to
work, and it is an opportunity for a
wide range of employment opportuni-
ties.

There are opportunities for people
who are primarily just working with
their hands where there is a lot of man-
ual labor involved. There are a number
of skilled opportunities in terms of
what has happened in the trades in
terms of equipment operation that
adds increasing sophistication. There
are jobs that are pencil ready where
there is design, planning, and manage-
ment. So there is a wide range.

My colleague mentioned the 20,000
jobs per billion dollars, and that 20,000
jobs includes lots of bedrock, middle
class American, family-wage job oppor-
tunities, but for a wide range of skill
sets and for people to get their feet on
the ground to be able to build skills
and move further in the advancement
of their careers.

I really appreciate your advocacy
there and would yield to the gentleman
for further comment.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Let me just give one
example. I have a company in my dis-
trict called Johnson Rock Crushers.
They produce a wide range of rock
crushers. They are a major exporter
from the U.S., and they are competi-
tive in the world market. They are em-
ploying skilled labor and also engi-
neers and others to design these mate-
rials. They are sourcing virtually all of
their components in the United States
for these very large pieces of equip-
ment.

So there is an incredible multiplier
effect. They are employing people who
are in niche manufacturing somewhere
making one big gear or making parts
for the conveyor or the giant tires that
g0 on these things. They are employing
engineers to make the future designs.
They just have finished a major con-
tract for the Seabees with affordable
equipment for the Seabees. So they are
just covering an extraordinary range of
things.

They showed me a chart, and the
chart is what happens to their business
when the future funding for the high-
way trust fund comes into question.
They can show me what happened back
when we did the SAFETEA-LU bill,
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how much business fell off. They can
show me recently a fall-off in domestic
business. They are doing pretty well
internationally because other coun-
tries—somehow other countries can
figure out how to invest in their infra-
structure. They are concerned about
becoming more competitive in the
world economy, and they are making
massive investments in China, Brazil,
and in many of our competitor nations.

In fact, I recall once when my col-
league, Mr. BLUMENAUER, heard me giv-
ing a speech. I was saying how I kind of
thought the U.S. was becoming a Third
World nation because of the deteriora-
tion of our infrastructure, which we
have already talked about tonight. He
came up to me afterwards and he said:
Hey, you know, that was kind of insult-
ing. And I'm like: Earl, what do you
mean? You know how bad it is. I mean,
at that point we were at a D, and now
we are up to a D-plus for our infra-
structure. And he said: No. No. It was
insulting to Third World countries, be-
cause they are investing a higher per-
centage of their gross domestic product
in their infrastructure than the United
States of America.

We can afford these investments. In
fact, we cannot afford to forgo these in-
vestments because we will lose more
ground internationally; we will waste
more fuel; people will spend more time
in congestion; and we will kill more
people on obsolete mass transit units
like they did right here in Washington,
D.C. These are investments we must
make.

We have, in the past, led the world.
We have been number one, number two
after World War II up through near the
nineties sometime. We are now number
26 in the world in terms of the state of
our infrastructure. We are duking it
out with Romania these days, I think.
This is embarrassing. It is embar-
rassing for us not to be pushing for-
ward with solutions now and not cre-
ating another cliff and eking it out to
the end.

As Representative TITUS pointed out,
some States are already cutting back
their construction program for this
construction year. Kansas is one I
know of. They have said: Look, the
way we run our State, we have got to
be sure that the Federal reimburse-
ment is going to be there when the
project is done. We can’t wait. Our con-
stitution doesn’t allow us to borrow
money for these things. We can’t go
into deficit, unlike the Federal Govern-
ment.

Therefore, just the prospect that the
money might not be there is causing
many States to say: Well, wait a
minute. We are going to pull back here
on these projects this coming year, and
then if it actually happens on October
1, it will be a massive cutback next
year.

I don’t know what happens to transit.
There is no transit system in the
world, except maybe Hong Kong, that
makes money. So to say we are going
to withdraw all Federal support from
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transit would mean one heck of a loss
of options for people in the United
States.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. 1 appreciate
your detailing the difference it made
with that company in your district and
the multiplier effect for the employ-
ment for the various aspects of that
product. It has been exciting for me to
look at the range of people who are
adding their voice to the cry for the
Federal Government to step up and for
Congress not to be AWOL on this and
not have the collapse of the trust fund.

The range of people who have a keen
interest in our being responsible and
who are adding their voices is fas-
cinating. There are big equipment
manufacturers, like the Catapillars of
this world, and smaller. There are peo-
ple who lease heavy equipment. There
are people who are involved with de-
sign and construction, people who are
there with the materials, asphalt and
concrete, sand and gravel; people who
are there with the iron and steel that
is necessary, the concrete.

You go through the range of people
who are vitally interested in our meet-
ing our responsibilities and who have
the capacity of making huge economic
contributions and who are ready, will-
ing, and able to do so, and the vast ma-
jority of these jobs are right here in
the United States. They are not going
to be outsourced. Lots of equipment,
manufacturing, and materials are right
here. It is cost prohibitive for us not
to. So it provides that local economic
spark. Then there is the multiplier ef-
fect of the coffee shop across the street
from the project and the people who
are providing materials and supplies,
people who benefit from this in dra-
matic ways.

I do appreciate your reminding us of
how we have lost track of where we are
in terms of global leadership. We were
leaders in the development of our ca-
nals and the steam engine. We were
leaders with our transcontinental rail-
road. Nobody did anything on that
order of magnitude. We had the finest
passenger rail system in the world up
until about 70 years ago. We had the
finest highway system. You can go
through the list of areas that we were
justifiably proud of being a global lead-
er. And it was not just prestige. It was
health, it was safety, and it was eco-
nomic impact that made a difference.
We appear to have lost our way.

It is interesting, Mr. Speaker, 6 years
ago, there was no high-speed rail in
China. And in 6 years, they have grown
a high-speed rail system that will next
year carry more passengers than the
entire American aviation system.
Other countries are building ports and
highways and upgrading water and
sewer. And we are stuck, we are losing
ground, and it is Congress that has
failed to step up for over two decades.

I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. DEFAZIO. The problem here in
D.C. is that a lot of people, particularly
the Congress, don’t discriminate be-
tween investments, capital invest-
ments, and expenditures. You know, if
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you buy fuel for the Federal fleet or a
battleship or something, okay, that is
an expenditure; it is consumed. But if
you build a bridge that lasts 100 years,
we count that the same as buying
something that will be consumed in 1
day. That doesn’t make any sense, but
that is the way Congress works.

