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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. CARTER of Georgia).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
March 4, 2015.

I hereby appoint the Honorable EARL L.
“BUDDY’’ CARTER to act as Speaker pro tem-
pore on this day.

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

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 6, 2015, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de-
bate continue beyond 11:50 a.m.

———————

DHS FUNDING AND IMMIGRATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. GUTIERREZ) for 5 minutes.

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, 1
would like to congratulate the Speaker
and the Republican majority for com-
ing to their senses and allowing the
House of Representatives to pass a bill
funding the Department of Homeland
Security for the rest of the fiscal year.

It seems odd that I would have to
come to this well to congratulate the
majority for funding one of the largest
and most important departments in
the U.S. Government. I cannot con-

gratulate the majority alone because
the bill funding the Department of
Homeland Security was passed largely
on the strength—yes—of Democratic
votes.

The vote was strong, 257-167, but 182
of those votes came from Democrats.
In fact, every Democrat who voted
voted to keep the Department of Home-
land Security open and protecting
America until the end of the fiscal
year, 100 percent. Only 75 Republicans
supported paying our border security
and airport security professionals.

Mr. Speaker, it should never have
come to this. On the one hand, it
should never have come to this because
Members of Congress should never play
around with the paychecks of our fel-
low government employees and threat-
en them with furloughs in order to
score cheap partisan political points.

The real people with real lives who
work at O’Hare and Midway and at
ports, airports, and border crossings,
the real people with mortgages, car
notes, and tuition bills who provide the
security our democracy depends on do
not deserve the way they are treated
by this Congress. Lurching from fund-
ing crisis to shutdown showdown to
last-minute votes is no way to run the
greatest democracy the world has ever
known.

We know there is a sensible, bipar-
tisan majority that is willing to com-
promise and do what has to be done to
keep the basic functions of government
operating. That group voted yesterday,
and the leadership should find a way to
let that sensible majority govern, de-
spite those who take every opportunity
to make governing next to impossible
in this body.

Secondly, it should never have come
to this because the premise on which
this funding and shutdown crisis rested
was never logical or necessary.

Those who opposed the President ex-
ercising powers granted to him by the
Congress have filed a lawsuit in Fed-

eral court. They picked a sympathetic
judge and have won a temporary in-
junction on the implementation of the
executive actions the President an-
nounced last November.

If they really believe in the strength
of their case, this threat of a partial
government shutdown was unneces-
sary. Clearly, they agree with me that
their case is weak and that the courts
will eventually overturn the temporary
injunction.

But the logic was always sideways.
The very Presidential actions that
some in the Republican Party object to
are not even funded by the appropria-
tions made by Congress. The criminal
background checks and the adjudica-
tion of each person’s application is paid
for in full by fees of $465 for each immi-
grant, so this was never a logical fund-
ing matter.

With or without funding for the
partment of Homeland Security,
premise that Congress could force the
President to deport low-priority de-
portees who grew up in the United
States or who are the parents of U.S.
citizens never held water.

Even if people cannot come forward
to apply and pass a criminal back-
ground check and get to the back of
the deportation line, the basic way the
President and the Secretary of Home-
land Security prioritized deporting
criminals, drug dealers, and drunk
drivers over moms, dads, and DREAM-
ers, that would not change.

Think about it. It is as if the Repub-
licans were saying they are so upset
about their obsession with border secu-
rity and their conviction that the
President is not doing enough about
border security that they were willing
to defund border security in order to
make their point. Jon Stewart can’t
write stuff that good, and he doesn’t
have to.

Here is the biggest reason why it
didn’t have to come to a shutdown
showdown. Republicans in the House
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could have taken action last year to fix
our broken immigration system so that
we don’t have to continue this fiction
about deporting 11 million undocu-
mented workers.

They could have had a vote to reform
our immigration system so that people
can apply for visas and come legally in
the first place rather than being forced
into the black market where there are
smugglers. They could have allowed a
vote that put E-Verify in place, put se-
rious sanctions and jail time for em-
ployers in place, and targeted our en-
forcement resources on felons, not fam-
ilies.

I stood here nearly every week last
year and said: If the Republicans failed
to act, the President would be forced to
act within the limits of current law to
rescue American families and target
our enforcement resources on crimi-
nals. I was right, and for the record, I
told you so, using a countdown right
here on the House floor.

The coalition to pass reform, which
is made up of almost all of the Demo-
crats and about a third or more of the
Republicans—the same coalition that
enacted the bill to fund the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security in yester-
day’s vote—existed then, and it exists
today, if our leaders are willing to
work together to address immigration
reform.

It is not too late, and I predict that
the Republican Party will continue
boxing itself into a corner until it ad-
dresses this important American pri-
ority.

HOUSE HUNGER CAUCUS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) for 5
minutes.

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, later
this morning, I will be joined by my
Republican colleague Congresswoman
LYNN JENKINS of Kansas at D.C. Cen-
tral Kitchen to officially relaunch the
House Hunger Caucus.

I couldn’t be happier that we are con-
tinuing this important bipartisan cau-
cus in the 114th Congress. I am thrilled
to have her partnership in this caucus,
and I look forward to working with
her.

Mr. Speaker, several years ago, my
good friend and former Republican col-
league from Missouri Jo Ann Emerson
and I founded the House Hunger Caucus
as a forum for Members to discuss, ad-
vance, engage, and work on issues re-
lated to domestic and international
hunger and food insecurity.

Over the years, the House Hunger
Caucus has hosted a number of brief-
ings on topics ranging from introduc-
tions to the major domestic and inter-
national hunger programs, to food
deserts in rural and urban America, to
global agriculture and farmer-to-farm-
er initiatives, to international school
feeding and child nutrition programs,
just to name a few.

The caucus doesn’t just look at exist-
ing programs. It also gets involved in
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emergency responses as they are un-
folding. In 2011, during one of the worst
droughts in recent memory, the House
Hunger Caucus held timely briefings on
the U.S. response to the famine in the
Horn of Africa. Members and staff were
able to hear directly from those on the
ground providing assistance to deal
with this unprecedented crisis.

One of the most important objectives
of the House Hunger Caucus is to foster
better communication among
antihunger advocates by bringing to-
gether stakeholders from Federal agen-
cies, State and local governments, non-
profits, faith-based organizations, aca-
demia, and business to discuss long-
term strategies for ending hunger. The
caucus also serves as a vehicle for
antihunger organizations to commu-
nicate directly to Congress about hun-
ger and food insecurity issues.

One of my top priorities for the
House Hunger Caucus this year is to
make sure we hear directly from those
who have experienced hunger and pov-
erty firsthand. We need to make sure
that their voices are heard in the dis-
cussions here in Washington.

One of the greatest assets of the
House Hunger Caucus is that it is bi-
partisan—Republicans and Democrats.
It is a way for Members to come to-
gether to work to end hunger.

Mr. Speaker, there is not a congres-
sional district in the United States of
America that is hunger-free, not a sin-
gle one. According to the USDA, more
than 17.5 million American households
were food insecure in 2013, meaning
that their access to adequate food was
limited by a lack of money or other re-
sources; 5.6 percent of households were
considered to have very low food secu-
rity. In other words, those households
were hungry.

Hunger disproportionately affects the
most vulnerable among us: children,
seniors, and the disabled. Last year, 16
million children, or one in five, experi-
enced hunger, and increasingly, vet-
erans and military families are experi-
encing hunger.

On the international side, about 805
million people in the world, or one in
nine, suffer from hunger, according to
the most recent U.N. reports. This is a
decrease of 100 million over the past
decade and 209 million since the early
1990s.

The U.S. can be proud of its leader-
ship in reducing global hunger and ad-
dressing the root causes of food insecu-
rity. Through partnerships with other
nations, international organizations,
our own farmers, NGOs, and private
sector communities, we are advancing
agricultural development; increasing
child nutrition; reducing malnutrition
among infants and children; empow-
ering small farmers around the globe,
especially women; and providing nutri-
tious meals in school settings. While
the journey is long, we now have a
proven and coordinated set of programs
that effectively address global hunger.

Mr. Speaker, as we reestablish the
House Hunger Caucus, I can’t think of
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a better location to launch it at than
D.C. Central Kitchen, a unique
antihunger organization that prepares
5,000 meals a day for more than 80 local
nonprofit partners, helping those going
through tough times.

One of D.C. Central Kitchen’s great-
est strengths is its culinary jobs train-
ing program, where men and women
who have faced the most difficult of
situations—homelessness, addiction, or
incarceration—participate in a rig-
orous job training program to prepare
for culinary careers.

As part of our kickoff this week, the
House Hunger Caucus will host a brief-
ing for House staff entitled ‘‘Domestic
Hunger 1017 tomorrow at 1 p.m. The
briefing will be given by CRS experts
and is intended to present a broad over-
view of the major domestic Federal
antihunger programs.

I look forward to continuing this im-
portant work of the House Hunger Cau-
cus with the gentlewoman from Kan-
sas, Congresswoman JENKINS. I encour-
age my House colleagues to join the
House Hunger Caucus.

As Members, we don’t have to agree
on everything to agree on something,
and ending hunger should be something
we all can agree on.

———

DODD-FRANK AND OTHER
FINANCIAL SERVICES BILLS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Kentucky (Mr. BARR) for 5 minutes.

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, today, I rise
to discuss the negative consequences of
the Dodd-Frank law, as well as reforms
to the law that would represent much-
needed solutions for middle class fami-
lies in Kentucky and across the coun-
try.

When this act was signed into law
nearly 5 years ago, its supporters made
many promises. President Obama
claimed it would ¢lift the economy’’
and that it would help protect Main
Street, not Wall Street. In both of
these instances, the opposite has prov-
en true.

While the President is claiming vic-
tory on the economy, many Kentucky
families and families across America
are still hurting. Last year, the U.S.
economy grew at an anemic 2.4 per-
cent, the ninth year in a row of growth
below the postwar average of about 3
percent.

President Reagan also inherited a
very difficult economic situation; how-
ever, if this recovery had progressed at
the same rate as the Reagan recovery
of the 1980s, the economy would be
about $2 trillion larger, which works
out to be about $1,500 more per family
per year.

This is hardly the boom that the
President talks about. Growth this low
for this long is simply not fast enough
to lift incomes for most Americans.

A primary cause of the weakness of
this recovery is the avalanche of red
tape coming out of the Obama adminis-
tration, including the nearly 400 new
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rules and regulations arising from
Dodd-Frank that are crushing small
communities around the country.

Dodd-Frank imposes costly and bur-
densome restrictions on community
banks and credit unions that limit
their ability to loan money to their
customers, which is hindering eco-
nomic growth and hurting low- and
middle-income Americans the hardest.

A community banker in my district
told me that before Dodd-Frank, lend-
ing decisions were often made based on
a business judgment about the char-
acter and the creditworthiness of their
customers.

People in small towns across Amer-
ica, they know each other, and local
banks and credit unions are in the
business of helping their neighbors.
These institutions assume the con-
sequences of their decisions at no risk
to the financial system or to taxpayers
who have been on the hook for bail-
outs.
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So they are willing to take a risk,
both in terms of how to best help their
customers achieve his or her dreams
and how to provide a reasonable return
for the shareholders of the bank or
members of the credit union.

But that same banker told me that,
after Dodd-Frank, the government is
making the decisions instead of the
shareholders or the bank board, impos-
ing a one-size-fits-all, top-down man-
date on local financial institutions.

Rather than working with people,
this community banker now deals with
mountains of paperwork and Federal
regulators. The result has been a dis-
aster.

The number of community banks has
declined by 9.5 percent. There have
been far fewer new community bank
charters, and less services and products
are now offered to customers and con-
sumers.

The law created new, unaccountable
bureaucracies on top of an overly com-
plex financial regulatory system. New,
unaccountable bureaucracies like the
well-sounding but mislabeled Con-
sumer Financial Protection Bureau
and the Financial Stability Oversight
Council operate largely out of public
view and are subject to almost none of
the checks and balances imposed on
other government agencies.

For example, the Bureau deemed
Bath County, Kentucky, with a popu-
lation of about 10,000 people, as
nonrural, making it even more difficult
for its people to secure loans from com-
munity banks and credit unions.

Think about this: the ridiculous sce-
nario of Washington, D.C., bureaucrats
labeling one of the most rural parts of
America as nonrural and hurting the
people as a result.

Shockingly, this unaccountable agen-
cy provided no valid justification for
how they came to this conclusion, nor
any means to challenge this arbitrary
determination.

After I introduced legislation, along
with members of both parties, to ad-
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dress this issue, the agency, after more
than a year of delay, finally relented
and expanded its definition of rural to
include Bath County.

While this is a positive development
for this Kentucky county, the process
remains opaque, arbitrary, and not
subject to appeal, and our rural com-
munities continue to struggle with
one-size-fits-all regulatory approaches
for which they lack the resources to
comply.

This week, I will reintroduce the
Helping Expand Lending Practices in
Rural Communities Act, which would
give individuals an appeals process by
which to contest this designation.

Dodd-Frank includes several other
rules which are holding our economy
back. Thanks to the Bureau’s qualified
mortgage rule, it is now harder for
creditworthy low- and moderate-in-
come Americans to buy a home.

The Volcker rule has made U.S. cap-
ital markets less competitive inter-
nationally, creating unnecessary obsta-
cles for U.S. companies to raise the
funds they need to grow their busi-
nesses and create jobs.

