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ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS

S. 165

At the request of Ms. AYOTTE, the
names of the Senator from Mississippi
(Mr. WICKER) and the Senator from
Oklahoma (Mr. LANKFORD) were added
as cosponsors of S. 165, a bill to extend
and enhance prohibitions and limita-
tions with respect to the transfer or re-
lease of individuals detained at United

States Naval Station, Guantanamo
Bay, Cuba, and for other purposes.
S. 167

At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL,
the names of the Senator from Min-
nesota (Mr. FRANKEN), the Senator
from New Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN)
and the Senator from Michigan (Ms.
STABENOW) were added as cosponsors of
S. 167, a bill to direct the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to provide for the con-
duct of annual evaluations of mental
health care and suicide prevention pro-
grams of the Department of Veterans
Affairs, to require a pilot program on
loan repayment for psychiatrists who
agree to serve in the Veterans Health
Administration of the Department of
Veterans Affairs, and for other pur-
poses.

At the request of Mr. MCCAIN, the
names of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mrs. CAPITO), the Senator from
Texas (Mr. CORNYN), the Senator from
Illinois (Mr. KIRK), the Senator from
Montana (Mr. DAINES) and the Senator
from Iowa (Mr. GRASSLEY) were added
as cosponsors of S. 167, supra.

S. 192

At the request of Mr. ALEXANDER, the
name of the Senator from Vermont
(Mr. LEAHY) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 192, a bill to reauthorize the Older
Americans Act of 1965, and for other
purposes.

S. 198

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr.
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 198, a bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to modify the
rules relating to inverted corporations.

S. 203

At the request of Mr. HATCH, the
name of the Senator from Utah (Mr.
LEE) was added as a cosponsor of S. 203,
a bill to restore Americans’ individual
liberty by striking the Federal man-
date to purchase insurance.

S. 235

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the
names of the Senator from Oregon (Mr.
MERKLEY) and the Senator from Mon-
tana (Mr. TESTER) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 235, a bill to provide for
wildfire suppression operations, and for
other purposes.

S. 257

At the request of Mr. MORAN, the
names of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mrs. CAPITO), the Senator from
North Dakota (Ms. HEITKAMP), the Sen-
ator from Maine (Mr. KING) and the
Senator from Wyoming (Mr. ENZI) were
added as cosponsors of S. 257, a bill to
amend title XVIII of the Social Secu-
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rity Act with respect to physician su-
pervision of therapeutic hospital out-
patient services.
S. 265
At the request of Mr. ScoTrT, the
name of the Senator from Mississippi
(Mr. WICKER) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 265, a bill to expand opportunity
through greater choice in education,
and for other purposes.
S. 275
At the request of Mr. ISAKSON, the
name of the Senator from New York
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 275, a bill to amend title
XVIII of the Social Security Act to
provide for the coverage of home as a
site of care for infusion therapy under
the Medicare program.
S. 202
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the
names of the Senator from South Da-
kota (Mr. THUNE) and the Senator from
Idaho (Mr. RIscH) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 292, a bill to amend the
Endangered Species Act of 1973 to re-
quire publication on the Internet of the
basis for determinations that species
are endangered species or threatened
species, and for other purposes.
S. 203
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the
name of the Senator from Wyoming
(Mr. BARRASSO) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 293, a bill to amend the Endan-
gered Species Act of 1973 to establish a
procedure for approval of certain set-
tlements.
S. 204
At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the
name of the Senator from Florida (Mr.
RUBIO) was added as a cosponsor of S.
294, a bill to require the Secretary of
the Treasury to mint coins in recogni-
tion and celebration of the Pro Foot-
ball Hall of Fame.
S. 295
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr.
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 295, a bill to amend section 2259 of
title 18, United States Code, and for
other purposes.
S. 207
At the request of Mr. KIRK, the name
of the Senator from Missouri (Mr.
BLUNT) was added as a cosponsor of S.
297, a bill to revive and expand the In-
termediate Care Technician Pilot Pro-
gram of the Department of Veterans
Affairs, and for other purposes.
AMENDMENT NO. 92
At the request of Mr. BURR, the name
of the Senator from New York (Mrs.
GILLIBRAND) was added as a cosponsor
of amendment No. 92 proposed to S. 1,
a bill to approve the Keystone XL Pipe-
line.