So they treat needed investments in
the future mobility of the American
people and saving fuel as being com-
petitive, moving goods and people safe-
ly, they treat that exactly the same as
a consumptive, 1l-day expenditure for
fuel for the Federal fleet or something
else. That makes no sense. We need
capital budgets. That is probably a
longer term project around here. They
need to at least recognize the need for
these investments.

What I hear from a lot of naysayers
is: Hey, you already did that. You did
the stimulus, and that didn’t work, did
it?

Well, actually, if you look at the so-
called stimulus, under the most gen-
erous interpretation of infrastructure,
4 percent went into traditional surface
transportation infrastructure—4 per-
cent, 4 percent of the $800 billion—and
it created a heck of a lot more than 4
percent of the jobs that that bill cre-
ated; a really generous infrastructure
interpretation, you are up to 7 percent.

So I say, no, that was not a test.
That money was well invested and
spent, but it was totally insufficient
for the job to repair and rebuild our in-
frastructure and bring it up to a good
state of repair for the 20th century, let
alone to begin to build out an efficient
21st century infrastructure. That is no
test. That money was well spent and
well invested.

There are some prominent com-
mentators who say, oh, I don’t know
where that money went. I had a debate
with one of them on television, actu-
ally. We can show exactly where that
money went and exactly how many
jobs were created, and it was certainly
a net large return compared to many of
the other things that were in that leg-
islation. No, that wasn’t a test.

A test would be if we made a commit-
ment now to build a 21st century infra-
structure and to rise from 26th in the
world back to number one in the world
within 10 years just like JFK said we
will put us on the Moon in 10 years.
Well, in 10 years, we could go back to
having the number one infrastructure
in the world, and in the meantime we
would create a few million more jobs,
and the long-term impact of that cre-
ates sustainable jobs of untold numbers
over the years.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Absolutely. I
have really appreciated your Ilaser
focus. At the time, you and I both
wanted more investment in infrastruc-
ture. Something in the neighborhood of
40 percent were tax cuts that people
didn’t even think they got, that didn’t
have the multiplier effect, that we
would have been well served to double
or triple the amount of investment in
infrastructure.
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But I have been struck—and I know
you have—that even though it was in-
adequate, that we could have done
more and should have done more. I am
struck by the number of businesses
that have told me that that investment
was the difference of whether or not
their business was going to go under.
We had people making bids at that
time basically just to cover payroll. We
got some of the most favorable bids
that were offered up because people
were desperate for that work, and so it
stretched even further.

If we had had the foresight to invest
more and then take advantage of the
fact that the world was basically giv-
ing us their money for free, we could
have had a tremendous impact. But the
truth is that people were desperate for
it. It made a difference, and it is a hint
of what we could do if we did this right.

I am going to turn to my colleague
for a moment for the last word, but I
wanted to just say one thing in terms
of my concluding observation.

I have been struck, in the 3 months
since we have advanced these pro-
posals, by the breadth of editorial sup-
port, by the unions, local governments,
and elected officials in both parties
who are stepping up at the State level
to do this. Wyoming, I think, was the
latest State that went ahead and raised
a gas tax. We are hearing from engi-
neers, and we are hearing from advo-
cacy groups like truckers and Triple A
that are doing the right thing and
making a difficult recommendation be-
cause they know it is the right thing,
and they think it is time to have an
adult conversation with the American
public.

I think it is time for us to listen to
the people out there who don’t just
want, they are insisting that we meet
our obligation as a full partner in in-
frastructure investment in this coun-
try, as we have done for years with
State and local government, with the
private sector, and with local commu-
nities.
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I am convinced that it is one of those
areas that once we get there and take
the step, that it will bring the country
together.

Mr. Speaker, historically, infrastruc-
ture has been an area that has rallied
public support. People came together
for these projects. I am convinced that
if we step up and do our job, listening
to people and giving that support, that
it can be that same sort of rallying
point. I don’t want to be involved in a
conversation about whether it is the
Republicans’ fault or the Democrats’
fault, or it is the House versus the Sen-
ate or the legislative versus the execu-
tive. There has been enough foot-drag-
ging over the last 20 years to go
around.

So my hope is we can use this going
forward to make a difference. I cannot
thank you enough, Congressman DEFA-
710, for your insistence, your leader-
ship, your persistence, your creativity,
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and your courage on this. It really
makes a difference for those of us who
are pushing for the path you have
blazed and your continued, ongoing
zeal to make this work.

Mr. DEFAZIO. To just boil it down to
something pretty simple, I would say
let’s think about the future. Let’s
think about today, and let’s think
about the future. And those who would
disinvest or devolve our obligations to
create a national transportation sys-
tem that is world class, devolve that
duty to the 50 States assembled, or just
ignore altogether that obligation, they
really are showing that they don’t take
a long-term view for America, they
don’t have much faith in our future.

I have a heck of a lot of faith in our
future, and it is going to take some
leadership to get to that future. Doing
simple things like maintaining the ex-
isting purchasing power of the gas tax
through indexation and then using the
future income to bond, and make a
heck of a lot of investments now, will
return more in the long term than it
will cost, and it won’t add a penny to
the deficit. Just like the Federal high-
way trust fund has not been a net con-
tributor to the deficit over time; it has
been funded through user fees. We need
to continue that principle.

In the future, we can probably evolve
to something more high tech, vehicle
miles traveled or things like that. We
are not ready today to get there, and
we sure as heck can’t get there by Oc-
tober 1, so we have to work off the ba-
sics that we already have, that we have
had since Dwight David Eisenhower, a
Republican President, and it was Ron-
ald Reagan who added mass transit
into the highway trust fund. This has
been truly a bipartisan issue over the
years. We lost our way for a bit here,
and it should become bipartisan again.
We should all join together, and we
should show that we really believe in
America’s future and make the invest-
ments that are necessary to get us
there on a better national transpor-
tation system.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Well said, and I
have nothing to add to that eloquence.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

———

HUNTERDON COUNTY, NEW JER-
SEY, CELEBRATES TRICENTEN-
NIAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the Chair recognizes the

gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
LANCE) for 30 minutes.
Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise

today to celebrate the tricentennial of
Hunterdon County, New Jersey, the
county I have proudly called home my
entire life and where my family has
lived since 1739. The celebration this
year is led by former State Senator
Marcia Karrow and a hardworking
committee of exemplary county resi-
dents.

The 300-year history of Hunterdon
County is an excellent example of the
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journey in the advancement of the
English colonies in North America to
the present day status of the United
States of America throughout the
world. To this day, Hunterdon County
maintains its natural beauty and rural
charm, as has been the case throughout
its history.