Despite the stated intentions of this
law, community banks and credit
unions have been left to comply with
onerous new regulations intended to
prevent a repeat of the financial crisis
they did not cause.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman’s time has expired.

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, let’s join to-
gether, cut red tape and unnecessary
regulations that are holding our com-
munities back. We can create real op-
portunity and encourage private sector
growth by repealing this law and start-
ing over.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to heed the gavel.

—————

HONORING THE ACHIEVEMENTS OF
MINNIE MINOSO

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. COHEN) for 5 minutes.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor a great baseball player
and a baseball player who befriended
me and was a great human being who
passed away on Sunday, Saturnino
Orestes Arrieta Armas, Minnie Minoso,
the Cuban Comet, Mr. White Sox.

Minnie Minoso was born in 1925 on
November 29 in Cuba. He played base-
ball in Cuba, had the opportunity to
come to America and play in the Negro
Leagues for, being a Black Cuban, he
wasn’t allowed to play in the Major
Leagues.

He played 3 years with the New York
Cubans, and then, Bill Veeck, who was
one of the leaders, I guess, the Amer-
ican League’s Branch Rickey, gave him
an opportunity to play baseball in the
Major Leagues. After playing in the
Minors in San Diego, he came up with
the Cleveland Indians, but was quickly
traded to the Chicago White Sox, where
he started his career in 1951, and be-
came known as Mr. White Sox.
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He was a great White Sox baseball
player, one of the greatest players of
the 1950s, and a great emissary of Latin
American baseballers. He was the first
Black Latin American baseball player,
he was the first Black White Sox play-
er, and the second African American in
the American League after Larry
Doby.

Minnie Minoso had a great career. He
did everything in baseball. He hit for
average, he hit for power, he had speed,
he was a great fielder, a great compet-
itor, and he was a great human being.

In 1955, I was recovering from polio
and I lived in Memphis, Tennessee. I
went to an exhibition baseball game at
Russwood Park, where the White Sox
were playing the Cardinals. I had a
White Sox cap, kind of like this one—
this is a Minnie Minoso cap—and a
White Sox T-shirt, and I was on crutch-
es, getting autographs.

A player came and gave me a base-
ball, and I thanked him and I went to
my dad and told my dad about it. We
went down to thank the player. He was
White, a pitcher named Tom Poholsky.
He said: Don’t thank me. Thank that
player over there.

That was number 9 for the White
Sox, Minnie Minoso. In the entire base-
ball field of 50 players or more, one
cared about a young boy with polio
who was a White Sox fan and wanted to
do something for him.

But in segregated Memphis, a Black
player didn’t feel comfortable doing
that, and he did it through a White
player. It taught me, at a very early
age, about the horrors of discrimina-
tion and prejudice and racism.

Minnie became my friend. I visited
him in Chicago and went into the
White Sox locker room. He gave me his
bat. When he came to Memphis, I vis-
ited him at the Lorraine Motel, which
is where the Black players stayed,
while the White players were at the
Peabody.

The Lorraine is where Dr. King was
killed and now is a great civil rights
museum in Memphis. This was another
lesson in discrimination for me that
taught me well and has taught me, to
this day, to be vigilant against all
forms of racism and discrimination.

I followed Minnie my whole life. He
was like part of my family. When we
moved to Los Angeles, we went and vis-
ited him at Chavez Ravine. He came up
to my dad and he said: Doc, how is the
kid’s leg? How is he doing?

He always was concerned. He was a
great human being and a great baseball
player.

He was denied one of his life’s goals
of being voted into the Baseball Hall of
Fame. I tried to help him with that.

Baseball made a mistake. They
should have put Minnie in the Hall of
Fame for being a great emissary of
baseball and the first Latin American
Black player, the first Latin American
player, really, in the Big Leagues.

He died Sunday. Visitation is Friday
at Holy Family Church in Chicago. The
funeral is Saturday.
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I will miss Minnie Minoso. He is a
lesson in why sport are bigger than
runs, hits, and errors. It is about
human beings and humanity and young
kids.

Thank you, Minnie.

————
REST IN PEACE, FATHER TED
HESBURGH AND PROFESSOR

CHARLES RICE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. ROTHFUS) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Speaker, last
week, the Notre Dame family lost two
larger-than-life figures.

One, a Holy Cross priest, Father Ted
Hesburgh, served as Notre Dame’s
president for 35 years and oversaw re-
markable growth of the university
named for Our Lady. Father Hesburgh
was known and recognized around the
world.

The other was a layman, Charles
Rice, who taught at Notre Dame Law
School for 40 years and was a retired
Marine, a devoted husband to his wife,
Mary, without whom he could never
have accomplished his work, a devoted
father, and an academic who dove deep
into the philosophical underpinnings of
the law. It is estimated that he taught
half of the living alumni of the Notre
Dame Law School.

While much has been written and
said these last few days about Father
Hesburgh, given the international
stage on which he walked, compara-
tively less has been said of Professor
Rice, except for the recognition that
countless law students, colleagues, and
pro-life and religious liberty advocates
have given in the days since he passed
away.

To my left is one of those iconic fig-
ures from the 1960s. In it, we see Dr.
Martin Luther King and Father
Hesburgh, standing together for racial
equality in Chicago.

What allowed these two remarkable
men to come together, in spite of dif-
ferent backgrounds and traditions, was
a common understanding of justice
that was grounded in our Western and
Judeo-Christian philosophy of law.

It was this same philosophy that was
at the heart of what Professor Charles
Rice taught at Notre Dame.

In Martin Luther King’s ‘‘Letter
from Birmingham Jail,” written 2
years prior to the famous Selma March
that will be commemorated this week-
end, Dr. King addressed his fellow cler-
gymen, many of whom were criticizing
his tactics in confronting unjust Jim
Crow laws.

One may well ask, Dr. King wrote:
“How can you advocate breaking some
laws and obeying others?”’

The answer lies in the fact that there
are two types of laws, just and unjust.

I would be the first to advocate obey-
ing just laws. One has not only a legal
but a moral responsibility to obey just
laws. Conversely, one has a moral re-
sponsibility to obey unjust laws. I, Dr.
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King said, would agree with St. Augus-
tine that ‘“‘an unjust law is no law at
all.”

Dr. King then asked, Now what is the
difference between the two? How does
one determine whether a law is just or
unjust?

King answered that a just law is a
manmade code that squares with the
moral law or the law of God. An unjust
law is a code that is out of harmony
with the moral law. To put it in the
terms of St. Thomas Aquinas, Dr. King
continued, an unjust law is a human
law that is not rooted in eternal law
and natural law.

These words would be very familiar
to any of Charlie Rice’s jurisprudence
students. Indeed, a significant amount
of Professor Rice’s work dealt with the
concept of natural law.

Natural law principles were recog-
nized in our Declaration of Independ-
ence, with Jefferson referencing the
“Laws of Nature and Nature’s God”
and the recognition that individuals
are endowed by a Creator with certain
inalienable rights, including a right to
life.

Charlie Rice was a fierce defender of
the right to life. He believed that every
human being, whether an elderly
grandmother who could no longer care
for herself, a young adult who was in-
capacitated through an accident or a
degenerative disease, an unborn child
capable of feeling pain, or a 3-week-old
unborn child whose heart had just
begun to beat, had an inalienable right
to life. And for Charlie, those lives, and
all human lives, are sacred because
they are a gift of God.

In the years since Roe v. Wade, Pro-
fessor Rice never wavered from his core
conviction on the right to life. He be-
came increasingly concerned for the re-
ligious freedom and conscience rights
of individuals when he saw government
coercing them into practices that vio-
lated those rights.

Professor Rice told his students:
“Never be afraid to speak the truth.”
He certainly never was.

For him, the truth was clear. The
right to life and freedom of religion,
both of which are specifically men-
tioned in our Nation’s founding docu-
ments, are under attack.

But Professor Rice never gave up. He
believed that one day those rights
would be protected again, and he con-
tinued to defend those rights to the
day he died.

His work in defending life and reli-
gious freedom will continue. It will live
on in his wife, Mary, his children, and
grandchildren, as well as the countless
lives he touched.

May Professor Rice and Father
Hesburgh rest in peace.

————
PRIME MINISTER BINYAMIN

NETANYAHU’S RECENT ADDRESS

TO CONGRESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min-
utes.
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Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 23
hours ago, in this Chamber, Israeli
Prime Minister Binyamin Netanyahu
was given a large megaphone to under-
cut American diplomatic attempts at
restraining Iran’s nuclear ambitions.
One has to go back to the days of Gen.
Douglas MacArthur being fired by
President Truman, who was then in-
vited to Congress by the Republican
leadership to a rapturous audience.

Yet history has shown that General
MacArthur and the Republican leader-
ship were wrong, Truman was right,
and is, deemed one of our best Presi-
dents for the hard, difficult decisions
he made to much political criticism.
And history has not been so kind to the
career and personality of General Mac-
Arthur and the message he delivered to
that Congress.

I suspect that history will not be
kind to yesterday’s speech and the de-
cision to stage it.

The Prime Minister delivered no al-
ternative vision other than an impos-
sible set of demands that would ensure
negotiations by America, our allies,
and the Russians fail. He seemed to
doom Americans and Iranians to be
permanent enemies, even though the
Iranian people, distinct from the aya-
tollahs and their minions, by all ac-
counts, are the only country in the re-
gion, other than Israel, that has a posi-
tive view towards America. Think
about that.

But the flaws in Netanyahu’s speech
were more fundamental. He had no al-
ternative vision, no outline of a plan
that would do anything other than lead
to war.

J 1030

His remarks continued a series of
dire predictions that I have heard from
him since I first came to Congress in
1995. He had the same certitude when
he testified before Congress about what
a positive, transformational event it
would be for the United States to go to
war with Iraq.

It was good politics at the time,
probably even for most American poli-
ticians, and I am sure it was good poli-
tics in Israel. But he demonstrated
spectacularly bad political judgment,
cheerleading the United States into the
worst foreign policy disaster in our his-
tory, costing us trillions of dollars
with no end in sight, costing hundreds
of thousands of lives, and casting the
Middle East in turmoil.

Indeed, Iran’s ayatollahs were the
only winners in the wake of that tragic
war urged on by Netanyahu. It allowed
Iran to have an outsized influence in
the very countries that Netanyahu
mentioned. The Middle East is in cri-
sis, on the defensive with ISIS forces
that are only slightly larger than the
authorized strength of the California
National Guard.

Mr. Netanyahu produced a vision
that is bound to fail, and at what cost
to the American-Israeli leadership?
Making Israel a partisan issue harms
Israel, according to a good friend of



March 4, 2015

mine who worked for AIPAC for years.
More troubling, Mr. Speaker, the
Prime Minister did not offer one word
about his failure to produce a peaceful,
two-state solution. Now, I would have
welcomed even a word about the pend-
ing humanitarian crisis in Gaza. I am
not talking about war with the mili-
tants. I am talking about 1.7 million
people in a land where 95 percent of the
water is already unfit to drink, and by
next year it will be the case with all
domestic water. If no action is taken,
by 2020, that damage will be irrevers-
ible.

But I was encouraged by the AIPAC
conference. While I don’t necessarily
agree with all of their policy prescrip-
tions dealing with Iran, I was heart-
ened to see that they had two well-at-
tended panel discussions featuring
Gidon Bromberg, an Israeli expert, that
highlighted why it was in both the in-
terest of Israel and Gaza to solve the
pending water and sanitation crisis and
that solution is easily within the power
of Israel, the United States, and other
donor nations.

I saw that as a bright spot in a trou-
bling day. If we concentrate on simple,
commonsense steps where we can work
together to save lives and improve the
future, I think there is a lot more on
the horizon that we can accomplish.

Mr. Speaker, I stand with Israel.
That is why I chose not to undercut
our diplomats in the midst of negoti-
ating by attending that joint session.
Netanyahu offers one perspective—cer-
tainly not mine. But challenging his
ideas is not anti-Israeli any more than
challenging the ideas of President
Obama is anti-American.

I will welcome a feasible alternative
to a bad deal, but I have yet to hear
one, especially from the Prime Min-
ister. Until then, I will stand with
Israel by empowering our negotiators
and not undercutting them.

—————

SELMA AND THE VOTING RIGHTS
ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Hawaii (Mr. TAKAI) for 5 minutes.

Mr. TAKAI. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to speak about the 50th anniversary of
the Selma voting rights movement and
of the Selma to Montgomery marches
that led to the passage of the Voting
Rights Act. Nothing so far has moved
me more as a freshman Member of this
august body than to sit down and talk
with our colleague, JOHN LEWIS, who
years ago was the chairman of the Stu-
dent Nonviolent Coordinating Com-
mittee.

I have had many occasions since the
beginning of this Congress to speak
with Congressman JOHN LEWIS about
the events of 50 years ago. He is the
only living ¢“Big Six’ leader of the
American civil rights movement still
with us. It will forever be my honor to
have sat next to Mr. LEWIS when Presi-
dent Obama gave his State of the
Union Address earlier this year. It was
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not lost on me that I was sitting and
listening to President Obama while sit-
ting next to a man whose actions 50
years ago helped pave the way for
Barack Obama, a Black kid from Ha-
waii, to become President of the United
States.

Mr. Speaker, the freedom marches
mark a significant turning point in
America’s history. As an ethnic minor-
ity myself, I am thankful for those
that paved the way for the freedoms
and the liberties that all of us as Amer-
icans enjoy. They suffered insults and
physical harm, yet their spirit re-
mained unbroken.