———

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. MARKEY (for himself,
Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mrs. MURRAY,
Ms. WARREN, Mr. DURBIN, Mr.
MERKLEY, Mr. CARDIN, Mr.
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COONS, Mr. FRANKEN, Ms. MI-
KULSKI, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr.
WHITEHOUSE, Mrs. GILLIBRAND,
Mr. SANDERS, Mr. LEAHY, Mr.
WYDEN, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr.
BROWN, Mrs. BOXER, Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN, Mr. BOOKER, Ms. CANT-
WELL, Mr. MURPHY, Ms. HIRONO,
Mr. CASEY, Mr. SCHATZ, and Mr.
BLUMENTHAL):

S. 302. A bill to establish in the Bu-
reau of Democracy, Human Rights, and
Labor of the Department of State a
Special Envoy for the Human Rights of
LGBT Peoples; to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. President,
throughout my career, I have been
proud to stand up for equality for all
Americans regardless of their sexual
orientation or gender identity. While I
have seen much progress with respect
for the rights of the Lesbian, Gay, Bi-
sexual, and Transgender, LGBT, com-
munity within the United States, the
struggle for equality and justice abroad
remains significant. Many countries
have laws that criminalize homosex-
uality, prohibit public support of the
LGBT community and persecute those
who identify as LGBT. To adequately
address the challenges posed by these
discriminatory laws, the United States
must make LGBT rights a priority in
all of our foreign policy and there
needs to be dedicated position respon-
sible for coordinating that effort. That
is why, today, I am introducing the
International Human Rights Defense
Act of 2015, which directs the Depart-
ment of State to make international
LGBT human rights a foreign policy
priority and would establish a Special
Envoy position in the Bureau of De-
mocracy, Human Rights, and Labor re-
sponsible for coordinating that effort.

Over the past few years, conditions
have deteriorated for LGBT individuals
in many regions of the world. Russia
enacted a ban on arbitrarily-defined
‘““homosexual propaganda,’’ endan-
gering the position of many LGBT indi-
viduals and their allies. Russia’s law
has been the basis for similar legisla-
tion threatened or introduced in coun-
tries across Eastern Europe and Cen-
tral Asia, including Lithuania,
Kyrgyzstan, and Belarus. In December
2013, India’s Supreme Court reversed a
lower court ruling and reinstated the
criminalization of homosexuality in
the second most populous nation on
earth. Nigeria, Uganda, and Gambia
have all passed laws that make homo-
sexuality a crime punishable with life
imprisonment. While Uganda’s law was
overturned by its Constitutional Court,
leaders have pledged to pursue similar
legislation. Conditions for transgender
individuals are particularly troubling
in Brazil, where 113 transgender indi-
viduals were murdered in a l-year pe-
riod.

In light of these alarming develop-
ments, I am introducing the Inter-
national Human Rights Defense Act of
2015. It is critical that the United
States fight for LGBT equality both at
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home and abroad. The Obama Adminis-
tration has taken great steps in affirm-
ing and strengthening the TUnited
States’ commitment to LGBT equality
as a critical component of our inter-
national human rights objectives. How-
ever, our government does not yet have
a comprehensive strategy for address-
ing LGBT discrimination overseas and
we lack a central individual office re-
sponsible for inter-bureau and inter-
agency coordination to achieve these
objectives.

By Mr. THUNE (for himself, Mr.
NELSON, Mr. HELLER, Mrs.
McCASKILL, Ms. KLOBUCHAR,
Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. MORAN, and
Mr. BLUMENTHAL):

S. 304. A bill to improve motor vehi-
cle safety by encouraging the sharing
of certain information; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, last year
we saw an all-time record number of
motor vehicle recalls, including those
by General Motors, Toyota, Honda, and
others.

The commerce committee held five
vehicle safety hearings, examining GM
ignition switches, Takata airbags, and
the related question of whether the Na-
tional Highway Traffic Safety Admin-
istration, or NHTSA, is up to the task
of providing effective oversight of the
auto industry.

What is absolutely clear, from our
hearings and other media coverage, is
that we need to ensure potential vehi-
cle safety defects are identified as
early as possible so we can protect con-
sumers and hopefully prevent deaths
and injuries. That is why earlier today
Senator NELSON and I introduced the
Motor Vehicle Safety Whistleblower
Act.

I am pleased to note that Senators
HELLER, MCCASKILL, KLOBUCHAR,
AYOTTE, MORAN, and BLUMENTHAL have
cosponsored this important legislation.
Senators MORAN and BLUMENTHAL
being added as original cosponsors of
this legislation is important because of
their respective responsibilities as the
chairman and ranking member of our
subcommittee on consumer protection,
which has played a large role over the
years on various automobile safety ef-
forts.

This afternoon I am pleased that
Senator NELSON has joined me on the
floor as a lead sponsor to discuss this
important piece of legislation and our
ongoing work on vehicle issues. As the
chairman and ranking member of the
Senate Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation, one thing
that has remained constant on our
committee is the spirit of bipartisan-
ship.