The county is proud to be named for
Robert Hunter, the distinguished royal
governor of New York and New Jersey
who sailed to America with 3,000 Palat-
inate German refugees in 1710. They,
and thousands of others like them,
yearned for religious freedom and a
better life for themselves and their de-
scendants. Hunterdon County was
formed when it separated from Bur-
lington County 300 years ago this
month, in March of 1714.

From the first reading of the Dec-
laration of Independence on the steps
of what was then the Hunterdon Coun-
ty Courthouse in Trenton to General
Washington’s historic Delaware River
crossing and decisive victory at the
Battle of Trenton, Hunterdon’s link to
the 1776 birth of the United States is
significant. I was personally inspired as
a child by the tales of Captain Daniel
Bray and the Hunterdon County mili-
tia who collected the boats on our
western border that were used in Wash-
ington’s crossing on Christmas night in
that fateful year of our Nation’s birth.
The county boasts several sites associ-
ated with the Revolution, including the
1759 Vought House in Clinton Town-
ship, a Loyalist homestead that still
exists with its architecturally distin-
guished serpentine ceiling.

The county is also proud of its agri-
cultural heritage. The county seal
originally included a hay wagon and
now features a bountiful sheaf of
wheat. Farming was the story of most
county residents, from Native Ameri-
cans through the earliest colonial set-
tlers to those who lived at the begin-
ning of the 20th century. Many barns
dot the county landscape, and this her-
itage 1is celebrated annually at the
Hunterdon County 4-H and Agricul-
tural Fair.

A century and a half ago general
stores and hotels, including several
owned by my ancestors, were common
in the towns that sprouted across the
400 square acres of the county. From
Clinton in the north to Lambertville in
the south, to Frenchtown in the west,
to Flemington, the county seat, in the
middle, they were the centers of life
where Hunterdon families came to
market, to socialize, and to worship.

The nature of Hunterdon has changed
as the population increased from the
mid-20th century forward. The large
agricultural townships have become
more heavily populated as farmland
has been transformed to houses for new
residents, who demanded improve-
ments, including establishment of a
system of regional schools and con-
struction of the Hunterdon County
Medical Center. After World War II,
Hunterdon was the only county in the
State still without a hospital. County
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leaders, including the Board of Agri-
culture, were responsible for the build-
ing of the medical center that opened
in 1953. Since then, this health care fa-
cility has become one of the premier
medical institutions in New Jersey.
Public-spirited men and women created
five distinguished regional high schools
that would become leaders in the State
in academics, athletics, and extra-
curricular activities.

The 300-year history of Hunterdon
County has been captured in writings,
photographs, and memories telling the
compelling story of its sheer natural
beauty, its people, and the larger com-
munity of churches, nonprofit groups,
and civic organizations, with neighbor
helping neighbor.

Our ancestor have striven for 300
years to make Hunterdon what it is
today, a 21st century exemplar of the
United States as a whole: free, self-gov-
erned, prosperous, and dedicated to the
advancement of the Nation. We, the
130,000 current residents, have a re-
sponsibility to those who will come
after us to preserve and improve the
county we love.

Truly, Hunterdon County has always
been and will always be in my heart.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

—————

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. WENSTRUP (at the request of Mr.
CANTOR) for today on account of a
death in the family.

——————

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE
PRESIDENT

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
reported that on March 25, 2014, she
presented to the President of the
United States, for his approval, the fol-
lowing bills:

H.R. 3771. To accelerate the income tax
benefits for charitable cash contributions for
the relief of victims of the Typhoon Haiyan
in the Philippines

H.R. 2019. To eliminate taxpayer financing
of political party conventions and reprogram
savings to provide for a 10-year pediatric re-
search initiative through the Common Fund
administered by the National Institutes of
Health, and for other purposes

————
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 2 o’clock and 40 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Fri-
day, March 28, 2014, at 11 a.m.

——————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

5100. A letter from the Vice President, Gov-
ernment Affairs and Corporate Communica-
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tions, AMTRAK, transmitting a letter re-
garding the general and legislative annual
report; to the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure.

5101. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule —
Standard Instrument Approach Procedures,
and Take Off Minimums and Obstacle Depar-
ture Procedures; Miscellaneous Amendments
[Docket No.: 30943; Amdt. No. 3577] received
March 14, 2014, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

5102. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule —
Standard Instrument Approach Procedures,
and Takeoff Minimums and Obstacle Depar-
ture Procedures; Miscellaneous Amendments
[Docket No.: 30944; Amdt. No. 3578] received
March 14, 2014, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

5103. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Stage
3 Helicopter Noise Certification Standards
[Docket No.: FAA-2012-0948; Amdt. No. 36-29]
(RIN: 2120-AJ96) received March 14, 2014, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

5104. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule —
Standard Instrument Approach Procedures,
and Takeoff Minimums and Obstacle Depar-
ture Procedures; Miscellaneous Amendments
[Docket No.: 30942; Amdt. No. 3576] received
March 14, 2014, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

51056. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule —
Standard Instrument Approach Procedures,
and Takeoff Minimums and Obstacle Depar-
ture Procedures; Miscellaneous Amendments
[Docket No.: 30941; Amdt. No. 3575] received
March 14, 2013, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

5106. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Heli-
copter Air Ambulance, Commercial Heli-
copter, and Part 91 Helicopter Operations
[Docket No.: FAA-2010-0982; Amdt. Nos. 91-
330; 120-2; 135-129] (RIN: 2120-AJ5b3) received
March 14, 2014, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

5107. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; Airbus Helicopters

(Type Certificate Previously Held by
Eurocopter France) (Airbus Helicopters)
[Docket No.: FAA-2013-0770; Directorate

Identifier 2011-SW-057-AD; Amendment 39-
17771; AD 2014-04-12] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received
March 14, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

5108. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; Pacific Aerospace
Limited Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-2014-
0090; Directorate Identifier 2014-CE-003-AD;
Amendment 39-17761; AD 2014-04-03] (RIN:
2120-AA64) received March 14, 2014, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

5109. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; Fokker Services B.V.
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Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-2013-0699; Direc-
torate Identifier 2012-NM-198-AD; Amend-
ment 39-17751; AD 2014-03-13] (RIN: 2120-A A64)
received March 14, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

5110. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; PIAGGIO AERO IN-
DUSTRIES S.p.A Model Airplanes [Docket
No.: FAA-2013-0964; Directorate Identifier
2013-CE-035-AD; Amendment 39-17757; AD
2014-03-20] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received March
14, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