The right of our citizens to vote is
one that runs through the foundation
of our country. To prevent or inhibit
the vote of a citizen is an action that
I feel contradicts the very principles on
which this country was established.
Even in our current society, there are
efforts being undertaken to limit citi-
zens of our country from casting their
vote. This is a despicable practice and
highlights to me the importance of the
Voting Rights Act and the need to re-
main vigilant against those who seek
to reverse the great strides made by
this country towards equal rights for
all.

The brave actions taken by the civil
rights marchers 50 years ago still reso-
nate with our society today. That is
why I am proud to join the 50th anni-
versary of the freedom march.

Looking through the photos of the
original Selma protest, I was struck by
photos of Dr. Martin Luther King, Con-
gressman JOHN LEWIS, and others lead-
ing the b54-mile third march, arms
linked together in solidarity, wearing
what looked like white double carna-
tion Hawaiian lei. Looking into the
matter further, I learned, in fact, that
they were wearing lei. Why were they
wearing lei? I found an answer that
drove home for me the importance of
standing together for civil rights for
all.

Mr. Speaker, many of you may not
know this, but Dr. Martin Luther King
actually came to speak at the Univer-
sity of Hawaii in 1964. He came for a
civil rights symposium being held at
the university. It was during this time
in Hawaii that he began a deep friend-
ship with the Reverend Abraham
Kahikina Akaka, former pastor of
Kawaiahao Church in Oahu and the
first chairman of the Hawaii Advisory
Committee of the U.S. Civil Rights
Commission. In the spirit of aloha,
which means compassion, peace, and
love, the reverend sent to Selma lei for
the leaders of the protests to wear.

I will be marching this weekend, Mr.
Speaker; and to honor the tradition
and the bond established many years
ago between Hawaii and the Alabama
civil rights leaders, Senator MAZIE
HIRONO and I will be presenting lei to
Congressman JOHN LEWIS and all of our
congressional colleagues. These lei are
a tribute to the Selma marchers 50
years ago and the knowledge that their
efforts reverberated through our Na-
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tion and to Hawaii, a State that was
only 6 years old.

As we travel across the 54-mile his-
toric trail and cross the famous Ed-
mund Pettus Bridge on Saturday, we
will remember those whose lives were
lost fighting for our civil rights, re-
member those who paved the way, cele-
brate the hard fought victories, and re-
mind ourselves that the fight is not yet
over.

I look forward to participating in
this historic weekend, and I thank the
Faith & Politics Institute for coordi-
nating our congressional pilgrimage to
Alabama.

———

WHY PUERTO RICO STATEHOOD IS
IN THE U.S. NATIONAL INTEREST

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Puerto Rico (Mr. PIERLUISI) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. PIERLUISI. Mr. Speaker, this is
the fifth time this year that I have ad-
dressed this Chamber about Puerto
Rico’s political destiny. I recently in-
troduced a bill that would provide for
Puerto Rico’s admission as a State
once a majority of Puerto Rico’s elec-
torate affirms their desire for state-
hood in a federally sponsored vote. The
bill already has 70 cosponsors—5b6
Democrats and 14 Republicans.

In contrast to Puerto Rico’s current
territory status, statehood would de-
liver to my constituents what all free
people deserve: full voting rights, full
self-government, and full equality
under the law. And unlike separate na-
tionhood, which is the only other non-
territory option available to Puerto
Rico, statehood would help rebuild the
island’s shattered economy and im-
prove its quality of life. Indeed, the
fact that statehood would be in the
best interest of Puerto Rico is beyond
reasonable dispute. There will always
be politicians in Puerto Rico who
claim otherwise for ideological rea-
sons, but their arguments are detached
from reality.

Today I want to outline why state-
hood would also be in the national in-
terest of the United States as a whole.
There are three main reasons—one
moral, one economic, and one political.
First, the moral reason.

In 2012, my constituents held a free
and fair vote in which they rejected
territory status and expressed a pref-
erence for statehood. At a subsequent
Senate committee hearing, then-chair-
man RON WYDEN said that the current
relationship between the United States
and Puerto Rico ‘‘undermines the
United States’ moral standing in the
world.”” Senator WYDEN posed this
question:

“For a nation founded on the prin-
ciples of democracy and the consent of
the governed, how much longer can
America allow a condition to persist in
which nearly 4 million U.S. citizens do
not have a vote in the government that
makes the national laws which affect
their daily lives?”’
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If Puerto Rico desires statehood, I
cannot identify any moral basis upon
which Congress could decline that peti-
tion, especially in light of the enor-
mous contribution that island resi-
dents have made in our Armed Forces
over generations. How could the U.S.
Government, a champion of democracy
and self-determination around the
world, disregard those principles with
respect to its own citizens without los-
ing credibility at home and abroad?

The second reason that statehood is
in the national interest is economic.
Last year, the GAO published a report
about the fiscal impact of statehood on
the Federal Government. The report
confirms that statehood will enhance
quality of life in Puerto Rico, but it
also alleviates any concern that state-
hood would have an adverse impact on
the U.S. Treasury. As the GAO ex-
plains, new Federal outlays to Puerto
Rico would be significantly counterbal-
anced by new Federal revenues gen-
erated from the island.

The truth is this: this Nation will
benefit when Puerto Rico’s economic
economy is strong, when its residents
do not need to move to the States to
achieve their dreams or vote for their
national leaders, when individuals in
businesses on the island flourish, and
when the corporate and individual tax
base expands. The U.S. stands to gain
from the state of Puerto Rico’s success,
just as it currently pays a severe price
for the territory’s shortcomings.

Finally, let me turn to the political
dimensions of this debate. The evi-
dence indicates that either national
party could be competitive on the is-
land. I am a proud Democrat, but the
pro-statehood party I lead includes
hundreds of thousands of equally proud
Republicans. Voters in Puerto Rico
have elected two Republican Governors
and numerous Republican senators,
representatives, and mayors at the
local level. I can say to my colleagues
on both sides of the aisle that they
should not view the prospective State
of Puerto Rico as either a blessing or a
curse for their party’s fortunes but,
rather, as an opportunity.

Statehood is not only in Puerto
Rico’s interests; it is also in the na-
tional interests. Statehood will make
Puerto Rico stronger, and it will make
the United States a more perfect
Union.

God bless Puerto Rico, the next State
of the United States of America.

RECESS

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

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 43
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 at
noon.

————
PRAYER

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

God of the universe, we give You
thanks for giving us another day.

Lord, You have promised to be with
all people wherever they are, whatever
their need. We reach out in prayer for
the homeless, the poor, those anxious
about the future, those who are ill, or
those to whom freedom has been de-
nied.

Bless the Members of this people’s
House. Inspire them, as representatives
of the American people, to labor for
justice and righteousness in our Nation
and our world, mindful of Your concern
for those most in need.

For all the riches of our human expe-
rience, O Lord, we give You thanks.
Make us aware of our responsibilities,
as stewards of Your divine gifts, and
empower us with Your grace to faith-
fully and earnestly use our talents in
ways that bring understanding to our
communities and to our Nation, and
peace to every soul.

May all we do be done for Your great-
er honor and glory.

Amen.

———
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House
his approval thereof.

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

————
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. CARTWRIGHT)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. CARTWRIGHT led the Pledge of
Allegiance 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. The Chair will enter-
tain up to 15 requests for 1-minute
speeches on each side of the aisle.

————
A GREAT IDEA: 529 PLANS

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I believe in
an opportunity economy, where hard
work, education, innovation, and risk
are rewarded, and we empower individ-
uals, not government.
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Imagine what determination and a
degree can do for today’s young people,
provided they have a variety of choices
to meet their needs and good informa-
tion about the investment they are
making.

Paying for college is hard work, and
it is getting more difficult as tuition
and fees continue to increase at rapid
rates. Luckily, American families have
an investment tool known as a 529 plan
to help them save for their child’s col-
lege education.

Last week, the House approved bipar-
tisan legislation to expand, strengthen,
and improve 529 plans, which nearly 12
million families have utilized to help
plan for their child’s education.

With student loan debt surpassing
credit card debt, we need to do every-
thing we can to encourage American
families to save for college and invest
in their child’s future.

————

MANUFACTURED POLITICAL
CRISES

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

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, yesterday,
Democrats in the House stood united
to ensure that the Department of
Homeland Security was funded for the
remainder of the year.

After bringing our Nation’s security
and public safety to the brink of shut-
down twice in the last 2 weeks, the
Speaker finally relented and allowed
the will of the majority of the House of
Representatives to be heard on the
floor. All Democrats and a good num-
ber of responsible Members on the
other side joined together to make sure
that Homeland Security was funded for
the remainder of the year.

It is completely unacceptable that we
have seen, since this Congress has con-
vened, manufactured political crises
that divert us away from the real
issues that the American people want
us to take up.

Americans at home are worried about
making ends meet. They work harder
and harder and can’t seem to get
ahead. They can’t seem to save for re-
tirement. They can’t guarantee that
their young kids are going to have the
opportunity to attend college. That is
what they want us to take up.

We cannot continue manufactured
political crises intended to pander to
the most extreme voices in this body.

BINYAMIN NETANYAHU’S
ADDRESS TO CONGRESS

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, it was an honor to have Prime
Minister Binyamin Netanyahu speak to
a joint session of Congress yesterday.
Israel is one of our country’s closest al-
lies, an essential partner in restraining
Iran’s nuclear threat and combating
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the growing threat of terrorist groups
like ISIL Daesh.

Hearing Prime Minister Netanyahu
speak out against radical Islam and
warn the world about the threat of a
nuclear Iran, I was reminded of another
great leader who addressed Congress
nearly 75 years ago. Winston Churchill
and Binyamin Netanyahu are the only
two foreign leaders to address a joint
session of Congress three times.

Like many, I believe Prime Minister
Netanyahu is the Churchill of our time.
Both men had to fight against global
threats of unmatched and barbaric pro-
portions but also stood firm to other
world leaders advancing a strategy of
appeasement over strength. I only hope
that we heed Netanyahu’s words now
before it is too late to stop the spread
of nuclear weapons.

In conclusion, God bless our troops.
And may the President, by his actions,
never forget September the 11th in the
global war on terrorism.

————

JUDGE EUGENE FAHEY, NEW
YORK STATE COURT OF APPEALS

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

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, on Feb-
ruary 9, the nomination of Judge Eu-
gene Fahey of Buffalo to a seat on the
New York State Court of Appeals was
confirmed.

I have known Gene for many years,
starting when we were colleagues on
the Buffalo Common Council. Gene
went on to judicial service, first as a
city court judge and later as a trial and
appellate justice of the New York State
Supreme Court. Gene’s decisions in-
clude a landmark ruling affirming the
validity of New York’s marriage equal-
ity statute.

As colleagues on the council, Gene
and I had many conversations about
public service, though rarely about
where our respective careers might
take us. It is with tremendous pride
that we now see Gene taking a seat as
an associate justice on the most cele-
brated, top-level State court in the
United States. His service will be a
great credit to those whom he is sworn
to serve.

Mr. Speaker, in Justice Eugene
Fahey, the New York Court of Appeals
gains a towering intellect, a booming
voice, a compassionate heart, and an
accomplished lead guitarist.

My best wishes go to Gene; his wife,
Colleen; and their daughter, Ann.

————

DHS FUNDING AND THE
PRESIDENT’S EXECUTIVE ACTIONS

(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, yesterday, the House
voted with bipartisan support to pass
H.R. 240, legislation to fund the De-
partment of Homeland Security
through September 30, 2015.
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It is our constitutional duty to en-
sure that our country remains safe, and
playing politics with Homeland Secu-
rity funding, when the world is as dan-
gerous as it is today, is simply unac-
ceptable. Make no doubt about it, it is
critically important to stop the Presi-
dent’s actions on immigration. But at
a time like this, it would be gravely ir-
responsible to allow the Department of
Homeland Security to shut down, or
even to have the appearance of that.

When the executive and legislative
branches of our government are in dis-
agreement, the judicial branch must
play referee, and that is exactly what
took place when a Federal judge sided
with a complaint filed by 26 States in
opposition to the President’s move to-
ward amnesty.

Now that our Federal courts have
halted President Obama’s executive ac-
tions, further rulings will closely ex-
amine how the President has over-
reached his constitutional authorities.

Mr. Speaker, considering all of the
facts, voting ‘‘yes’” on Homeland Secu-
rity funding yesterday was the right
decision. However, this does not com-
promise my position of standing strong
against the President’s executive ac-
tions.

———
FUNDING DHS

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

Mr. CARTWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I
rise with some relief to note that yes-
terday, we did come together to fully
fund the Department of Homeland Se-
curity. A number of us came together
and ignored the extremist shutdown
crowd and did the responsible thing
and funded this Department.

I regret that the Department had to
spend millions of dollars to prepare for
a shutdown that it anticipated having
to go through. Nevertheless, this is a
Department that protects our Nation
at a time when ISIL is executing jour-
nalists and aid workers and Christians
and Muslims, when al Shabaab is
threatening our Nation’s biggest shop-
ping mall. We need the Department of
Homeland Security. And I say, Bully.

Let us continue to do the responsible
thing and fund our departments, in-
cluding the Department of Homeland
Security.

——
IRAN

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

Mr. STUTZMAN. Mr. Speaker, it is
very clear that we cannot trust the ty-
rannical regime in Iran. For many
years, our own State Department has
determined that Iran is one of the
world’s leading state sponsors of ter-
rorism.