With regard to S. 304, the Motor Ve-
hicle Whistleblower Act, this legisla-
tion will incentivize auto employees
who uncover serious allegations of ve-
hicle defects or violations of motor ve-
hicle safety laws that could lead to
death or serious bodily injury to volun-
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tarily provide that information to the
Department of Transportation.

If such information leads to the De-
partment of Transportation or the De-
partment of Justice enforcement ac-
tion that totals more than $1 million in
penalties, the whistleblower would be
eligible to share in a portion of the
total penalties collected. This bill will
protect the whistleblowers’ identities
and allow DOT to share information
with the Department of Justice and
other Federal agencies where appro-

priate.
Other agencies have similar pro-
grams, including programs that

incentivize individuals to report infor-
mation to the Securities and Exchange
Commission and to the Internal Rev-
enue Service. NHTSA plays a key role
in ensuring the safety of vehicles that
consumers drive on our roadways.
Record fines have been levied against
Toyota, General Motors, Honda, and
other manufacturers.

In 2014, NHTSA issued more than $126
million in civil penalties, a record
amount, exceeding the total amount
collected by the agency in all of its 43-
year history.

Ensuring the safety of American mo-
torists is a priority, but the public’s
trust has been shaken due to the record
number of recalls this past year. Al-
most 64 million vehicles were recalled
in 2014, which is about 3 times the num-
ber of vehicles recalled in 2013—and the
concerns many have about problems in
the industry and at NHTSA.

After my repeated calls on the Presi-
dent to fill what had been a lengthy va-
cancy regarding the Administrator po-
sition at NHTSA, which operated with-
out a Senate-confirmed Administrator
for 389 days, I am glad to say the com-
merce committee did its job to ensure
that Dr. Mark Rosekind was confirmed
as Administrator before the end of last
year. However, there is much more
work that needs to be done.

The defects associated with the GM
ignition switch recall and the Takata
airbag recalls were apparent failures
with serious safety consequences that
resulted in death and serious injury. As
we learned from the GM incident,
delays in reporting safety-related de-
fects to the government can cost lives.

In recent years, Congress has en-
acted, and NHTSA sought to imple-
ment, a robust early-reporting regime.
I believe we can do more to ensure that
NHTSA is informed of potential defects
as early as possible. Some of the major
automakers and other manufacturers
have also instituted or sought to im-
prove internal safety reporting systems
that encourage employees to report
safety problems.

I applaud these efforts, but reports of
employees whose concerns may have
been ignored, silenced, or possibly even
covered up persist. If there are poten-
tial whistleblowers with important in-
formation to help NHTSA identify
more defects that are not being ad-
dressed, we want them to come forward
so these problems can be identified
much earlier in the process.
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I think we would all agree it is better
to address a problem before injuries or
deaths occur, if at all possible, rather
than relying primarily on fines im-
posed after the fact. This is a common-
sense, bipartisan bill that will help to
prevent injuries and deaths for Amer-
ican drivers.

NHTSA and other stakeholders have
provided input on this legislation. I
look forward to working with these
groups and my colleagues, and particu-
larly with Senator NELSON, as we move
forward with the committee to process
and pass this legislation.

I yield the floor to Senator NELSON
for his remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, in light
of the late hour, just before our votes,
I will submit for the RECORD a state-
ment which correlates with the chair-
man of our committee, and I thank the
Senator for so much of his cooperation
over last year and all the investiga-
tions and the hearings that we did, as
well as now.

What I will say that is new is I will
provide an update on the status of the
committee’s investigation into the de-
fective Takata airbags. When we had
the hearing last November which I had
the privilege of chairing, we received
testimony from several witnesses, in-
cluding a senior executive from the
Takata Corporation, which manufac-
tures the airbags involved in the rup-
ture and the explosive incidents that
basically have lacerated people with
pieces of metal. The airbag that is sup-
posed to save their lives, in fact, is en-
dangering their lives, and in some
cases Kkilling them. This has happened
to two of my constituents in Florida.

While the hearing produced some
basic information about the problem,
many questions still remain.

Senator Rockefeller, then the chair-
man of the committee, other Senators,
and I sent a letter to Takata request-
ing information and documents related
to Takata’s airbag defects. In their ini-
tial response provided to the com-
mittee in early December, Takata in-
cluded a list of all the incidents it was
aware of that had allegedly involved a
death or injury caused by a ruptured
Takata airbag.