5111. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; The Boeing Company
Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-2013-0831; Direc-
torate Identifier 2013-NM-125-AD; Amend-
ment 39-17763; AD 2014-04-05] (RIN: 2120-A A64)
received March 14, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

5112. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; Slingsby Aviation
Ltd. Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-2013-0997;
Directorate Identifier 2013-CE-044-AD;
Amendment 39-17759; AD 2014-04-01] (RIN:
2120-AA64) received March 14, 2014, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

5113. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; The Boeing Company
Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-2013-0670; Direc-
torate Identifier 2013-NM-081-AD; Amend-
ment 39-17756; AD 2014-03-19] (RIN: 2120-A A64)
received March 14, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

5114. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; Agusta S.p.A. Heli-
copters [Docket No.: FAA-2012-0886; Direc-
torate Identifier 2008-SW-067-AD; Amend-
ment 39-17738; AD 2014-03-01] (RIN: 2120-A A64)
received March 14, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

5115. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; Agusta S.p.A. Heli-
copters (Type Certificate Currently Held by
Agusta Westland S.p.A) (Agusta Westland)
[Docket No.: FAA-2013-0643; Directorate
Identifier 2012-SW-096-AD; Amendment 39-
17773; AD 2014-04-14] (RIN: 2120-A A64) received
March 14, 2014, pursuant to 5 TU.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

5116. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, Department of Transportation, trans-
mitting the Department’s final rule — Air-
worthiness Directives; Saab AB, Saab
Aerosystems Airplanes [Docket No.: FAA-
2013-0695; Directorate Identifier 2011-NM-264-
AD; Amendment 39-17726; AD 2014-01-03] (RIN:
2120-AA64) received March 14, 2014, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

——————

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. HASTINGS of Washington (for
himself, Mrs. LUMMIS, Mr. AMODEI,
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Mr. BisHOP of Utah, Mr. COLLINS of
Georgia, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. HUIZENGA of
Michigan, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr.
LUETKEMEYER, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr.
SOUTHERLAND, Mr. THOMPSON of
Pennsylvania, and Mr. VALADAO):

H.R. 4315. A Dbill to amend the Endangered
Species Act of 1973 to require publication on
the Internet of the basis for determinations
that species are endangered species or
threatened species, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Natural Resources.

By Mrs. LUMMIS (for herself, Mr. HAS-
TINGS of Washington, Mr. AMODEI,
Mr. BIsSHOP of Utah, Mr. COLLINS of
Georgia, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. HUIZENGA of
Michigan, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr.
LUETKEMEYER, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr.
SOUTHERLAND, Mr. THOMPSON of
Pennsylvania, and Mr. VALADAO):

H.R. 4316. A bill to amend the Endangered
Species Act of 1973 to improve the disclosure
of certain expenditures under that Act, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources.

By Mr. NEUGEBAUER (for himself,
Mr. HASTINGS of Washington, Mrs.
LumMmis, Mr. AMODEI, Mr. BISHOP of
Utah, Mr. COLLINS of Georgia, Mr.
HARRIS, Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan,
Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. LUETKEMEYER,
Mr. SOUTHERLAND, Mr. THOMPSON of
Pennsylvania, and Mr. VALADAO):

H.R. 4317. A bill to amend the Endangered
Species Act of 1973 to require disclosure to
States of the basis of determinations under
such Act, to ensure use of information pro-
vided by State, tribal, and county govern-
ments in decisionmaking under such Act,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Natural Resources.

By Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan (for
himself, Mr. HASTINGS of Washington,
Mrs. LuMMIS, Mr. AMODEI, Mr. BISHOP
of Utah, Mr. CoLLINS of Georgia, Mr.
HARRIS, Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. LUETKE-
MEYER, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr.
SOUTHERLAND, Mr. THOMPSON of
Pennsylvania, and Mr. VALADAO):

H.R. 4318. A bill to amend the Endangered
Species Act of 1973 to conform citizen suits
under that Act with other existing law, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. CRAWFORD (for himself, Mr.
CoTTON, Mr. GRIFFIN of Arkansas,
and Mr. WOMACK):

H.R. 4319. A bill to amend the Endangered
Species Act of 1973 to require the Secretary
of the Interior to publish and make available
for public comment a draft economic anal-
ysis at the time a proposed rule to designate
critical habitat is published; to the Com-
mittee on Natural Resources.

By Mr. KLINE (for himself, Mr.
MCKEON, Mr. WILSON of South Caro-
lina, Mr. PRICE of Georgia, Mr.
MARCHANT, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. ROE of
Tennessee, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. SALMON,
Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. ROKITA, Mr.
BUCSHON, Mr. GOwDY, Mrs. BROOKS of
Indiana, Mr. HUDSON, Mr. MESSER,
Mr. GINGREY of Georgia, Mr. KELLY of
Pennsylvania, Mr. RIBBLE, and Mr.
SCHWEIKERT):

H.R. 4320. A bill to amend the National
Labor Relations Act with respect to the tim-
ing of elections and pre-election hearings
and the identification of pre-election issues;
to the Committee on Education and the
Workforce.

By Mr. ROE of Tennessee (for himself,
Mr. KLINE, Mr. MCKEON, Mr. WILSON
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of South Carolina, Mr. PRICE of Geor-
gia, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. HUNTER, Mr.

THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Mr.
WALBERG, Mr. SALMON, Mr.
DESJARLAIS, Mr. ROKITA, Mr.

BUCSHON, Mr. GOwWDY, Mrs. BROOKS of
Indiana, Mr. HUDSON, Mr. MESSER,
Mr. GINGREY of Georgia, Mr. KELLY of
Pennsylvania, Mr. RIBBLE, and Mr.
SCHWEIKERT):

H.R. 4321. A bill to amend the National
labor Relations Act to require that lists of
employees eligible to vote in organizing elec-
tions be provided to the National Labor Re-
lations Board; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

By Mr. MCKINLEY (for himself and Mr.
RUSH):

H.R. 4322. A bill to amend the Tariff Act of
1930 to provide for the payment to affected
producers and their employees of duties that
are collected pursuant to countervailing and
antidumping duty orders, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GOODLATTE (for himself, Ms.
BASS, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr. CON-
YERS, and Mr. SCOTT of Virginia):

H.R. 4323. A bill to reauthorize programs
authorized under the Debbie Smith Act of
2004, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT (for himself, Mr.
NUGENT, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. COLE,
Mrs. LUMMIS, and Mr. ENYART):

H.R. 4324. A bill to require adequate infor-
mation regarding the tax treatment of pay-
ments under settlement agreements entered
into by Federal agencies, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform, and in addition to the
Committee on Financial Services, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the
Speaker, in each case for consideration of
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned.