As Prime Minister Netanyahu re-
minded us yesterday, the Iranian Gov-
ernment has consistently called for the
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destruction of Israel and has referred
to the United States as the ‘‘Great
Satan.” Does this sound like a negoti-
ating partner that we can trust?

If anyone is unwilling to acknowl-
edge their support for terror groups
like Hezbollah or their hateful words
toward America and Israel, then con-
sider how this regime acts toward its
own people. They stifle dissent by re-
stricting the most basic political free-
doms within their borders—the free-
doms of speech, assembly, and press.
They often jail opposition leaders and
journalists and hold them without
cause.

If Iran wants to be considered a le-
gitimate power, they should stop arm-
ing and aiding terror groups and open
up their political system to prove to
the world that they are committed to
freedom and peace. They can start by
releasing all political prisoners, includ-
ing Washington Post reporter Jason
Rezaian, who has been unjustly impris-
oned for over 200 days. These steps
should be taken before the U.S. con-
tinues to negotiate any nuclear deal.

————
PLAYING PARTY POLITICS

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

Mr. AGUILAR. Mr. Speaker, last
week we were pushed to the brink of
shutting down the Department of
Homeland Security, the agency tasked
with safeguarding our homeland from
threats here and abroad, all because
Congress couldn’t do its job. Only
weeks after horrific attacks in Paris
and with news of ISIS every day, the
House majority risked the national se-
curity of our country to play party pol-
itics.

We cannot continue to govern in cri-
sis mode, threatening the safety of
American lives, jobs, and our home-
land, so my colleagues can score polit-
ical points. Enough is enough.

Threatening to shut down DHS was
reckless, unnecessary, and completely
avoidable. The House majority’s games
have forced Congress away from its
most critical priority, working for
middle class families to create jobs,
improve transportation and infrastruc-
ture, invest in education, and protect
programs for our seniors. It is time to
stop playing political games and get
back to what the people elected us to
do.

——
HONORING MAJOR TRENT
COLESTOCK, UNITED STATES
ARMY

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I
rise today to honor Army congres-
sional liaison to the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives Major Trent Colestock.
The Army has recognized his patriot-
ism, abilities, and his demonstrated po-
tential for increased responsibility, and
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it promoted him to the rank of major
on February 1.

Born in my hometown of Miami,
Florida, and raised in Mineral Wells,
Texas, Trent graduated from Texas
Christian University, where he earned
a degree in business administration
and an Army commission. During his
congressional assignment, he earned a
master’s degree in legislative affairs
from George Washington University.

Commissioned as a second lieutenant
in the Army’s Field Artillery Branch,
Trent has served at Fort Drum, Fort
Hood, and in Iraq for Operation Iraqi
Freedom. Throughout his career in our
proud military, Trent has earned many
accolades, including the Combat Ac-
tion Badge, the Bronze Star Medal, and
the Iraqi Campaign Medal.

It is my distinct pleasure, Mr. Speak-
er, to join with Major Colestock’s fam-
ily, friends, and peers as they honor his
promotion and the many accomplish-
ments of his outstanding service to our
Nation.

————
0 1215
THE IMPORTANCE OF LOCAL

RADIO AND REINTRODUCTION OF
THE LOCAL RADIO FREEDOM
ACT

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

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in support of the signifi-
cant benefits and services that our
local radio stations provide to our com-
munities.

I cannot say enough about the bene-
fits local radio provides constituents in
our district in Houston and Harris
County, Texas. Local radio provides
AMBER Alerts, local news, weather,
and critical emergency alerts, which
we all know too well along the gulf
coast we need. In addition to the public
service, radio provides entertainment
and music free to the public.

For nearly 90 years, Congress has rec-
ognized this fact and has not imposed
performance fees on local radio sta-
tions. That is why I am pleased to re-
introduce, along with my fellow Texan,
Congressman MIKE CONAWAY, the Local
Radio Freedom Act, H. Con. Res. 17.

Our simple resolution simply states
that Congress should not impose any
performance taxes or fees for playing
over-the-air music and keep local radio
free. Last week’s introduction with 93
cosponsors, over 20 percent of the full
House, shows the strong commitment
Congress has to protect local radio and
all the benefits it provides our commu-
nities.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank all the
original cosponsors of this resolution
and thank local radio for serving our
communities.

————
THE BUCK STOPS HERE

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

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, Presi-
dent Truman had a plaque on his desk
that said, ‘“The buck stops here.” Many
veterans are probably wondering why
this old poker expression doesn’t apply
to the VA. However, on Monday the
House passed H.R. 280, which gives the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs the au-
thority to make sure the bucks do stop
on back bonuses given to management
of the VA, which is very, very back-
logged.

Mr. Speaker, I am glad the House has
acted, and I urge my colleagues in the
Senate and the President to join this
effort. It is clear that it is time to send
a message to the VA that the days of
rewarding subpar work and service for
hidden and lost files or long waiting pe-
riods are over.

We need to continue to fight for com-
monsense reforms that will provide
this type of system that our veterans
deserve. At many regional offices of
the VA around the country, including
my own of Oakland, veterans have
waited far too long to have their ben-
efit claims processed and are strug-
gling to access the care they need and
deserve. There are countless examples
of dysfunction, and the VA is falling
short of its mission.

Does anyone actually think the VA
deserves bonuses for failing our vet-
erans when we have these long lists of
people waiting for medical care, having
their claims serviced? No, I think not.
Mr. Speaker, the VA bonus bucks stop
here.

REMEMBERING REVEREND
THEODORE M. HESBURGH, CSC

(Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn-
sylvania asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania. Mr. Speaker, today is the fu-
neral for one of the most influential
figures in higher education, the Catho-
lic Church, and domestic and inter-
national affairs: Father Theodore
Hesburgh. He served as president of the
University of Notre Dame for 35 years,
in that time taking a small Catholic
college and transforming it into a
world renowned institution.

During his career he was granted 150
honorary degrees, more than any other
person. This Congress awarded him the
Congressional Gold Medal in the year
2000, becoming the first figure from
higher education to receive the Con-
gressional Gold Medal. He was also ap-
pointed by both Democratic and Re-
publican Presidents to 16 Presidential
commissions, ranging from atomic
weapons policy to immigration, to civil
rights.

Mr. Speaker, I am very proud to be a
graduate of the Hesburgh Program in
Public Service and hope to be able to
live up to that awesome example he
set.
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SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY,
ENGINEERING, AND MATH

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

Mr. GUINTA. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of four high-tech
fields that are dominating the digital
age. The fields of science, technology,
engineering, and math, commonly re-
ferred to as STEM, are driving our Na-
tion’s innovation and competition, gen-
erating new ideas, industries, and com-
panies.

Just last week, I had the opportunity
to tour the University of New Hamp-
shire’s InterOperability Laboratory to
see just how important the STEM field
is to the Granite State. The InterOper-
ability Lab is the only full-service,
nonprofit test lab in the world that
provides both industry expertise and
real-world training for our Nation’s fu-
ture STEM workers.

Mr. Speaker, it is imperative that
Congress continues to advocate on be-
half of the STEM fields because the de-
mand for individuals with these back-
grounds and education only continue
to grow. In fact, the Office of Science
and Technology Policy estimates that
STEM jobs will grow almost two times
faster than non-STEM jobs from 2008 to
2018. We must ensure R&D continues in
these fields.

FUNDING DHS

(Ms. HAHN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ex-
press relief that Congress has funded
the Department of Homeland Security.
We averted an unnecessary and harm-
ful crisis. We should not have reached a
point where the Department was on the
brink of a shutdown.

The Department of Homeland Secu-
rity was created after the devastating
September 11 terrorist attacks and per-
forms vital functions to protect Ameri-
cans against ongoing terrorist threats.
We are talking about FEMA, which re-
sponds to emergencies and disasters;
TSA, which makes flying safer; the Se-
cret Service; Customs and Border Pro-
tection; and other important services.

The Coast Guard, which patrols our
waters and helps protect communities
like mine near the Port of L.os Angeles,
is also a part of the Department of
Homeland Security. We must do even
more to improve port security, and
shutting down the Department would
have been a step backwards.

We must stop the crisis-to-crisis gov-
erning around here. The American peo-
ple deserve better than this sort of po-
litical brinksmanship.

———————

CONGRATULATING MIDLAND
MARKETING COOPERATIVE

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

Mr. HUELSKAMP. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to congratulate Midland
Marketing Cooperative, located in
Hays, Kansas, which celebrates their
100th anniversary in business on March
5 of this year.

Midland started with 81 farmers, who
put up a total of $10,000 to begin cap-
italizing their new cooperative. Since
that time, the co-op has grown to near-
1y 1,000 members and has over $122 mil-
lion in annual sales. They now operate
11 elevator locations, 2 full-service gas
stations, 5 automated fueling stations,
2 feed mills, and 10 agronomy loca-
tions. In their five-county service area,
Midland employs 62 full-time employ-
ees. When you add part-time and sea-
sonal workers, that increases to 120
people. Midland Marketing Cooperative
has returned over $62 million in patron-
age to their members.

Thank you to Midland Marketing Co-
operative and all the co-ops in my dis-
trict who are keeping Kansas agri-
culture and our rural communities
strong.

RESOLUTION COMMEMORATING
THE 50TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
SELMA VOTING RIGHTS MARCH
WITH THE ISSUANCE OF A POST-
AL STAMP

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

Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, today I
introduced a bipartisan resolution that
would honor the Selma to Montgomery
marches with a commemorative stamp.

I thank the 102 bipartisan House
Members who cosponsored this resolu-
tion, and the original sponsors: Con-
gressman BYRNE, Congressman HURD,
and Congresswoman SEWELL.

The Selma voting rights march was a
pivotal moment in our history that
brought together Americans to march
from Selma to Montgomery County 50
years ago. This stamp celebrates the
march and reminds us to protect vot-
ing rights.

For 125 years the United States Post-
al Services has been issuing stamps to
celebrate cultural milestones in the
unique history of our Nation. Surely
the protection of voting rights is a
landmark development in our Nation’s
development. It is my hope that, as we
remember the struggles, discrimina-
tion, and inequalities, we will lift our
hearts and unite to find bridges to
equality and justice.

Mr. Speaker, I ask that all Members
unite with me and ask the Oversight
and Government Reform Committee
for a hearing on this stamp.

———

HONORING JOHN FORKENBROCK,
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF THE
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF FED-
ERALLY IMPACTED SCHOOLS

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

Mr. TAKAI. Mr. Speaker, today I
honor the career of a man who was in-
strumental in education policy, Mr.
John Forkenbrock. I have had the
pleasure of working with John for the
past 20 years, and he visited my home
State of Hawaii twice during his time
with the National Association of Fed-
erally Impacted Schools, or NAFIS.

From 1988 to the present, John has
served as executive director of NAFIS,
an association representing over 1,400
public school districts. In that posi-
tion, John oversaw major changes in
the Impact Aid Program that were in-
cluded in the 1994 ESEA Improving
America’s Schools Act, and again in
2000 and 2001 with the passage of the No
Child Left Behind Act.

Mr. Speaker, we are all indebted to
John’s leadership. Millions of children
in school districts across this Nation
have benefited from his hard work.

Though he will be sorely missed at
NAFIS, I wish John and Patty
Forkenbrock the best in their retire-
ment.

————

MARIJUANA LAWS IN THE
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

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

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, there is a
bit of a dustup over D.C.’s new mari-
juana reform law. D.C. has never defied
the Congress, although it has been
tempting, especially several times
when the Federal Government shut
down, shutting down the District with
it, although the District, of course, is
no part of these disputes.

The majority language in the appro-
priation bill said that the District
couldn’t enact marijuana laws. The law
was enacted before that language was
passed. When approved by the voters,
there was nothing further to be done.
Small amounts of marijuana became
legal in the District, smoked in pri-
vate. On Thursday, D.C. has taken no
further official action, and is in com-
pliance with the law as passed by Con-
gress.

The most important impetus for pas-
sage by residents was two independent
studies that showed that virtually all
of those who now carry marijuana ar-
rests are young African Americans.
That was the last straw for a substance
that is de facto legal for most Ameri-
cans.

D.C. passage is neutral on its face. It
doesn’t recommend the substance. We
ought to have the same liberty other
Americans already enjoy on this sub-
stance.

MOMENT OF SILENCE FOR FALLEN
HERO, CAPTAIN DWIGHT BAZILE
(Mr. AL GREEN of Texas asked and

was given permission to address the

House for 1 minute and to revise and

extend his remarks.)
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Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, Houston has lost a firefighter in the
line of duty, the State of Texas has lost
a first responder, but America has lost
a hero.

Mr. Speaker, today I pause to honor
a hero. Captain Dwight Bazile, 57 years
of age, firefighter for 37 years, pro-
moted to captain in 2008, father to
Dwight Bagzile II, son of Charlotte
Fielder, husband to Pamela Bazile,
died in the line of duty February 21,
2015.

I ask that we have a moment of si-
lence for a hero who died in the line of
duty.

———

RECOGNIZING THE DELTA SIGMA
THETA SORORITY

(Mrs. LAWRENCE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mrs. LAWRENCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in recognition of my Delta
Sigma Theta sisters.

Delta Sigma Theta sorority was
founded in January 1913 at Howard Uni-
versity by 22 brave young women. They
sought to promote academic excel-
lence, to provide scholarships, to sup-
port the underserved, to educate and
stimulate participation in the forma-
tion of positive public policy, and to
highlight issues with recommended so-
lutions for problems in our commu-
nities.