Takata’s response reveals that the
scope of injuries involved in the
Takata airbags appears to be greater
than we previously thought. In its ini-
tial response, Takata identified 5
deaths and 64 injuries. Although some
of these incidents may be ultimately
tied to other causes, this potential in-
jury figure is far bigger than what had
been reported in the press. Unfortu-
nately, 1 death and 17 of these injuries
occurred in my State of Florida—more
than any other State. Among the al-
leged injuries in my State, many were
serious, including lacerations and frac-
tures to the face, burns to the neck,
face, and torso, and traumatic brain in-
jury and hearing loss.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time
of the Senator has expired.
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Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous con-
sent for 1 additional minute to con-
clude my statement.

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

Mr. NELSON. Sadly, I have even
more bad news to report today.
Through public information, we have
learned that an exploding Takata air-
bag appears to be responsible for yet
another death. Less than 2 weeks ago,
a Texas man who was driving with his
11-year-old cousin was involved in a
low-impact crash. When the airbag de-
ployed, instead of protecting him, the
airbag ruptured and sent a metal piece
of shrapnel into the man’s neck. When
the police arrived, he was already dead.

We are awaiting more information
from Takata and we are determined to
get to the bottom of this.

I look forward to working with the
chairman on this issue. We plan to con-
tinue the investigation until all of our
questions have been answered. We are
going to do everything possible to get
to the bottom of this issue so that con-
sumers are made whole.

By Mr. REED (for himself, Mr.
COCHRAN, and Mr. WHITEHOUSE):

S. 312. A bill to amend the Elemen-
tary and Secondary Education Act of
1965 regarding school libraries, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, today 1
join with my colleagues Senators COCH-
RAN and WHITEHOUSE in introducing the
Strengthening Kids’ Interest in Learn-
ing and Libraries, SKILLS, Act.

Fifty years ago, when President
Johnson urged Congress to enact what
would become the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act, he specifically
called for an investment in school li-
braries, decrying that school libraries
were ‘‘limping along.” Results from a
recent National Center for Education
Statistics survey show that there are
still gaps in access to school libraries.
Approximately 8,800 schools did not re-
port having a library media center, and
only about 25 of the traditional public
schools that did have libraries reported
having a full-time, certified librarian.
One in five traditional public schools
reported having no paid, State certified
library staff at all.

Effective school library programs are
essential supports for educational suc-
cess. Multiple education and library
studies have produced clear evidence
that school libraries staffed by quali-
fied librarians have a positive impact
on student academic achievement.
Knowing how to find and use informa-
tion are essential skills for college, ca-
reers, and life in general. A good school
library, staffed by a trained school li-
brarian, is where students develop and
hone these skills.

Our bipartisan legislation would re-
authorize and strengthen the Improv-
ing Literacy through School Libraries
program of the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act, the only federal
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initiative explicitly dedicated to sup-
porting and enhancing our nation’s
school libraries. The key improve-
ments to the program include ensuring
that elementary, middle, and high
school students are served; expanding
professional development to include
digital literacy instruction and reading
and writing instruction across all
grade levels; focusing on coordination
and shared planning time between
teachers and librarians; and ensuring
that books and materials are appro-
priate for and gain the interest of stu-
dents with special learning needs, in-
cluding English learners.

The SKILLS Act would also
strengthen Title I by requiring State
and school district plans to address the
development of effective school library
programs to help students gain digital
literacy skills, master the knowledge
and skills in the challenging academic
content standards adopted by the
State, and graduate from high school
ready for college and careers. Addition-
ally, the legislation would broaden the
focus of training, professional develop-
ment, and recruitment activities under
Title II to include school librarians.

Absent a clear Federal investment,
the libraries in many of our high pov-
erty schools will languish with out-
dated materials and technology or
cease to exist at all, and in turn, stu-
dents will be cut off from a vital infor-
mation hub that connects them to the
tools they need to develop critical
thinking and research skills necessary
for success. This is a true equity issue,
which is why I will continue to fight to
sustain our Federal investment in this
area and why renewing and strength-
ening the school library program is of
critical importance.

I urge our colleagues to join us in co-
sponsoring the bipartisan Strength-
ening Kids’ Interest in Learning and
Libraries Act, and to work together to
ensure that it becomes a part of the up-
coming reauthorization of the Elemen-
tary and Secondary Education Act.

By Ms. MIKULSKI (for herself
and Mr. CARDIN):

S. 318. A bill to prioritize funding for
the National Institutes of Health to
discover treatments and cures, to
maintain global leadership in medical
innovation, and to restore the pur-
chasing power the NIH had after the
historic doubling campaign that ended
in fiscal year 2003; to the Committee on
the Budget.