By Ms. ESTY (for herself, Mr. BISHOP
of New York, Mrs. BUSTOS, Ms.
DEGETTE, Mr. RUIZ, and Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY):

H.R. 4325. A Dbill to prohibit the marketing
of electronic cigarettes to children, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

By Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York:

H.R. 4326. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide a refundable
credit against income tax to assist individ-
uals with high residential energy costs; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York (for himself and Mr. GIB-
SON):

H.R. 4327. A bill to prohibit the Federal En-
ergy Regulatory Commission from issuing
certain decisions that will raise costs for
ratepayers, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. COLE (for himself, Ms. McCoOL-
LUM, and Mr. YOUNG of Alaska):

H.R. 4328. A bill to establish a program to
award contracts to certain tribal organiza-
tions, Indian corporations, public school dis-
tricts, and States, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force.

By Mr. PEARCE (for himself and Mr.
COLE):

H.R. 4329. A Dbill to reauthorize the Native
American Housing Assistance and Self-De-
termination Act of 1996, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices.

By Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois (for
himself, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. HUDSON,
Mr. VELA, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, and Mr.
GALLEGO):

H.R. 4330. A bill to amend the Commodity
Exchange Act to ensure that the treatment
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of illiquid swaps does not disadvantage cer-
tain non-financial end users who use them to
manage business risk; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

By Mr. BARROW of Georgia:

H.R. 4331. A bill to require a 50 percent re-
duction in the number of limousines in the
Federal fleet; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

By Mr. GARDNER (for himself, Mr.
CRAMER, Mr. TIPTON, Mr. LONG, and
Mr. COFFMAN):

H.R. 4332. A bill to direct the Secretary of
the Treasury to increase the dollar limita-
tion on the de minimis safe harbor from
treatment as a capital expenditure for tax-
payers without applicable financial state-
ments; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Ms. JENKINS (for herself, Mr. KIND,
and Mr. YOUNG of Indiana):

H.R. 4333. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to improve 529 plans; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM
of New Mexico (for herself and Mr.
CARTWRIGHT):

H.R. 4334. A bill to allow homeowners fac-
ing foreclosure to avoid deficiency judg-
ments, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MAFFEIL:

H.R. 4335. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to clarify that the estate of a
deceased veteran may receive certain ac-
crued benefits upon the death of the veteran,
to ensure that substituted claims are proc-
essed timely, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. MICHAUD (for himself and Mr.
RIBBLE):

H.R. 4336. A bill to amend title 23, United
States Code, with respect to the highway
safety improvement program, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

By Ms. NORTON:

H.R. 4337. A bill to direct the Joint Com-
mittee on the Library to accept a statue de-
picting Pierre L’Enfant from the District of
Columbia and to provide for the permanent
display of the statue in the United States
Capitol; to the Committee on House Admin-
istration.

By Mr. RANGEL (for himself and Ms.
NORTON):

H.R. 4338. A bill to amend title 49, United
States Code, to require gas pipeline facilities
to accelerate the repair, rehabilitation, and
replacement of high-risk pipelines used in
commerce, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure, and in addition to the Committee
on Energy and Commerce, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. RANGEL (for himself and Ms.
NORTON):

H.R. 4339. A Dbill to establish State revolv-
ing loan funds to repair or replace natural
gas distribution pipelines; to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure, and in
addition to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce, for a period to be subsequently
determined by the Speaker, in each case for
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned.

By Mr. ROKITA:

H.R. 4340. A bill to amend title 49, United
States Code, with respect to passenger motor
vehicle crash avoidance information, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN (for herself,
Mrs. CAPPS, and Mr. DEUTCH):
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H.R. 4341. A Dbill to direct the Federal
Trade Commission to submit to Congress a
report on the use, in advertising and other
media for the promotion of commercial prod-
ucts, of images that have been altered to ma-
terially change the physical characteristics
of the faces and bodies of the individuals de-
picted; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

By Mr. SHIMKUS (for himself, Mr.
ROKITA, Mrs. ELLMERS, Mr. LATTA,
Mr. BARTON, and Mrs. BLACKBURN):

H.R. 4342. A bill to prohibit the National
Telecommunications and Information Ad-
ministration from relinquishing responsi-
bility over the Internet domain name system
until the Comptroller General of United
States submits to Congress a report on the
role of the NTIA with respect to such sys-
tem; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce.

By Mr. STOCKMAN:

H.R. 4343. A Dbill to end the unconstitu-
tional delegation of legislative power which
was exclusively vested in the Senate and
House of Representatives by Article I, Sec-
tion 1 of the United States Constitution, and
to direct the Comptroller General of the
United States to issue a report to Congress
detailing the extent of the problem of uncon-
stitutional delegation to the end that such
delegations can be phased out, thereby re-
storing the constitutional principle of sepa-
ration of powers set forth in the first sec-
tions of the United States Constitution; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Ms. TITUS (for herself, Ms.
DELAURO, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Ms.
BROWN of Florida, Ms. KUSTER, Ms.
BROWNLEY of California, Ms. FRANKEL
of Florida, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr.
TONKO, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr.
O’ROURKE, and Ms. JACKSON LEE):

H.R. 4344. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to establish a presumption of
service connection for mental health condi-
tions related to military sexual trauma; to
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. TONKO:

H.R. 4345. A bill to reauthorize the weath-
erization and State energy programs, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

By Mr. TURNER (for himself, Mrs.
WALORSKI, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. MCKEON,
Mr. AUSTIN ScoTT of Georgia, Mr.
SHIMKUS, Mr. POE of Texas, Mr.
GUTHRIE, Mrs. MILLER of Michigan,
Mr. MICA, and Mr. DIAZ-BALART):

H.R. 4346. A bill to encourage continued en-
largement of the North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs.