Since its founding, it has distin-
guished itself as a public service orga-
nization that boldly confronts the chal-
lenges of African American women and
all Americans. The women of Delta
Sigma Theta continue to push for
many of these same issues. In fact,
they were at the confirmation hearing
of Loretta Lynch, also a member of
Delta Sigma Theta.

They will be in Selma, along with
many Members of Congress and the ad-
ministration, for the annual pilgrim-
age. This journey allows us to visit not
only the sites of the civil rights move-
ment, but to hear firsthand the stories
of hope that emerged from the civil
rights movement.

Mr. Speaker, this month 102 years
ago, the women of Delta Sigma Theta
marched in the historic suffragette
march as the first public act. This
weekend I will join my sorors again,
my congressional colleagues, as we
cross the bridge to show how we must
continue to work, and we still have
work to do.

—
0 1230

ENSURE BORINQUENEERS RECEIVE
CONGRESSIONAL GOLD MEDAL

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

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Speaker, last
year, Congress awarded the Congres-
sional Gold Medal to the 656th Infantry
Regiment, an all-volunteer Puerto
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Rican unit known as the
Borinqueneers. Today, I rise to urge
the President to expedite the designing
and the delivery of this medal before
more of these brave Borinqueneers pass
away.

More than 100,000 Borinqueneers
served in World War I, World War II,
and the Korean war. Puerto Ricans
have fought for the United States as
far back as the American Revolution,
and they continue to do so honorably
to this day. Thousands have given their
lives defending our country, despite en-
during decades of prejudice against
them.

The Borinqueneers have been recog-
nized with Distinguished Service
Crosses, Silver Stars, Bronze Stars, and
Purple Hearts. However, it was not
until last year that the first member of
the Borinqueneers, Master Sergeant
Juan E. Negron, was posthumously
awarded the Medal of Honor, following
a congressionally ordered review of
cases involving potential prejudice.

Today, hundreds of Borinqueneers
have made my home of central Florida
their home. It is my goal and my honor
as their Representative to ensure that
they receive this long overdue recogni-
tion.

Puerto Rican veterans should not
have to wait any longer to receive the
equal treatment they deserve. Today, I
ask the President to ensure that the
Borinqueneers receive their Congres-
sional Gold Medal as soon as possible.

———
BUILD TRUST

(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, as
a member of the Homeland Security
Committee and one who was in a secu-
rity briefing this morning, I cannot
celebrate more to the brave men and
women of the Department of Homeland
Security that many of us stood up col-
lectively together as Americans and
provided for full funding. Let me thank
them for their service.

Let me move on. Yesterday, another
very provocative and important action
was done. The Department of Justice
report came out regarding the city of
Ferguson, where it found that Blacks
account for 85 percent of traffic stops,
90 percent of tickets issued, and 93 per-
cent of arrests.

Mr. Speaker, this is not about Fer-
guson, though many are trying to
heal—and we offer sympathy again to
Michael Brown’s family—but it is
about America. I call upon my Repub-
lican friends and Democratic friends.
We act on facts. These are facts that
are probably implicated across Amer-
ica.

I have introduced the Build TRUST
bill. I hope we can come together to
find a way, both in terms of our law en-
forcement and making sure that they
g0 home to their families, but also
have a just and fair pattern, if you will,
of treating the citizens of every hamlet
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and town and city and State in this Na-
tion. We owe that to our beliefs in the
Constitution, Mr. Speaker.

I encourage a bipartisan effort to
look at how we can address these ques-
tions across America. We deserve that
as Americans.

————

PASSENGER RAIL REFORM AND
INVESTMENT ACT

(Ms. FRANKEL of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Ms. FRANKEL of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in support of the Pas-
senger Rail Reform and Investment
Act, and I appreciate the bipartisan
work of our committee leaders.

Florida is the third largest State in
the Nation with a growing population,
booming tourism, and expanding trade
opportunities. That means more trains
and more cars transporting more peo-
ple and cargo over our 458 rail cross-
ings in south Florida.

That is why stakeholders in south
Florida are pleased that this rail bill
authorizes $150 million per year for 4
years for State and local governments
in our region to upgrade the safety fea-
tures at grade crossings and improve
traffic coordination to prevent acci-
dents and ease congestion.

Transportation moves our economy.
The rail bill facilitates it to be done
safely and efficiently. I urge its ap-
proval.

————

PASSENGER RAIL REFORM AND
INVESTMENT ACT OF 2015

GENERAL LEAVE
Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous materials on H.R. 749.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
HARDY). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 134 and rule
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in
the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 749.

The Chair appoints the gentleman
from Maryland (Mr. HARRIS) to preside
over the Committee of the Whole.

[0 1235
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Accordingly, the House resolved

itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the bill (H.R. 749) to
reauthorize Federal support for pas-
senger rail programs, and for other
purposes, with Mr. HARRIS in the chair.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the
bill is considered read the first time.
The gentleman from Pennsylvania
(Mr. SHUSTER) and the gentleman from
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Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) each will control
30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, I want to begin by
thanking Chairman DENHAM and Rank-
ing Members DEFAZIO and CAPUANO,
who have all worked well on this bill
together. I also would like to thank
Ms. BROWN who, in the last Congress,
when this bill started on its path, to
thank her for her great work. Ms.
BROWN is from the State of Florida.

Since I became chairman of the Rail-
road Subcommittee in the 112th Con-
gress and since I have become chair-
man of the full committee, this has
been one of my top priorities: to pass a
bipartisan passenger rail bill that re-
forms Amtrak. I am so happy to be
here on the floor today with the Pas-
senger Rail Reform and Investment
Act of 2015.

The previous passenger rail bill
passed in 2008 and resulted in some real
improvements to Amtrak, which we
are seeing today. Ridership is up 14 per-
cent; revenue is up 37 percent; and, in
the Northeast corridor, the profits are
up an amazing 250 percent.

The last bill created the Northeast
Corridor Commission, which has helped
the States, Amtrak, and DOT finally
work together on planning the future
of the corridor; however, more work
needs to be done to help Amtrak maxi-
mize its strengths and tackle some of
its longstanding challenges.

That is why we introduced the Pas-
senger Rail Reform and Investment
Act of 2015. T know some of my col-
leagues are skeptical about Amtrak
and passenger rail in general. Because
of its current structure, Amtrak’s fi-
nances have not been transparent to ei-
ther Congress or to consumers.

The profits on the Northeast corridor
have subsidized money-losing routes,
masking the true cost of these services.
This bill makes significant reforms to
eliminate those issues.

In particular, we focus on the North-
east corridor in this bill, which truly is
a nationally significant transportation
corridor. With 18 percent of our popu-
lation and 20 percent of our GDP pro-
duced in the Northeast corridor on 3
percent of our land mass, it is the most
densely populated area of the United
States and one of the most densely
populated in the world, so passenger
rail is needed.

By separating Amtrak into business
lines, the Northeast corridor profits
stay in the corridor, allowing for more
investment there. Setting the other
business lines apart allows the corpora-
tion to make better-informed business
decisions about those lines’ operations.
This will help make Amtrak’s oper-
ations much more transparent for both
the States and the Congress.

By focusing our resources on the
Northeast corridor and existing cor-
ridors where passenger rail makes
sense, we will help to improve pas-
senger rail without breaking the bank.
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Finally, we also provide environ-
mental review streamlining reforms for
rail projects, something that is impor-
tant to not only passenger rail, but it
also will include freight rail in these
environmental reviews, which will help
them to be able to expand their rail
network to help America move its
freight more effectively and efficiently.

It is something we are already doing
in highway and transit and water infra-
structure projects. This will help make
our limited Federal dollars go further
because we all know time is money
when dealing with infrastructure
projects.

I know on both sides of the aisle—my
colleagues on the other side of the aisle
want to do more and have more money
invested, which I understand, and there
needs to be more investment. My col-
leagues on my side of the aisle think
we may be spending too much money.

These reforms are going to move Am-
trak in a positive direction. It is not
going to solve all of our problems
today, but I think it substantially
moves the ball down the field to get to
a point where someday maybe Amtrak
can stand on its own two feet.

This debate has been raging in this
assembly for the last 40 or so years. My
colleagues on the other side point out
that no passenger rail operates without
subsidies. They are correct.

Also, there is only one freight rail
system in the world that doesn’t get
subsidies, and that is in the United
States of America, our freight rail sys-
tem. I think we can move Amtrak in
that direction.

My colleagues on my side of the aisle
argue, Amtrak has been a failure, let’s
get rid of it. I don’t think that is the
answer either because, as I mentioned
earlier, there are places in this country
that desperately need to have an ex-
panded passenger rail service.

When the United States is moving to-
wards 400 million people, we are going
to need that passenger rail service in
various parts of this country. We need
to make sure that we are building
today a better Amtrak to serve the fu-
ture of the American people and of a
people that is growing.

This is a bipartisan bill, so neither
side got everything that it wants, but
it is a good strong reform bill that I
firmly believe will significantly im-
prove Amtrak.

I urge all of my colleagues to support
this bill, and I look forward to working
with the Senate to take it to the Presi-
dent’s desk.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I want to thank the chairman, Chair-
man SHUSTER, from Pennsylvania; sub-
committee chairman Mr. DENHAM; and
the ranking member serving on our
side, MIKE CAPUANO, for a bill that is
an okay bill.

This is in the tradition, the greatest
tradition, of the Transportation and
Infrastructure Committee, which we
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have differences, as the chairman
pointed out, over the future of rail and
the funding levels that are needed, but
there is consensus that this is impor-
tant to the country, and we can con-
tinue that debate as we continue to im-
prove the operations of Amtrak.

An awful lot of the focus is on the
Northeast corridor. That is essentially
the ‘“‘cash cow.” In the Northeast cor-
ridor now in the rail-air market, 78 per-
cent of the D.C.-New York travelers are
now using the train. That is a success
story. There is a lot of focus on that,
but Amtrak is bigger than that. We are
a large nation.

I remember after 9/11, when I had a
Federal official here from my region,
head of the Bonneville Power Adminis-
tration, and he needed to get back for
some important meetings in the West,
he took the train. There was no plane
option.

Maintaining a national network, I
believe, is essential. We need to keep
that perspective in mind as we look at
Amtrak as a whole, not just a corridor
in one of the most populated parts of
the country.

In the West, we have two long-dis-
tance trains: the Coast Starlight from
Seattle through Portland, Eugene,
down to Los Angeles; and the Empire
Builder, which starts in Seattle and
Portland, converges in Spokane—Kkind
of a unique route—and continues on to
Chicago.

We also have a State-supported route
in Oregon, which is an international
route. It goes from Eugene, Oregon, to
Vancouver, British Columbia. Rider-
ship last year was almost up to 1 mil-
lion on that route, as Interstate 5 be-
comes more and more problematic and
congested, particularly over the line in
Washington State. These are essential
assets to give people an alternative.

I would also say that we need to be
planning for a better future. Last year,
Oregon did get about a $20 million
grant through the Intercity Passenger
Rail grant program to finish planning
and preliminary engineering work for
the ©possibility of a higher-speed
route—not high speed. Unfortunately,
that is not in the cards in the near fu-
ture.

We have a wonderful train set, an
Acela train set, which can travel a lot
faster than it can now because of the
current routing and congestion. We are
planning on doing that, working coop-
eratively with the freight railroads and
also looking at some alternative routes
for at least part of that train.

I would also point out that this bill,
the railroads themselves, the freight
railroads, which the chairman men-
tioned, are investing a phenomenal
amount of money in upgrading their
track, their systems, and their power;
but there are still a lot of projects that
are undone and don’t have potential
revenue sources, particularly for the
short lines.
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I am really pleased that this bill
streamlines the Railroad Rehabilita-
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tion and Improvement Financing Pro-
gram, RRIF. It sounds like something
my dog would say. In any case, this is
sort of a very infinitely bureaucratic
and lengthy process. The bill requires
that the loans be done within 45 days of
getting a complete application, and it
also contains strong Buy America pro-
visions. It will be all American steel,
iron, and manufactured goods. I think
that is an improvement on two levels,
and that is a needed change.

Finally, as the chairman said, there
are some of us on this side of the aisle
who believe we should be making more
investment so that Amtrak can have a
program to acquire more power, so it
can make improvements on some of the
very aged and decrepit parts of the
Neck here and in other places where
they have critical infrastructure needs
around the country. That was not to be
in this bill, but this bill does leave us
that option in the future. I strongly—
and I believe most on this side of the
aisle will strongly—support this legis-
lation.

With that, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Ne-
vada (Mr. HARDY).

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I rise
today as a member of the Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure Committee
to support this bill.

I believe it will bring efficiency, sav-
ings, and greater transparency to Am-
trak. Instead of increasing government
interference, this bill will actually cre-
ate development opportunities for the
private sector and encourage non-Fed-
eral participation by unlocking new
revenue streams. This bill is common
sense and straightforward. It reduces
red tape by streamlining environ-
mental issues.

As a former small business owner, it
makes perfect sense to me that we di-
rect Amtrak to target investments
where there is the best potential for
success and conduct a thorough cost-
benefit analysis for long distance
routes.

Finally, I am excited to further em-
power States to have a greater role in
managing their routes. States must be
equal partners with a greater say in en-
suring that the residents—Amtrak pas-
sengers—get the best benefit. That is
why, Mr. Chairman, I stand in support
of this bipartisan legislation.