Ms. MIKULSKI. Mr. President, today
I am introducing the Accelerating Bio-
medical Research Act.

The bill allows more funding for the
National Institutes of Health by allow-
ing NIH funding to grow even while we
continue to live under austere funding
caps.

NIH funding has been a bipartisan ef-
fort working with Democrats—Sen-
ators Kennedy and Harkin, as well as
Republicans—Senators Hatfield and
Specter. We successfully fought to dou-
ble NIH’s budget from $13.6 billion in
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1998 to over $30 billion today. We sup-
ported it to speed the transition of dis-
coveries from science to treatment and
maintain America’s global competi-
tiveness.

But the NIH budget hasn’t kept up
with inflation. Its budget has been
growing, but slowly. That means the
NIH budget buys 20 percent less than
what it did when the doubling was
completed in 2003. Which means we are
missing out. Missing out on potential
treatments, potential breakthroughs,
potential cures. We have no shortage of
ideas. Scientists have ideas but they
cannot test them without funding.
What is the solution?

We need to redouble our commitment
to medical research. This bill creates a
6-year plan to put NIH back on stable
ground. It is steady growth, it is pre-
dictable, and it is fiscally sound.

The bill allows for new spending for
NIH that does not count against the
strict budget caps. So we can put more
money into cures without taking it
away from other compelling human
needs funded within the Labor-HHS
Appropriations bill.

Why NIH? Why should we have new
spending for NIH when other spending
is stagnant or being cut? Personally, I
would lift the sequester caps. I think
they are doing real harm, but I recog-
nize we do not all agree on that. I
think we do all agree that NIH re-
search is worth increasing because it
both helps the economy and saves
lives.

First, let me talk about how NIH
helps the economy. The NIH is a world-
class institution. I call it the National
Institutes of Hope, serving as the foun-
dation for U.S. medical innovation
which employs 1 million U.S. citizens,
including 19,000 at NIH and 14,000 NIH
employees who live in Maryland. NIH
generates $84 billion in wages and sala-
ries, exports $90 billion in goods and
services. Every dollar we invest in NIH
generates $2-$3 in economic activity.
Every patent NIH generates provides
the foundation for 8 private sector pat-
ents. In 2013, products built on licensed
NIH and FDA inventions reported a
total of $7 billion in sales. Investing in
NIH is good for our economy

But I do not call NIH the National
Institutes of Hope because of its eco-
nomic impact. NIH gives hope because
of its human impact. Just look at what
we have done with Federal investments
in NIH, cutting the cancer death rate
by 11 percent in women and 19 percent
in men. HIV/AIDS is no longer a death
sentence. Polio and small pox are es-
sentially eradicated in this country.

These medical breakthroughs did not
just happen. They occurred because our
government supported the NIH. And
because the NIH supported dedicated
scientists seeking knowledge and med-
ical breakthroughs.

And now, that support is being erod-
ed.

I have heard the American people
say, they want Congress to be frugal.
But I haven’t heard anyone say: ‘“‘Let’s
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delay finding a way to prevent Alz-
heimer’s” or ‘“Let’s encourage our
young scientists to work abroad’ or
“Let’s put a hold on finding a cure for
cancer’” or ‘‘Let’s discourage our uni-
versities from researching treatments
for rare pediatric tumors”.

I am for being frugal but we must not
jeopardize or hamper America as the
gold standard, as the worldwide leader
in medical research and innovation.

I am for being frugal but not at the
expense of the next generation of sci-
entists and the health of American
families.

Discovery is the genius of our coun-
try. When President Jefferson commis-
sioned Lewis and Clark to find water
route to the Pacific, the mission was
called discovery. Discovery is part of
our Nation’s DNA. It is what makes
this Nation great.

To have innovation we must have
discovery. This requires: Investing in
our human capital, educating our peo-
ple, and funding their research. That is
why I support funding for NIH. And
that is why I am introducing the Accel-
erating Biomedical Research Act
today.

I hope my colleagues will agree and
support this bill.

By Ms. MURKOWSKI (for herself
and Mr. SULLIVAN):

S. 319. A bill to designate a mountain
in the State of Alaska as Mount
Denali; to the Committee on Energy
and Natural Resources.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
rise today to reintroduce legislation
which has been proposed in the past by
the Alaska Congressional Delegation to
officially restore the traditional name
of the nation’s highest peak, currently
Mount McKinley, to its traditional In-
terior Alaska Athabascan name,
Denali.”’ I am joined in sponsoring this
bill by my colleague from Alaska, Sen-
ator DAN SULLIVAN.