By Ms. SPEIER (for herself, Mr. BAR-
BER, Ms. BASS, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr.
BisHorP of New York, Mr. HECK of
Washington, Ms. CLARK of Massachu-
setts, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms.
BoNAMICI, Mr. BRALEY of Iowa, Ms.
BROWNLEY of California, Mr.
CARDENAS, Mr. CARNEY, Mr. CART-
WRIGHT, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Ms.
CHU, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. CLAY, Mr.
COHEN, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. CONYERS,
Mr. CUMMINGS, Mrs. DAVIS of Cali-
fornia, Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. DEGETTE,
Mr. DELANEY, Ms. DELAURO, Mr.
DEUTCH, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. DOGGETT,
Ms. EDWARDS, Mr. ELLISON, Ms.
ESsHOO, Mr. FARR, Ms. FRANKEL of
Florida, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. GRAY-
SON, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. HAHN, Mr.
HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. HIGGINS,
Mr. HIMES, Mr. HoLT, Mr. HONDA, Mr.
HOYER, Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. ISRAEL,
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. KIND, Mr. LLAN-
GEVIN, Ms. LEE of California, Mr.
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LEVIN, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Ms. MICHELLE
LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mexico, Mrs.
CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York,
Ms. McCoLLUM, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr.
MCGOVERN, Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. GEORGE
MILLER of California, Ms. MOORE, Mr.
MORAN, Mr. MURPHY of Florida, Mrs.
NAPOLITANO, Mr. NOLAN, Ms. NORTON,
Mr. PETERS of California, Ms. PIN-
GREE of Maine, Mr. POCAN, Ms. Roy-
BAL-ALLARD, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER,
Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of California,
Mr. SARBANES, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr.
SCHIFF, Mr. ScoTT of Virginia, Ms.
SHEA-PORTER, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr.
SIRES, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. SMITH of
Washington, Mr. SWALWELL of Cali-
fornia, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. THOMPSON of
California, Mr. TIERNEY, Ms. TITUS,
Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr.
VEASEY, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ,
Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. WELCH, Mr. YAR-
MUTH, Mr. PETERSON, Mr. PASCRELL,
Ms. HANABUSA, Mr. SEAN PATRICK
MALONEY of New York, Mr. BRADY of
Pennsylvania, Mr. RICHMOND, Ms.
WILSON of Florida, Mr. GUTIERREZ,
Mr. PETERS of Michigan, Mrs.
NEGRETE MCLEOD, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr.
RYAN of Ohio, Mr. PALLONE, Mrs.
MCCARTHY of New York, and Ms.
MATSUI):

H.J. Res. 113. A joint resolution removing
the deadline for the ratification of the equal
rights amendment; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. LOEBSACK (for himself, Ms.
SHEA-PORTER, Mr. NADLER, Ms.
CLARKE of New York, Ms. NORTON,
Mr. VELA, Mr. JOYCE, Ms. DELAURO,

Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. POCAN, Mr.
RAHALL, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. McGovV-
ERN, Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr.
ENYART, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms.

McCoLLUM, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia,
Mr. MICHAUD, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. RAN-
GEL, Mr. CARDENAS, Mrs. NEGRETE
McLEOD, Ms. BoNAMICI, Mr. RODNEY
DAvis of Illinois, Ms. LEE of Cali-
fornia, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. VAN HOL-
LEN, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. REED, Mr.
LATTA, Mr. WOLF, and Mr. SHIMKUS):

H. Res. 526. A resolution recognizing the
important work of the Meals On Wheels As-
sociation of America and its member pro-
grams throughout the country in addressing
senior hunger and improving the quality of
life for millions of our nation’s seniors each
year; to the Committee on Education and
the Workforce.

By Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD (for herself,
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. DAVID ScOTT of
Georgia, Mr. HONDA, Mr. MCGOVERN,
Ms. HAHN, Ms. CLARKE of New York,
Ms. LEE of California, Mr. BEN RAY
LUJAN of New Mexico, Mr. LOEBSACK,
Ms. McCoLLUM, Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN
GRISHAM of New Mexico, and Mr.
VELA):

H. Res. 527. A resolution supporting the
goals and ideals of National Public Health
Week; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce.

By Mr. BACHUS (for himself, Mr. RAN-
GEL, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. HONDA, Mr.
JOHNSON of Georgia, Mrs. CAPITO, Ms.
NORTON, Mr. RICE of South Carolina,
Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Mr. DANNY
K. DAvVIs of Illinois, and Mr. BYRNE):

H. Res. 528. A resolution expressing support
for designation of March 2014 as ‘‘National
Multiple Myeloma Awareness Month’’; to the
Committee on Oversight and Government
Reform. ;

By Mr. CARDENAS (for himself, Mr.
GUTIERREZ, Mr. SIRES, Mr. VARGAS,
Mr. HONDA, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of
California, Mr. PASTOR of Arizona,
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Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of California,
Mr. GARCIA, Ms. LEE of California,
Mr. VEASEY, Mrs. NEGRETE MCLEOD,
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. CASTRO of
Texas, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms.
MOORE, Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRIS-
HAM of New Mexico, Mr. FARR, Mr.
TAKANO, and Mr. HORSFORD):

H. Res. 529. A resolution recognizing March
31 as César Chavez Day in honor of the ac-
complishments and legacy of César Estrada
Chavez; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

—————

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of rule XII, memorials
were presented and referred as follows:

178. The SPEAKER presented a memorial
of the House of Representatives of the State
of Michigan, relative to House Resolution
No. 305 supporting a complete hydrologic
separation of the Great Lakes and Mis-
sissippi River Basins; to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.

179. Also, a memorial of the House of Rep-
resentatives of the State of Michigan, rel-
ative to House Resolution No. 300 memori-
alizing the Congress and the Department of
Veterans Affairs to take a stronger role in
investigating and eliminating delays in vet-
erans’ health care; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs.

———

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.

By Mr. HASTINGS of Washington:

H.R. 4315.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, clause 18 of the United
States Constitution: To make all Laws
which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers,
and all other Powers vested by this Constitu-
tion in the Government of the United States,
or in any Department or Officer thereof.

By Mrs. LUMMIS:

H.R. 4316.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, clause 18 of the United
States Constitution: To make all Laws
which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers,
and all other Powers vested by this Constitu-
tion in the Government of the United States,
or in any Department or Officer thereof.

By Mr. NEUGEBAUER:

H.R. 4317.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18.

The Congress shall have Power to make all
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by the Con-
stitution in the Government of the United
States or in any Department or Officer
thereof.

By Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan:

H.R. 4318.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18

The Congress shall have Power to make all
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for
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carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by the Con-
stitution in the Government of the United

States, or in any Department or Officer
thereof.
By Mr. CRAWFORD:
H.R. 4319.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the enumerated powers
listed in Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Con-
stitution.

By Mr. KLINE:

H.R. 4320.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of
the United States

By Mr. ROE of Tennessee:

H.R. 4321.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of
the United States

By Mr. MCKINLEY:

H.R. 4322.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

According to Article I, Section 8 of the
Constitution: The Congress shall have power
to enact this legislation to lay and collect
duties and to regulate Commerce with for-
eign nations.