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from New
York (Mr. NADLER).

Mr. NADLER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the
Passenger Rail Reform and Investment
Act of 2015. This bill authorizes $7 bil-
lion for passenger rail, including $5.8
billion for Amtrak, over the next 4
years.

This bill is not perfect, but I appre-
ciate the committee leadership’s ef-
forts to develop a bill in a bipartisan
manner.

This bill significantly reforms the
way Amtrak funding is authorized.
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Rather than authorizing separate ap-
propriations for debt service, capital,
and operating expenses, the bill creates
two new accounts—a Northeast cor-
ridor account and a national network
account. The bill also creates a new
program to provide grants to the
States, funded at $300 million annually,
of which $150 million is dedicated to
the Northeast corridor.

The Northeast corridor region con-
tains 4 of the 10 largest metropolitan
areas in the country. It is home to
more than 51 million people, and our
regional economy is the fifth-largest in
the world between France and Ger-
many. If the Northeast corridor were
to unexpectedly shut down for just one
day, the potential impact on the U.S.
economy could be $100 million in trans-
portation-related impacts and produc-
tivity losses.

There is no question that it is abso-
lutely in our national interest to do ev-
erything we can to maintain and de-
velop the Northeast corridor, but New
Yorkers also understand the impor-
tance of maintaining a national net-
work, so I am pleased that the bill
grants Amtrak the flexibility to trans-
fer funds, if needed, to keep the na-
tional rail system operational. The bill
also requires a more detailed plan for
implementing specific improvements
to the Northeast corridor that is free of
poison pill, antilabor provisions, and it
applies Buy America to the RRIF loan
program.

All of this is good, but we cannot lose
sight of the bigger picture, which is
that we are still woefully underfunding
Amtrak. We spend more than $50 bil-
lion per year on highways and transit
and over $15 billion on aviation, while
Amtrak is just $1.4 billion, or less than
2 percent, of Federal transportation
spending. This is despite the fact that
the rail system needs at least $52 bil-
lion, or $2.6 billion per year, for 20
years just to meet ridership demands
and bring the system into a state of
good repair.

The President’s FY16 budget request,
on the other hand, includes $5 billion
for rail. Half of that is intended to
bring public rail assets throughout the
country to a state of good repair, in-
cluding $550 million for the Northeast
corridor; $2 billion is for high-speed rail
and commuter rail; and $204 million is
for the FRA rail safety measures, prov-
en to be so necessary by the accidents
on Metro North in New York and Con-
necticut.

Unfortunately, this bill before us
today simply authorizes current fund-
ing levels, but given the budget con-
straints imposed by the majority, it is
probably the best bill we can hope for
right now if we want to move a bipar-
tisan bill.

I would like to thank Chairman SHU-
STER and Ranking Member DEFAZzIO for
their efforts to advance an Amtrak re-
authorization bill that moves the proc-
ess forward. I look forward to working
with them and the rest of my col-
leagues to make sure passenger rail re-
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ceives the attention and resources it
deserves. For now, this is a good bill,
and I urge its adoption.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, it is
now my pleasure to yield 2 minutes to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
COSTELLO), the newest member of the
T&I Committee.

Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in support of this bi-
partisan solution to enhance passenger

rail networks and strengthen this
country’s transportation infrastruc-
ture.

Amtrak’s Northeast and Keystone
rail lines are a critical thread in the
transportation fabric of my district in
southeastern Pennsylvania. For me,
Amtrak equals SEPTA, in many re-
spects, as 90 percent of the 2,000 daily
train rides along the Northeast cor-
ridor are regional commuter lines like
SEPTA.

This important legislation does
something very significant, Mr. Chair-
man. It keeps revenues generated on
the Northeast corridor for reinvest-
ment along the Northeast corridor. It
compels Amtrak, the Federal Railroad
Administration, and States to work to-
gether to develop and implement a 5-
yvear Northeast corridor capital invest-
ment plan. For my district, it offers
more promise for the Schuylkill Metro
project, for the concept of utilizing ex-
isting rail beds known as the Green
Line along route 29 in Montgomery and
Chester Counties. And of course, it
makes available more Federal funding
for new train stations to replace aging
train stations such as Paoli and
Downingtown.

I want to thank Chairman SHUSTER
and Chairman DENHAM for their smart,
reasoned approach and for their leader-
ship in strengthening the passenger
rail network. This is a great bill. It is
great for southeastern Pennsylvania,
and it is great for this country.

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR).

Ms. KAPTUR. I thank Ranking Mem-
ber CAPUANO for yielding me this time.

I want to thank the capable chair-
man of the committee, Mr. SHUSTER,
and the chairman and the ranking
member of the full committee, Mr.
DEFAZzIO, for bringing this important
Passenger Rail Reform and Investment
Act before us.

Mr. Chairman, as the Representative
of the busiest Amtrak station in Ohio
at Toledo and the Amtrak stations in
Sandusky and Elyria-Lorain, I rise to
urge the passage of this important bill
to continue and advance passenger rail
service across our Nation.

When I was born, the population of
the United States was 146 million peo-
ple. Today, it surpasses 320 million. By
2020, our Nation’s population is pro-
jected to reach over half a billion peo-
ple—over 500 million. As time moves
forward, the necessity for passenger
rail will become clearer with each pass-
ing day.

Many of our major urban centers are
clogged with traffic jams daily, and the
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railroads across my region of our con-
tinent have severe freight rail and pas-
senger rail conflicts because they are
forced to use the same tracks. Imagine
that we are living in the 21st century,
and we are still tethered to 19th cen-
tury rail pathways.

Passenger rail travel in Ohio is
booming despite these constraints—up
from 108,000 passengers in 2007 to 160,000
passengers in 2013. A trend in my dis-
trict has grown as well, with Toledo
passengers on the northwest Ohio cor-
ridor increasing from 53,000 to 77,000
over the same time. Imagine the traffic
jams if all of these individuals traveled
by car instead of rail.

It is not just the northeastern part of
our Nation that needs added attention
to passenger rail service, as important
as that is. It should also include the
Great Lakes Region. The corridor that
stretches the length of my district and
connects our industrial heartland cor-
ridor from Pittsburgh to Cleveland to
Sandusky to Toledo to Gary to Chicago
needs special attention, too.

During an extended stretch last year,
between July and September, the Cap-
itol Limited, which runs from Wash-
ington, D.C., to Chicago and includes
my northern Ohio stretch, completed
only 2.7 percent of its trips on time—2.7
percent out of 100 percent on time. The
dramatic increase of freight rail con-
sistently bumps passenger service. We
need both, but what we have are these
lengthy delays to passenger service
across our vast region.

I have two articles I would like to in-
sert into the RECORD detailing these
troubles.

[From the Blade]
AMTRAK TRAINS OFTEN TRICKLE INTO TOLEDO
AFTER RASH OF DELAYS
(By David Patch)

Christine Smith boarded Amtrak’s Lake
Shore Limited in Chicago on Tuesday night
to visit a friend in Toledo.

The train left Chicago two hours late and
made it only about 15 miles to Indiana’s
northwest corner, where it sat for about
three hours, Ms. Smith recalled. By the time
it got to Toledo, it was six hours behind
schedule.

It was only the latest of a series of late
Amtrak trains the Melbourne, Australia,
resident said she had encountered since ar-
riving in Los Angeles last month and riding
from there to San Francisco, Portland, Ore.,
Spokane, and Chicago.

Late trains are nothing new for Amtrak,
particularly for the overnight, long-distance
trains such as those that serve Toledo—the
Lake Shore Limited and Capitol Limited.
Trains running more than three hours late
have become the norm recently, and they
have often lost that much or more just on
the Chicago-Toledo portion of trips. The Cap-
itol Limited was 12 hours behind schedule on
Sunday.

While there have been exceptions, by far
the biggest obstacle to Amtrak’s time-keep-
ing across northern Indiana and northern
Ohio has been tracks blocked by freight
trains belonging to Norfolk Southern, which
owns and operates the line Amtrak uses be-
tween Chicago and Cleveland.

“It’s absolutely unbelievable what they’re
doing to the American people. It’s a fraud,”
Ms. Smith said. ‘“Every train I’'ve been on
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has been late leaving and late arriving, and
freight trains are given as the reason.”’

During the 12 months that ended in Au-
gust, Capitol Limited trains arrived at their
end stations in Chicago or Washington with-
in 30 minutes of schedule only 22.5 percent of
the time, while the Lake Shore reached Chi-
cago or New York on time 30.8 percent of the
time, according to Amtrak.

But August itself was significantly worse,
and September data, when available, is un-
likely to show improvement. In August, the
best performer was the eastbound Lake
Shore, which reached New York within 30
minutes of schedule 6.5 percent of the time—
two trips. The westbound was late into Chi-
cago every day of the month, and the Capitol
Limiteds arrived on time once in each direc-
tion.

Late westbound arrivals in Chicago also
translate to late eastbound departures, be-
cause Amtrak lacks spare equipment in Chi-
cago to make up replacement trains when
equipment arrives late, and it also does not
have enough engineers and conductors to al-
ways have an extra train crew ready to re-
place one that has worked the maximum 12-
hour shift set by federal regulation.

Marc Magliari, an Amtrak spokesman in
Chicago, laid even the late departures from
Chicago at Norfolk Southern’s feet.

“If the train is late getting to Chicago, it’s
most likely going to be late eastbound while
we’re servicing equipment and getting proper
rest for our crews,” Mr. Magliari said. ‘‘The
result is to drive up our costs, dissatisfy our
passengers, and create ‘never again’ riders.”

While its ridership pales in comparison to
major stations like New York and Chicago,
Toledo historically has been Amtrak’s busi-
est Ohio stop, and its ridership has declined
of late.

After peaking at more than 90,000 riders in
2010 and 2011, Toledo’s Amtrak ridership
dropped to 87,073 in 2012 and 86,252 last year,
according to statistics provided to the To-
ledo-Lucas County Port Authority, which
owns the Toledo station.

During the first seven months of 2014, Am-
trak’s Toledo ridership has fallen by another
T percent, those statistics show.

David Pidgeon, a Norfolk Southern spokes-
man, said the freight-train backlog is a prod-
uct of “more trains and capacity challenges
in the corridor between Chicago and Cleve-
land”® because the freight traffic exceeds
what the company handled before the 2008 re-
cession.

“We generally have a cooperative relation-
ship with Amtrak because we are each oth-
er’s landlords,” Mr. Pidgeon said. ‘“We run
on their network and they run on ours, so
there’s plenty of business and personal in-
centive to keep the cooperation going.

‘“We want to keep freight and passenger
trains moving, period.”

One of the busiest pieces of railroad in the
entire United States, Norfolk Southern’s
double-track main has become, to varying
degrees, an obstacle course of stopped and
slow-moving freight trains.

A particular growth area has been oil ship-
ments from the Bakken oilfields of North
Dakota to terminals on the East Coast, rail
traffic that simply didn’t exist before 2009
but now accounts for dozens of trains
through Toledo each week.

RAIL EXPANSION

Norfolk Southern is building a third main
track between Chesterton and Gary, Ind., a
30-mile section that is the busiest stretch of
the region’s busiest freight railroad. It in-
cludes several major junctions and runs
through the heart of one of America’s most
heavily industrialized areas, the steel mills
and a major oil refinery along Lake Michi-
gan’s southern shore. Until that third track
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is ready for use, its construction is impairing
train traffic.

When only one track is open for trains,
traffic only goes one way while opposing
trains wait. The spot where Ms. Smith’s
train stopped is near the west end of the
Chesterton-Gary construction zone. LaPorte,
Ind.—where the Chicago-bound Amtrak
trains from Toledo have often sat for hours
in recent weeks—is near the east end.

And not only have passenger trains to and
from Toledo been affected by that problem,
so too have Amtrak’s five daily round-trip
trains between Chicago and Detroit, Grand
Rapids, and Port Huron, Mich., which use the
same rails west of Chesterton.

The third track in northwest Indiana is
one of several capacity-improvement
projects under way on Norfolk Southern in
the region.

Most prominent among the others is a $160
million expansion of the Bellevue, Ohio,
yvard, which will double in size when the
project is done later this year, easing conges-
tion at other yards, Mr. Pidgeon said.

That ‘“‘will ease the demand for space in
Elkhart and hopefully significantly reduce
transit times for our freight trains, keeping
us moving and the network fluid,” he said.

Norfolk Southern has 50 new locomotives
soon to be delivered and also has bought sev-
eral hundred used ones in the past year or
two to address shortages.

It also is hiring close to 100 new train con-
ductors in the Toledo area and has trans-
ferred 120 more from other parts of its sys-
tem to the Cleveland-Chicago corridor to al-
leviate crew shortages, Mr. Pidgeon said.

The Ohio Association of Railroad Pas-
sengers, an advocacy group, cites another
factor in the freight-train delays: An auto-
mated dispatching system Norfolk Southern
has been introducing on portions of its rail
network during the past two years.

The system, called the Auto-Router, is de-
signed to mimic a job human train dis-
patchers have done for years—deciding which
trains run on which tracks at what time. The
automated system could supplement that
work, allowing the human dispatchers to
work larger territories, or eventually it
could replace them.

Train dispatching is a job with a lot of
variables because freight trains don’t all
travel at the same speed. Some are long,
heavy, and slow; others are short and, ideal-
ly, fast.

Hills, track repairs, and certain trains’
need to stop at yards along the way to pick
up or drop off cars also can factor into how
trains are dispatched.