Since passage of the Alaska National
Interest Lands Conservation Act in
1980 the Alaska Delegation has been
trying to change the name of the tall-
est mountain in North America back to
its Alaska name. In 1980 Congress did
change the name of the national park
and preserve where the mountain is lo-
cated to Denali National Park and Pre-
serve, from its earlier name of Mt.
McKinley National Park. But unfortu-
nately the name of the peak itself con-
tinues to refer to a President who
never set foot in Alaska.

While I have great respect for Presi-
dent William McKinley and great re-
spect for the wonderful State of Ohio
where he was born, the peak at 20,230
feet has always been called by Alaska’s
first Athabascan residents as Denali,
meaning ‘‘the high one.” It is simply
fitting in this day and age of greater
awareness of Native history that the
mountain return to a name that honors
its Native ancestry.

Already there are a number of towns
and institutions named in honor of the
25th President. He has a monument for

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

him at his birthplace in Niles, OH, and
another on McKinley Monument Drive
where the McKinley National Monu-
ment is located, not far from the Pro
Football Hall of Fame in Canton, OH.
There is McKinley Heights in Ohio.
There are more than 20 schools in Ohio
named for him. There is a county in
New Mexico named after him. There
are literally hundreds of streets, librar-
ies and other institutions and busi-
nesses named for him nationwide.
There is no danger than Americans will
not remember and honor the assas-
sinated President.

But no official in the territory of
Alaska actually named the nation’s
tallest mountain after the former
President. That was done by a pros-
pector William Dickey, who took it
upon himself to name the peak in 1896.
The Alaska State Place Names Board
in 1975 took official state action to re-
name the peak, restoring its tradi-
tional name of Denali. I clearly believe
that there is every reason for this Con-
gress to follow Alaskans’ desires and
the desires of Native Americans and re-
store the name to the English trans-
lation of what it has been called for
millennia, on Federal maps and docu-
ments.

I hope that this Congress will finally
agree to this name change.

By Ms. WARREN (for herself, Mr.
CARDIN, Mr. BROWN, and Ms.
BALDWIN):

S. 320. A bill to authorize the collec-
tion of supplemental payments to in-
crease congressional investments in
medical research, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Health,
Education, Labor, and Pensions.

Ms. WARREN. Mr. President, I come
to the floor today to announce the in-
troduction of the Medical Innovation
Act, which is a commonsense proposal
that could dramatically increase our
Nation’s investment in lifesaving med-
ical research.

During much of the 20th century,
America made significant investments
in this area through the National Insti-
tutes of Health, and it has been a re-
markable success. We have trans-
formed medicine across America and
around the world. NIH support helps
train each new generation of scientists
and develop each new generation of
medicine. NIH-supported discoveries
often get picked up by small, creative,
nimble biotechnology companies,
which in turn get picked up by large
pharmaceutical companies, which in
turn sometimes result in wildly suc-
cessful blockbuster drugs. Each of
these blockbuster drugs brings in more
than $1 billion a year for the drug com-
panies, and each one transforms lives.

Nearly everyone in Congress supports
increased funding for NIH, but for 10
years the NIH budget hasn’t even kept
up with the pace of inflation. Why? Be-
cause nobody wants to step up and find
a way to pay for it.

It is time to break the stalemate.
The Medical Innovation Act would in-
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crease NIH funding without raising
taxes and without stealing support
from other critical programs. Instead,
support would come from blockbuster
drug companies—only those that relied
on government-supported research to
generate billions in sales and only
those that break the law and enter into
major settlement agreements with the
government. In such cases, the govern-
ment settlements would go forward as
they normally do, but the offending
company would also be required to re-
invest a relatively small portion of the
profits it has generated as a result of
taxpayer-supported research and put
that money right back into the NIH.

We celebrate the accomplishments of
our pharmaceutical industry—espe-
cially the industry’s billion-dollar
blockbuster drugs. These drugs have
literally transformed the treatment of
high cholesterol, diabetes, HIV, asth-
ma, rheumatoid arthritis, breast can-
cer, colon cancer, and leukemia. They
help Americans live longer, healthier
lives. But we also know that block-
buster drugs don’t just appear over-
night as if by magic. Rarely do they re-
sult from a single giant company’s in-
dividual genius.

I agree with Republican Senators
Alexander and Burr, who say in a re-
port released just this morning:

[IIn many cases, the research leading to
the discovery and development of these prod-
ucts has been advanced, funded, or enabled in
some way by NIH.

Drug companies make great con-
tributions, but so do taxpayers.