By Mr. GOODLATTE:

H.R. 4323.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The authority to enact this bill is derived
from, but may not be limited to, Article I,
Section 8, Clause 3 of the United States Con-
stitution.

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT:

H.R. 4324.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The constitutional authority on which this
bill rests is the power of Congress to make
all laws which shall be necessary and proper
for carrying into execution the foregoing
powers, and all other powers vested by this
Constitution in the government of the
United States, or in any department or offi-
cer thereof, as enumerated in Article I, Sec-
tion 8, Clause 18 of the United States Con-
stitution.

By Ms. ESTY:

H.R. 4325.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York:

H.R. 4326.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York:

H.R. 4327.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mr. COLE:

H.R. 4328.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

® This bill is enacted pursuant to Article I,
Section 8 which grants Congress the power
to regulate Commerce with the Indian
Tribes.

® This bill is enacted pursuant to Article
II, Section 2, Clause 2 in order the enforce
treaties made between the United States and
several Indian Tribes.

By Mr. PEARCE:

H.R. 4329.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
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Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United

States Constitution
By Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois:

H.R. 4330.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United
States Constitution, as this legislation regu-
lates commerce with foreign nations, be-
tween the states, and with Indian Tribes.

By Mr. BARROW of Georgia:

H.R. 4331.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mr. GARDNER:

H.R. 4332.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 1, Section 8 of Article I of the
United States Constitution which reads:
“The Congress shall have Power to lay and
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts, and Excises,
to pay the Debts, and provide for the com-
mon Defense and General Welfare of the
United States; but all Duties and Imposts
and Excises shall be uniform throughout the
United States.”

By Ms. JENKINS:

H.R. 4333.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the
United States Constitution and Amendment
XVI to the United States Constitution.

By Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM
of New Mexico:

H.R. 4334.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article One of the U.S. Constitution

By Mr. MAFFEI:

H.R. 4335.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I. Section 8.

By Mr. MICHAUD:

H.R. 4336.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Ms. NORTON:

H.R. 4337.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following: clause 2 of
section 3 of Article IV of the Constitution.

By Mr. RANGEL:

H.R. 4338.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following: Article 1,
Section 8

By Mr. RANGEL:

H.R. 4339.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following: Article 1,
Section 8

By Mr. ROKITA:

H.R. 4340.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following: Article I,
section 8 of the Constitution of the United
States that states ‘“The Congress shall have
Power to regulate Commerce with foreign
Nations, and among the several States, and
with the Indian Tribes.”

By Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN:

H.R. 4341.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
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Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitution
By Mr. SHIMKUS:

H.R. 4342.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I, Section
8, Clause 3 of the United States Constitution.

By Mr. STOCKMAN:

H.R. 4343.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

(a) Article I, Section 1 of the United States
Constitution vests the legislative powers
enumerated therein in the United States
Congress, consisting of a Senate and a House
of Representatives, subject only to the veto
power of the President as provided in Article
I, Section 7, Clause 2.

(b) Article II, Section 1 of the United
States Constitution vests the executive
power of the United States in a President of
the United States, except as enumerated in
Article II, Section 2.

(c) Article III, Section 1 of the United
States Constitution vests the judicial power
of the United States in ‘‘one supreme Court,
and in such inferior courts as the Congress
may from time to time ordain and estab-
lish,” subject only to the jurisdictional limi-
tations set forth in Article III, Section 2.

By Ms. TITUS:

H.R. 4344.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article I, Section
8, Amendment XVI, of the United States
Constitution

By Mr. TONKO:

H.R. 4345.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 1,

All legislative Powers herein granted shall
be vested in a Congress of the United States,
which shall consist of a Senate and House of
Representatives.

By Mr. TURNER:

H.R. 4346.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clauses 12, 13, 14 and 18
of the Constitution.

By Ms. SPEIER:

H.J. Res. 113.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to the power
granted to Congress under Article 1, Section
8 of the United States Constitution.

———

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows:

H.R. 182: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia.

H.R. 312: Mr. TIERNEY and Ms. HAHN.

H.R. 401: Mr. JOLLY.

H.R. 482: Mr. QUIGLEY.

H.R. 494: Mr. YOUNG of Indiana.

H.R. 594: Mr. LYNCH.

H.R. 645: Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts.

H.R. 648: Mr. MURPHY of Florida, Mr.
MCGOVERN, Mr. SIRES, Mr. SWALWELL of
California, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. ELLISON, Mr.
CARTWRIGHT, Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. DOYLE, Mr.
COHEN, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr.
VARGAS, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr.
GRIJALVA, Mr. HONDA, Mr. GUTIERREZ, and
Mr. NOLAN.

H.R. 769: Mr. BERA of California.

H.R. 795: Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee.

H.R. 1146: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. PALAZZO,
and Mr. CHABOT.
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H.R.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.
H.R.

1176:
1239:
1240:
1313:
1502:
1563:
1603:
1629:
1652:
1779:
1812: Mr.

H.R. 1996: Mr.

H.R. 2001:
MCDERMOTT.

H.R. 2146: Mr. HOLT.

H.R. 2366: Mr. MEEKS, Mr. ScoTT of Vir-
ginia, Mr. DANNY K. DAvVIs of Illinois, Mr.
CONYERS, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr.
JEFFRIES, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mr. RICH-
MOND, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr.
PAYNE, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Ms.
NORTON, Ms. FUDGE, Ms. CLARKE of New
York, Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas,
Ms. BROWN of Florida, Ms. WILSON of Florida,
Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Ms. LEE of California,
Mr. VEASEY, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, and Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN.

H.R. 2377: Mr. ENYART.

H.R. 2452: Ms. HAHN.

H.R. 2527: Ms. CHU.

H.R. 2591: Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. JOHNSON of
Ohio, and Mr. GIBSON.

H.R. 2662: Mr. MCDERMOTT, Ms. BROWNLEY
of California, Ms. MOORE, and Mr. DAVID
ScoTT of Georgia.

H.R. 2663: Mr. CONNOLLY.

H.R. 2697: Mr. WAXMAN.

H.R. 2737: Ms. SCHWARTZ.

H.R. 2750: Mr. MILLER of Florida.

H.R. 2892: Mr. PITTENGER.

H.R. 2901: Mr. SOUTHERLAND, Mr.
LOWENTHAL, Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Mr.
PoLis, Ms. CHU, and Mr. QUIGLEY.