Critics of the system including OARP—
also known as All Aboard Ohio—and Norfolk
Southern sources who spoke on condition of
anonymity because they’re not authorized to
talk to reporters said the Auto-Router sys-
tem’s flaws are contributing to the railroad’s
congestion.

PASSENGER COMPLAINTS

While Amtrak riders interviewed by The
Blade said they understand how the pas-
senger trains are at the freight railroads’
mercy, some said the passenger-train oper-
ator could handle the situation better, too.

Jean McGraw of Port Clinton, who boarded
the Boston-bound Lake Shore in Sandusky
in late September to visit a sister in New
Hampshire, said she and her travel com-
panion got two emails ‘‘in the middle of the
night’’ about train delays but got no updates
after that.

And when the bus Ms. McGraw and other
Boston-bound passengers rode from Albany
got to Boston at 4 a.m. the next day, the sta-
tion there was locked. The passengers ca-
joled the bus driver into letting them take
shelter in a neighboring bus garage, she said.
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“That was Ms.
McGraw said.

As compensation, Amtrak offered vouchers
good toward future train travel. Ms. McGraw
said she hopes to use hers once the current
problems are resolved, but her companion
swore off train travel because of the experi-
ence.

Untested is whether Norfolk Southern’s
handling of Amtrak violates a 1973 federal
law directing the freight railroads to give
the passenger trains preferential handling.

A more recent federal law, passed in 2008,
directed the Federal Railroad Administra-
tion and Amtrak to develop performance
standards for Amtrak trains.

However, a later appellate court ruling
stalled this. According to the rail passengers
association, Amtrak’s overall on-time per-
formance has plummeted since that 2013 rul-
ing, which is the subject of a pending Su-
preme Court appeal.

Dan McMackin, a United Parcel Service
spokesman, said his company has recently
changed the train routes it uses to move
packages in response to train delays, though
he did not confirm that the company specifi-
cally removed its cargo from the Norfolk
Southern route.

“We have seen some recent lower reli-
ability in several lanes and are adjusting ac-
cordingly, with guidance from our rail serv-
ice partners as to appropriate network cor-
rections,” Mr. McMackin said. ‘“While there
have been lanes affected over the last several
months, we expect long-term reliability to
return and most of our adjustments are seen
as temporary.”’

But while UPS may be ready to send pack-
ages back to the Cleveland-Toledo-Chicago
corridor once Norfolk Southern’s problems
are resolved, Amtrak could have a harder
time winning back Tanya Miller, of Taylor,
Mich., one of the riders who boarded the New
York-bound train in Toledo on Wednesday
morning.

“This is my first time and my very last
time taking Amtrak,” she said. “I’m not rec-
ommending Amtrak to anyone.”’

[From The Plain Dealer]
SOLUTIONS SOUGHT FOR CHRONIC AMTRAK,
FREIGHT TRAIN DELAYS IN NORTHERN OHIO

(By Alison Grant)

CLEVELAND, OH.—Passengers sitting on the
tracks one recent morning near an idled
Lake Shore Limited train in Cleveland had a
lot of time to Kkill.

Their eastbound train was late getting out
of Chicago Union Station and pulled into
Cleveland about 3% hours after its scheduled
arrival of 5:35 a.m.

Then a switch problem or a downed power
line on the CSX tracks between downtown
Cleveland and Collinwood—reports varied—
meant another delay of five hours before the
Amtrak train pulled out of town.

Ed and Rosemary Sobala, heading home to
Buffalo after a train trip to the canyon-lands
of Arizona, Utah and Nevada, weren’t too
surprised.

Not one of the Amtraks on their two-week
journey was on time, they said. In fact, not
one was less than 5% hours late. When the
Lake Shore Limited was stalled in Cleve-
land, they were headed home to Buffalo—
four hours away by car.

““A number of us riders jokingly referred to
an Amtrak schedule as a wish list more than
a schedule,” Ed Sobala said.

Delays like this—and they’re chronic na-
tionwide, including along northern Ohio’s
east-west corridor, for both Amtrak pas-
senger trains and freight trains—have
prompted three of this region’s metropolitan
planning organizations to set up a rail alli-
ance to work on improving what is the fast-
est-growing U.S. transportation mode in the
21st century.

it—it was ridiculous,”
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‘““Passenger rail ridership has increased
dramatically, but specifically on that cor-
ridor,” said Grace Gallucci, executive direc-
tor of the Northeast Ohio Areawide Coordi-
nating Agency, which joined with the Toledo
Metropolitan Area Council of Governments
and the Erie County Regional Planning Com-
mission to form the Northern Ohio Rail Alli-
ance.

““And the freight railroads are aggressively
pursuing increasing their capacity.”

Gallucci attributes the increase in pas-
senger rail traffic to economics and demo-
graphics—high gas prices, expensive air
fares, Millennials more interested in public
transportation than their parents.

Four daily passenger trains carry enough
passengers to fill a dozen Boeing 737s each
day along the tracks in northern Ohio, ac-
cording to the advocacy group All Aboard
Ohio, and 70 daily freight trains carry about
20,000 truckload equivalents of cargo.

Amtrak’s Lake Shore Limited service,
from Chicago through Ohio to New York
City and Boston, averages 1,100 passengers a
day.

One of the rail alliance’s first goals is to
persuade the Ohio Department of Transpor-
tation to release $938,000 that Congress-
woman Marcy Kaptur secured in 2010 for rail
planning.

The money was earmarked for ODOT to
study high-speed rail, but that project was
scrubbed by Gov. John Kasich when he took
office. Kasich said high-speed rail was a
“‘money pit’’ because it would cost the state
about $17 million a year to maintain and op-
erate, with no guarantee enough tickets
could be sold to cover the expenses.

The train money has been sitting in
ODOT’s accounts since.

““The study area has changed many times,”’
agency spokesman Steve Faulkner ex-
plained.

““Most recently, folks in northern Ohio
changed (it) to include a review of the Cleve-
land to Toledo route. That’s new. For that
reason, all interested parties..must again
meet in person to discuss and agree on de-
tails of the study plan.”’

ODOT last week set up a meeting for Oct.
28 to discuss the funding, Gallucci said.

The Northern Ohio Rail Alliance and All
Aboard Ohio say redesigning the Amtrak
stations in northern Ohio would do a lot to
improve rail service. Trains stopping at
Cleveland, Elyria and Sandusky can process
passengers from only one track of the two-
track railway.

That requires trains to ‘‘slalom” between
tracks, and during the crossover, both tracks
at the station are occupied. Opposing rail
traffic must stop. The result: At least 80
minutes of delay to the four passenger trains
that arrive nightly at each station, and as
much or more delay to freight traffic.

The station in Toledo can process pas-
sengers from both tracks but only at ground-
level walkways not platforms.

Gallucci said rail projects should qualify
for money overseen by ODOT’s Transpor-
tation Review Advisory Council—which typi-
cally deals with projects that add capacity
to Ohio roads. She said rail station work also
should be eligible for money the state is rais-
ing for ODOT projects by letting the Ohio
Turnpike issue bonds that will be paid off
with toll increases.

“We have to get away from this idea that
every transportation mode competes against
the others,” Gallucci said.

Record high o0il shipments from the
Bakken Fields in the Dakotas to East Coast
refineries have added to freight delays, in-
cluding in Cleveland.

Of the 60 to 90 freight trains that rumble
daily through Northeast Ohio on the tracks
owned and operated by Norfolk Southern,
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nine are oil trains. And that’s due to grow by
another 18 trains in coming months, said
Ken Prendergast, All Aboard Ohio executive
director.

In September, officials representing agri-
cultural, auto and chemical industries told a
Senate committee that widespread delays in
freight shipments were affecting an array of
industries and forcing some out of business.
The Associated Press reported that law-
makers displayed a photo of a giant mound
of wheat languishing in North Dakota be-
cause farmers couldn’t get a railroad com-
pany to ship it.

Jonathan Fields and Jacquie Mon, trav-
eling on the Empire Builder from Portland,
Oregon to Albany, New York, were delayed
five hours in Minot, North Dakota, when
their train was put on a siding track while
oil trains moved past.

“We thought Amtrak trains had priority to
the freight-owned rails if they were within a
certain window of time,” Mon wrote in an
email. “‘I spent some time Googling the sub-
ject and learned about the oil trains, the
judge who ruled that it wasn’t legal to re-
quire the freight trains to give Amtrak pri-
ority and that his decision was being ap-
pealed.”

Then came the hang-up in Cleveland, a
stone’s throw from FirstEnergy Stadium.

“If there had been a game, we would have
had enough time for a leisurely tailgate
party, time to settle into our seats and
watch the teams warmup, enjoy—more or
less—the game, and time for drinks and play-
call second guessing after the game,” Fields
said.

Sobala said he concluded that Amtrak
isn’t reliable for travelers on firm schedules.

“‘One couple departed the sleeper car with
their luggage during the delay in Cleveland,”
he said. ‘“They decided to fly to New York
because they had an appointment they
couldn’t miss. I last saw them get in a cab
headed for the Cleveland airport.”

Ms. KAPTUR. Customers are under-
standably frustrated. Our region needs
customer-convenient hours and pas-
senger-friendly arrivals and departures.
Our Great Lakes Region needs a cap-
ital investment plan, too, for passenger
service. We need evaluation for State-
supported routes. Our region needs ex-
pedited attention, methodology devel-
opment, and service planning to rem-
edy growing congestion inefficiencies
that benefit no one, not the freight
lines, not the passenger service, and
surely not the communities they are
supposed to serve—nor connectivity to
inner city passenger rail service.

I appreciate the efforts of Chairman
SHUSTER and of Ranking Member
DEFAZzIO, as well as of Subcommittee
Chair DENHAM and Ranking Member
CAPUANO, in working together to
produce this bill.

The CHAIR. The time of the gentle-
woman has expired.

Mr. CAPUANO. I yield the gentle-
woman an additional 30 seconds.

Ms. KAPTUR. I ask that our vast
Midwest industrial heartland region
not be excluded for alternative pas-
senger rail service pilot programs, op-
portunities for rail investment, station
improvements, and historic preserva-
tion, nor for public-private partner-
ships that can advance modern pas-
senger rail in this vital corridor of our
country.

I want to thank you, Mr. Chairman
and Mr. Ranking Member, and I urge
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the adoption of the Passenger Rail Re-
form and Investment Act.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, it is
my pleasure to yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from California (Mr.
DENHAM). He is one of the principal au-
thors of this piece of legislation, the
gentleman who did yeoman’s work on
this bill and the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Railroads, Pipelines, and
Hazardous Materials.

Mr. DENHAM. Mr. Chairman, there
is a lot of talk about bipartisanship in
this body. Oftentimes, a bill will come
to the floor, and you may hope that
one party or the other might throw
some votes your way or that you might
get some last-minute votes. True bipar-
tisanship is what has happened on this
committee.

I, Chairman SHUSTER, Ranking Mem-
ber DEFAZIO, and Ranking Member
CAPUANO have worked together to not
only form a bipartisan bill but to actu-
ally educate every one of our Members.
We want to talk to Members of both
parties and now of even both Houses to
make sure that we are actually reform-
ing something that is going to create
not only a more efficient system but
create American jobs.

I want to thank each of those indi-
viduals for their willingness not only
to work together but to work hard. It
takes a lot of time to set up separate
meetings with every single one of your
colleagues in order to explain all of the
intricacies on such a large bill. In this
case, we have done that. We saw bipar-
tisan and unanimous support first out
of the Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Committee last year and now, this
year, again, unanimous support out of
the Rules Committee on a bill for
which we get real structural reform.

After 35 years, this splits off the
Northeast corridor. So, if you are
riding the train on the Northeast cor-
ridor, your profits—the money that
each rider is spending—will actually go
back to fixing your rail. We make sure
that you are upgrading the infrastruc-
ture, that you are creating jobs, and
that you are creating a more efficient
Amtrak. That is something the riders
on the Northeast corridor should be
proud of, and it should be a lesson for
every other corridor across the coun-
try—that you get to keep your profits
and improve your infrastructure and
actually have greater ridership num-
bers in the process.

Amtrak has made some great strides.
In this bill, we are cutting our author-
izations by 40 percent. I think it is a
great opportunity to actually highlight
some of the successes that they have
had but to also demand more.

This also defunds high-speed rail. We
want to make sure that what is hap-
pening in California does not happen in
the rest of the country. Where you
have great rail projects going with
higher speed—with high-speed moving
into New York and Florida—we want to
make sure that we don’t have the same
challenges that are plaguing Califor-
nia’s high-speed rail, which has tripled
in price.
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We also have other -conservative
issues in here that will get rid of waste.
That includes the food and beverage
losses that we see year after year. We
want to make sure that Amtrak is
moving in the right direction to elimi-
nate those losses.

O 1300

This builds American infrastructure
and creates jobs to fix century-old in-
frastructure problems. It unlocks the
RRIF program, a program which has
billions of dollars in it, yet every year
when you are going to upgrade your in-
frastructure when you have a new
project, this is one of the least areas
that you want to work in because RRIF
is so much of a challenge.

There are long timelines, long ap-
proval processes. If you are going to in-
vest in something, you want to know:
Am I going to win out this loan appli-
cation, or is it something that is going
to actually hinder or slow down our
project?

We want to streamline that. We want
to have those who need the access to
capital that are going to improve our
infrastructure to actually have the
benefits of that program.