The big drug companies are making
billions as a result of these invest-
ments, but over the last 10 years a few
of our wealthiest drug companies have
been caught making money a second
way—by skirting the law. These com-
panies are not getting swept up in
minor paperwork mistakes. They are
not victims of overly eager regulators.
They have been caught defrauding
Medicare and Medicaid, withholding
critical safety information about their
drugs, marketing their drugs for uses
that aren’t approved, and giving doc-
tors Kkickbacks for writing prescrip-
tions for their drugs.

Between 2007 and 2012 the world’s
largest pharmaceutical companies paid
over $13 billion in fines and settle-
ments. Despite those numbers, it is
clear that for the biggest drug compa-
nies this is simply a cost of doing busi-
ness. In fact, several of the biggest
drug companies have been caught
breaking the law, have paid a fine, and
then have broken the law again. And
why not? Even the biggest pharma-
ceutical settlement ever—a $3 billion
penalty for withholding life-threat-
ening safety data and engaging in ille-
gal marketing practices—accounted for
less than 10 percent of what the com-
pany made selling those drugs. In fact,
the day the settlement was announced,
that company’s stock price actually
went up.

It doesn’t have to be this way. The
Medical Innovation Act would serve
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double duty—requiring more account-
ability from the biggest drug compa-
nies while giving medical research the
support it deserves.

This isn’t a tax; it is simply a condi-
tion of settling to avoid a trial in a
major case of wrongdoing. If a com-
pany never breaks the law, it will
never pay. If an accused company goes
to trial instead of settling out of court,
it will never pay. It is more like a
swear jar. Whenever a huge drug com-
pany that is generating enormous prof-
its as a result of Federal research in-
vestments breaks the law, it has to put
some money in the jar to help fund the
next generation of medical research.

Since we announced this proposal, we
have seen an outpouring of support
from hospitals, doctors, patient groups,
and research universities. All of them
want to break the stalemate on NIH
funding and get back to the business of
saving lives.

We have also heard some grumbling
from the army of lobbyists that works
for some of the biggest drug compa-
nies—companies that would prefer not
to pay a bigger penalty when they
break the law. If they have better ideas
for ending this congressional stalemate
and getting more money into NIH, I am
eager to hear them.

These lobbyists have also claimed
that there is ‘‘no logical basis’ for ask-
ing these companies to pay up when
they break the law. Well, I disagree. If
a company that is making literally bil-
lions of dollars as a result of taxpayers’
NIH investments turns around and en-
gages in allegedly illegal conduct and
wants to settle to make the case go
away, that seems like a pretty logical
basis for asking them to invest a little
in the mnext generation of medical
breakthroughs.

Lobbyists have also written that the
Medical Innovation Act might create
‘“‘unnecessary litigation.”” Well, it is il-
legal to defraud Medicare. It is illegal
to pay kickbacks to doctors. It is ille-
gal to hide safety data from the FDA
or manufacture drugs in dirty, con-
taminated facilities. Our biggest and
most successful drug companies make
billions of dollars by inventing treat-
ments and improving the public’s
health, and when they do, we applaud
them for it. But if they want to avoid
unnecessary litigation, then they
should follow the law. If they don’t
want to put a dollar in the swear jar,
then stop swearing.

I don’t kid myself. I know how dif-
ficult it is to get things done in Wash-
ington, and I understand that a handful
of powerful actors with money and
power likes things just the way they
are and will fight any effort to change.
But even if a few of the biggest drug
companies don’t like it, I am hopeful
that we can build support for this idea
because the Medical Innovation Act is
a major move toward substantially in-
creasing Federal support for medical
research in a way that doesn’t raise
taxes and doesn’t cut other critical
programs.
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If this policy had been in place over
the past 5 years, NIH would have had
nearly $6 billion more every year to
fund thousands of new grants to sci-
entists and universities and research
centers around the country. That is al-
most a 20-percent increase in NIH fund-
ing.

It has been 10 years of stagnant Fed-
eral investments followed by sequester
cuts, 10 years of rejecting potentially
life-changing research proposals at
NIH, 10 years of telling young research-
ers that their innovative ideas have al-
most no chance of getting off the
ground. We are running out of time.

Today we are choking off support for
projects that could lead to the next
major breakthrough against cancer,
heart disease, Ebola, Alzheimer’s, dia-
betes, or other deadly conditions. We
are starving projects that would trans-
form the lives of our children on the
autism spectrum. We are suffocating
breakthrough ideas that would give
new hope to those with ALS.

That is not who we are. We are not a
nation that abandons the sick. And we
are not a nation that says, “I've got
mine, the rest of you are on your own.”
We are a nation of people who work to-
gether. We are a nation of people who
invest in each other. We have done it
for generations—and for generations
we have led the world in medical inno-
vation.