H.R. 2932: Mr. BERA of California, Mr. C0OO-
PER, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. HORSFORD, Mr.
JEFFRIES, Ms. McCoLLUM, Ms. MENG, Mr.
PETERS of Michigan, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. RUP-
PERSBERGER, Mr. SABLAN, Mr. SHERMAN, and
Mr. SOUTHERLAND.

H.R. 2939: Mr. SALMON, Mr. CHABOT, Mr.
GOHMERT, Mr. JORDAN, Mr. IssA, Mr. ROE of
Tennessee, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mr.
SMITH of Washington, Ms. KELLY of Illinois,
Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr. ENYART,
Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. LIPINSKI, Ms. PINGREE of
Maine, and Mr. HOYER.

H.R. 2959: Mr. HENSARLING, Ms. GRANGER,
and Mr. SHIMKUS.

H.R. 2994: Mr. CARDENAS and Mr. YOUNG of
Indiana.

H.R. 3086: Mr. ISSA, Mr. DAVID SCOTT of
Georgia, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. ROE of Ten-
nessee, Mr. RICE of South Carolina, Mr.
MIicA, Mr. NUNES, Mr. ISRAEL, Ms. HERRERA
BEUTLER, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr.
NEUGEBAUER, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. GRIMM, Mr.
MURPHY of Florida, and Mr. MORAN.

H.R. 3162: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio.

H.R. 3179: Mr. FARENTHOLD.

H.R. 3371: Mr. CARTWRIGHT.

H.R. 3481: Mr. ENYART.

H.R. 3508: Mr. GRIMM.

H.R. 3563: Mr. TONKO.

H.R. 3583: Mr. CHABOT.

H.R. 3600: Mr. SCHOCK and Mr. ENYART.

H.R. 3601: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio.

H.R. 3602: Mr. WAXMAN.

H.R. 3610: Mr. WEBER of Texas.

H.R. 3658: Mr. TIPTON, Mr. COLLINS of Geor-
gia, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, Mr. DOGGETT,
Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, Ms. ESTY, Ms.
HANABUSA, Mr. CLAY, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr.
TONKO, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr.
DIAZ-BALART, Mr. HARPER, Mr. CHABOT, Mr.
FRANKS of Arizona, and Mr. BYRNE.

H.R. 3670: Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois and Mr.
WELCH.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

STIVERS.

GRIFFIN of Arkansas.
LIPINSKI and Mr. HONDA.
DELBENE.
HENSARLING.

MILLER of Florida.
SIRES.

MCDERMOTT.

PASTOR of Arizona.
YOUNG of Indiana.
YOUNG of Alaska.
TIERNEY.

Mr. GARAMENDI and Mr.
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H.R. 3673: Mr. AMODEI, Mr. MARCHANT and
Mr. LANCE.

H.R. 3681: Mr. KIND.

H.R. 3698: Mr. REICHERT.

H.R. 3708: Ms. DUCKWORTH and Mr.
FARENTHOLD.
H.R. 3717: Mr. CLAY, Ms. MOORE, Mrs.

CHRISTENSEN, Mr. RICHMOND, Mr. JEFFRIES,
Mr. BIsHOP of Georgia, Mr. VEASEY, Mr.
GRIMM, Mr. RUSH, Ms. NORTON, and Mr. CAR-
SON of Indiana.

H.R. 3725: Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois.

H.R. 3782: Mr. PETERSON.

H.R. 3793: Mr. VEASEY.

H.R. 3852: Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr.
RANGEL, and Mr. GRAYSON.

H.R. 3930: Mr. DAVID ScOTT of Georgia, Mr.
VEASEY, Ms. JENKINS, Mr. JORDAN, Mr.
BROUN of Georgia, and Mr. AMODEI.

H.R. 4012: Mr. FLORES and Mr. BARTON.

H.R. 4031: Mr. BOUSTANY.

H.R. 4041: Mr. DEUTCH.

H.R. 4060: Mr. MARCHANT.

H.R. 4107: Ms. LEE of California, Mr. DoG-
GETT, and Mr. NADLER.

. 4119: Ms. HAHN and Mr. ENYART.
. 4139: Mr. COLLINS of New York.
. 4149: Mr. WALZ.

. 4157: Mr. NEUGEBAUER.

. 4158: Mr. MCCLINTOCK.

H.R. 4167: Mr. HIGGINS.

H.R. 4183: Mr. GEORGE MILLER of Cali-
fornia.

H.R. 4187: Mr. BUCSHON, Ms. LINDA T.
SANCHEZ of California, and Ms. JENKINS.

H.R. 4200: Mr. PAULSEN.

H.R. 4225: Mr. COTTON, Mr. LANCE, Mrs.
BLACK, Mr. WEBER of Texas, and Mr. GIBSON.

H.R. 4227: Mr. HUFFMAN and Ms. LOFGREN.

H.R. 4229: Mr. McCAUL.

H.R. 4250: Mr. FARR, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr.
TIBERI, Mr. STIVERS, Mr. ROGERS of Ken-
tucky, and Mr. BARR.

H.R. 4257: Mr. RIBBLE and Mr. HUNTER.

H.R. 4261: Mr. STIVERS and Mr. O’ROURKE.

H.R. 4269: Mr. HOLT.

H.R. 4285: Mr. HUFFMAN.

H.R. 4286: Mr. JORDAN.

H.R. 4304: Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mr. FINCHER,
Mr. WILLIAMS, Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. OLSON,
and Mr. STEWART.

H.R. 4305: Ms.
FITZPATRICK.

H.J. Res. 101: Mr. SANFORD.

H. Con. Res. 86: Mr. GRIJALVA and Mr. DUN-
CAN of Tennessee.

H. Con. Res. 87: Mr. LATTA.

H. Con. Res. 94: Mr. WILSON of South Caro-
lina, Mr. MCKEON, and Mr. COOK.

H. Con. Res. 95: Mr. COBLE, Mr. JONES, and
Mr. MCINTYRE.

H. Res. 284: Mr. BROUN of Georgia and Mr.
MURrPHY of Florida.

H. Res. 412: Ms. TSONGAS.

H. Res. 456: Mr. LIPINSKI.

H. Res. 480: Mr. HIGGINS.

H. Res. 494: Mrs. LumMMIsS, Mr. KINZINGER of
Illinois, Mr. HARRIS, Ms. ESTY, Ms. TITUS,
and Mr. RYAN of Ohio.

H. Res. 505: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York.

TSONGAS and Mr.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 3 of rule XII,

74. The SPEAKER presented a petition of
the City of Cudahy, California, relative to
Resolution No. 14-07 endorsing comprehen-
sive immigration reform in the TUnited
States House of Representatives during the
current legislative year; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.
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