It is time to renew that commit-
ment—our commitment to our chil-
dren, our commitment to our parents,
our commitment to ourselves, by mak-
ing it a little easier for the biggest
drug companies to help develop the
next generation of cures and making it
a little harder for them to profit from
breaking the law and defrauding tax-
payers. It is time to pass the Medical
Innovation Act.

———————

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 53—AUTHOR-

IZING EXPENDITURES BY THE
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERV-
ICES,

Mr. McCAIN submitted the following
resolution; from the Committee on
Armed Services; which was referred to
the Committee on Rules and Adminis-
tration:

S. RES. 53

Resolved,

SECTION 1. GENERAL AUTHORITY.

In carrying out its powers, duties, and
functions under the Standing Rules of the
Senate, in accordance with its jurisdiction
under rule XXV of the Standing Rules of the
Senate, including holding hearings, report-
ing such hearings, and making investiga-
tions as authorized by paragraphs 1 and 8 of
rule XXVI of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the Committee on Armed Services (in
this resolution referred to as the ‘‘com-
mittee’’) is authorized from March 1, 2015
through February 28, 2017, in its discretion,
to—

(1) make expenditures from the contingent
fund of the Senate;

January 29, 2015

(2) employ personnel; and

(3) with the prior consent of the Govern-
ment department or agency concerned and
the Committee on Rules and Administration,
use on a reimbursable or nonreimbursable
basis the services of personnel of any such
department or agency.

SEC. 2. EXPENSES.

(a) EXPENSES FOR PERIOD ENDING SEP-
TEMBER 30, 2015.—The expenses of the com-
mittee for the period March 1, 2015 through
September 30, 2015 under this resolution
shall not exceed $3,783,845, of which
amount—

(1) not to exceed $46,667 may be expended
for the procurement of the services of indi-
vidual consultants, or organizations thereof
(as authorized by section 202(i) of the Legis-
lative Reorganization Act of 1946 (2 U.S.C.
4301(i))); and

(2) not to exceed $17,500 may be expended
for the training of the professional staff of
the committee (under procedures specified
by section 202(j) of that Act).

(b) EXPENSES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2016 PE-
RIOD.—The expenses of the committee for the
period October 1, 2015 through September 30,
2016 under this resolution shall not exceed
$6,486,591, of which amount—

(1) not to exceed $80,000 may be expended
for the procurement of the services of indi-
vidual consultants, or organizations thereof
(as authorized by section 202(i) of the Legis-
lative Reorganization Act of 1946 (2 U.S.C.
4301(i))); and

(2) not to exceed $30,000 may be expended
for the training of the professional staff of
the committee (under procedures specified
by section 202(j) of that Act).

(¢) EXPENSES FOR PERIOD ENDING FEBRUARY
28, 2017.—The expenses of the committee for
the period October 1, 2016 through February
28, 2017 under this resolution shall not exceed
$2,702,746, of which amount—

(1) not to exceed $33,33¢ may be expended
for the procurement of the services of indi-
vidual consultants, or organizations thereof
(as authorized by section 202(i) of the Legis-
lative Reorganization Act of 1946 (2 U.S.C.
4301(1))); and

(2) not to exceed $12,500 may be expended
for the training of the professional staff of
the committee (under procedures specified
by section 202(j) of that Act).

SEC. 3. REPORTING LEGISLATION.

The committee shall report its findings,
together with such recommendations for leg-
islation as it deems advisable, to the Senate
at the earliest practicable date, but not later
than February 28, 2017.

SEC. 4. EXPENSES AND AGENCY CONTRIBUTIONS.

(a) EXPENSES OF THE COMMITTEE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2), expenses of the committee
under this resolution shall be paid from the
contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers
approved by the chairman of the committee.

(2) VOUCHERS NOT REQUIRED.—Vouchers
shall not be required for—

(A) the disbursement of salaries of employ-
ees paid at an annual rate;

(B) the payment of telecommunications
provided by the Office of the Sergeant at
Arms and Doorkeeper;

(C) the payment of stationery supplies pur-
chased through the Keeper of the Stationery;

(D) payments to the Postmaster of the
Senate;

(E) the payment of metered charges on
copying equipment provided by the Office of
the Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper;

(F) the payment of Senate Recording and
Photographic Services; or

(G) the payment of franked and mass mail
costs by the Sergeant at Arms and Door-
keeper.

(b) AGENCY CONTRIBUTIONS.—There are au-
thorized to be paid from the appropriations
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