This introduces competition and
leverages the private sector to reduce
the Amtrak subsidies and actually use
the stations to be more profitable. Am-
trak has stations in many key cities
that can be utilized to increase profits
from everything from the restaurants
and shopping that they have, but to
also be able to advertise in those sta-
tions. And advertise on the right-of-
way, the right of way that Amtrak has
to be able to use billboards, set up cell
sites. There is so much more profit-
ability that we can have by having Am-
trak as a partner.

I just want to touch on a couple of
final issues.

One of the challenges that freight
rails have is the red tape they have to
go through on the environmental proc-
ess and on the historical review proc-
ess. In this reform bill, we are not say-
ing that you don’t have to go through
that process; we are just saying that
we are going to streamline it so you
can go through it quickly. There ought
to be timelines. You ought to be able
to meet timelines so you can plan your
infrastructure and you can plan those
jobs so you can actually move America
forward and move our rail forward at
the same time.

This also empowers States. We have
taken this reform bill to the next level.
We reformed the State routes last
PRITA bill. We are doing it again this
time to empower States to have more
control over their routes. If a train is
going to come through their district or
their State, they ought to have some
input on not only whether or not it is
going to stop, but also increasing rider-
ship in that process. They ought to
have some skin in the game, and this
allows them to do that.

One area that I want to mention that
I think has created more bipartisan-
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ship than anything else in this bill, and
somebody else that should receive
some recognition is actually my dog,
Lilly, who will now be able to ride on
the train.

The CHAIR. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

Mr. SHUSTER. I yield the gentleman
an additional 30 seconds.

Mr. DENHAM. If you are on the
Northeast corridor and you have never
ridden the rail before because you have
a pet that you either have to leave at
home or a pet that you are going to
drive because of, you will now have the
opportunity to ride on Amtrak—not
only in the Northeast corridor, but all
across the country. This is something
that we have had pet owners reach out
to us on from every different State
asking that they actually be able to do
this.

I can take my dog back and forth to
California on the airplane. I pay an ad-
ditional fee to do that, but it is some-
thing that provides me the ability to
be able to travel with my pet. Why
wouldn’t we do that same thing on Am-
trak?

If Amtrak is looking for more riders,
if they are looking for greater revenue,
why wouldn’t they be able to compete
in this one more area with our airlines?
I mean, this is a commonsense oppor-
tunity for those who want to take rail
to actually be able to travel with their
pet. I would like to say that it has been
something that has not only helped us
build a path, but brought on greater bi-
partisanship.

This bill has taken a lot of work. I
appreciate the chairman’s work and
the ranking member’s work on this. It
has been a great bipartisan effort. I am
looking forward to its passage today.

Mr. CAPUANO. I yield 3 minutes to
the gentlewoman from the District of
Columbia (Ms. NORTON).

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, the
Amtrak reauthorization before us
today speaks volumes for the chairman
and ranking member of our committee.
It is the first Amtrak bill on the floor
since 2008. It is a bipartisan bill. But, it
also speaks volumes that Amtrak has
performed so well without additional
revenue.

This bill leaves Amtrak at about
level funding, just a tiny bit more.
When we call Amtrak ‘‘America’s rail-
road,” that is not a metaphor, Mr.
Chairman. All of its stock is owned by
the Department of Transportation. The
reason for that is that the private sec-
tor in the 1970s found running a rail-
road to be a money-losing proposition
and asked the Federal Government to
take over Amtrak.

Amtrak, of course, is a fiction. It is
structured as a private company. But
like every railroad in the world, it is
either subsidized by the government or
the public cannot afford to ride. The
bill has almost no new funding, but
even without new funding, Amtrak has
already scored great points.

Amtrak has essentially overseen the
revival of train travel in the United
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States of America, and it has done so
in a way that the government can take
almost no credit for. For example,
ticket revenue was $1.5 billion in 2005;
then we go 5 years later to 2010, it is
$1.8 billion; and today, it is $2.1 billion.
Yet the average ticket has increased
only $5 every 5 years over that period
of time. Amtrak knows what the mar-
ket is about, and it has grown based on
volume, not revenue. The railroad has
seen phenomenal growth in passengers,
reaching records as high as its highest
record in 1988, when the equipment was
much newer.

An important measure of efficiency
is simply the number of seats filled.
More Amtrak seats are filled today
than at any time. Its on-time perform-
ance is above 80 percent, and that is
amazing when you consider that Am-
trak does not own most of the tracks it
runs over. They are owned by the
freight companies. The first cause of
delay, frequent freight traffic. The sec-
ond cause of delay, reduced speed need-
ed for maintenance.

Amtrak has shown it knows how to
run a railroad, and to run a railroad on
time, but Amtrak needs to be able to
run a 21st century railroad.

The CHAIR. The time of the gentle-
woman has expired.

Mr. CAPUANO. I yield the gentle-
woman an additional 30 seconds.

Ms. NORTON. Until the Federal Gov-
ernment owns up to investing more in
the railroad that we own, Amtrak will
be running a 20th century railroad—or
is it a 19th century railroad, Mr. Chair-
man?

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I really appreciate Chairman DENHAM
coming up and talking about some of
the important reforms in this bill. I
want to add to that.

One of the key things we do in this
bill is we are empowering the States.
There are 19 States and 21 State-sup-
ported lines. I just look to Pennsyl-
vania. I think they are a prime exam-
ple of what happens when States work
together with Amtrak.

Again, this bill, for my colleagues,
especially on my side of the aisle who
I hope are listening to this debate, we
are going to empower those States to
have equal say with Amtrak when you
are investing dollars in these various
lines around the country. An example
is the Keystone line in Pennsylvania
from Harrisburg to Philadelphia.

Several years ago, the State of Penn-
sylvania and Amtrak each invested
$100 million into that line. They de-
creased the travel time by about 20
minutes from Philadelphia to Harris-
burg and Harrisburg to Philadelphia.
They increased their reliability, and
the ridership over the last several
years has gone up almost 80 percent.
This year, this first quarter, they are
projecting they are going to make a
profit on that line. That is exactly the
kind of example that we in Congress
need to look to.

My friends on both sides of the aisle,
we can have a better Amtrak if we do
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things more businesslike. The reforms
that are in this bill are significant.

To name just a few of the lines that
are State-supported:

The Heartland Flyer in Texas. And
Texas right now is investing private
dollars into rail. These lines that are
State sponsored, it is going to help
them develop these lines. Environ-
mental reviews, streamlining the re-
view process, that is going to help
Texas when those dollars are invested.

If you look at to the Sacramento to
San Francisco corridor, another State-
sponsored line, when Amtrak and Cali-
fornia get together, they can make im-
provements on that line to help the
movement of people in that corridor.

Going to Virginia and Washington—
Lynchburg, Newport News, Norfolk,
and Richmond, Virginia, the State of
Virginia and Amtrak can come to-
gether and make those investments.
That is one of the fastest growing cor-
ridors in America. I know the folks
who represent Norfolk and southern
Virginia and Washington, D.C., a grow-
ing area, passenger rail is essential.

Another corridor is Raleigh, North
Carolina, the technology corridor there
in Raleigh connecting to the largest
city in the Carolinas, Charlotte. Again,
it is a State-sponsored line. It is going
to give North Carolina the ability to
work with Amtrak, to have power when
they make those investments to up-
grade those lines.

Again, there are 21 corridors in 19
States. This is really important. Some
of our fast-growing Southern States,
look at this bill. This bill empowers
the States. It has the reforms. I believe
that all Members should be able to sup-
port this as real reform and improving
Amtrak.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Chairman, may I
inquire how much time remains.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. MCCLIN-
TOCK). The gentleman from Massachu-
setts has 15 minutes remaining. The
gentleman from Pennsylvania has 14
minutes remaining.

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. BROWN).

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, before I begin, let me thank
Chairman SHUSTER and the ranking
member for their leadership and hard
work in bringing this bipartisan bill to
the floor.

I know that both sides had other pro-
visions that they wanted included in
the bill. I personally wanted to include
much more funding for Amtrak, but in
the tradition of our committee, we
compromised and developed a bill that
ensures that our Nation’s passenger
rail system has an opportunity to
thrive.

This legislation maintains long-dis-
tance routes, protects hardworking
Amtrak employees, invests in the
Northeast corridor, promotes minority
opportunities in rail, improves access
to the RRIF loan program, and takes
another step forward in restoring pas-
senger rail service to the Gulf States.
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As more and more Americans turn to
rail as their preferred mode of trans-
portation, Amtrak is building the in-
frastructure and organization to meet
this demand. Amtrak carried a record
number of 31.6 million passengers in
2013. Their ridership has been growing
across the system for over a decade,
with last year’s ridership numbers
being the largest in history. Currently,
they serve more than 500 destinations
in 46 States and provide the only public
transportation option for millions of
rural Americans.

Let me repeat that. Currently, they
serve more than 500 destinations in 46
States, and provide the only public
transportation options for millions of
rural Americans.

Amtrak has increased revenue, re-
duced debt, implemented new pas-
senger service, improved their infra-
structure, and purchased train sets
that are being built in America with
100 percent American-made parts.

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the
gentlewoman has expired.

Mr. CAPUANO. I yield an additional
1 minute to the gentlewoman.

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Amtrak re-
duces congestion, improves our energy
independence, and it plays a vital role
in emergency preparedness and recov-
ery, as it did in the 9/11 bombings and
Hurricane Katrina.

There is no perfect bill, but this is a
perfect start, and I encourage all of my
colleagues to support this legislation.
Let’s keep Amtrak moving forward.

As I close, I just want to be clear: I
support this bill. I ask all of my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘yes” on Amtrak and
move it forward.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Chairman, I yield
1% minutes to the gentlewoman from
Nevada (Ms. TITUS).

Ms. TITUS. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

I appreciate the hard work that went
into this important legislation to en-
sure passenger rail service remains a
viable option for travelers across the
country. In particular, as a pet lover, 1
am very happy to see the language
based on Chairman DENHAM’s Pets on
Trains legislation, which I am cospon-
sor of. But I do have concerns that the
bill we are going to pass today doesn’t
set us on a course for building out serv-
ices to parts of the country that do not
now have access to passenger rail.

I represent Las Vegas, which wel-
comes more than 42 million people
from around the world to our world-
class resorts, casinos, restaurants,
shopping, shows, et cetera. More and
more of these visitors are coming from
Asia and Europe, where rail services
are accessible and efficient.
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Unfortunately, the last Amtrak train
to service Las Vegas departed from the
station on Glitter Gulch behind the
Union Plaza in May of 1977.

Over the past 18 years, Las Vegas has
continued its transformation into the
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premier international tourist destina-
tion. Since the trains stopped running,
nearly a million more residents now
call southern Nevada home and 10 mil-
lion more people come to Las Vegas for
work and play every year. This growth
has put an enormous strain on our
highways and airports.

While I will be supporting this legis-
lation, I do hope, as the body advances
further policies regarding passenger
rail, we recognize the need to build out
rail services to communities like Las
Vegas, not just maintain the current
system.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, I un-
derstand the gentleman doesn’t have
any additional speakers, so I am pre-
pared to close if he is ready to close.

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Chairman, I echo
everything that has been said. This bill
is pretty good, and it deserves our sup-
port. I am looking forward to voting
“yes’ on this bill, and I am looking
forward to getting it passed through
the Senate.

I actually say, considering what is
going on in Congress here now, this bill
is my idea of a perfect situation. We
didn’t get everything we wanted; they
didn’t get everything some of their
Members wanted, yet we are moving
forward.

I congratulate the chairman and my
ranking member, Mr. DEFAZIO, for
being, in my opinion, the perfect type
of Member of Congress: someone who
knows what they want but also knows
how to compromise to move a bill for-
ward.

I am honored to be here today. I am
honored to be working with such fine
people.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. SHUSTER. How much time do I
have remaining?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Pennsylvania has 14 minutes re-
maining.

Mr. SHUSTER. I don’t think I will
use it all. I am sure any of my col-
leagues watching on TV are hoping I
don’t use it all also.

I want to close by just emphasizing
again that this is truly a reform bill
that was crafted in a bipartisan basis.
There is significant reforms in here. It
is going to make Amtrak more trans-
parent. They are going to force these
metrics to measure like businesses do.
They haven’t done that for the 40 years
or so they have been in existence.

We have significant environmental
streamlining, which not only benefits
Amtrak projects, but it is going to ben-
efit the freight rails, as they spend 18
percent of their revenues—almost $30
billion—that they will invest across
the class I railroads to go into their in-
frastructure, which is incredibly im-
portant to movement of freight in this
country and having an efficient econ-
omy.

The bill also breaks out Amtrak into
business lines, leaving the profits on
the Northeast corridor—and the other
profits on other corridors—but that is
the biggest corridor, that is the one
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that makes money, leaving it there to
invest in that corridor.

By the way, as they reinvest those
dollars, we can learn from what is hap-
pening on the Northeast corridor be-
cause there are corridors around this
country that need to be developed be-
cause of the growing population. That
is why we empower the States on those
21 State-sponsored lines.

On those 21 lines, States are going to
have more power, more say—equal say,
I will say—with Amtrak. As Texas de-
velops their corridors down there, they
are going to work with Amtrak—the
North Carolina lines; the Virginia lines
that run to Washington, D.C., and
other places in Virginia; and Cali-
fornia. Those State-sponsored lines are
going to have the ability to make those
investments with Amtrak to improve
those lines.

I just want to talk again about the
Keystone line because I think that is
really a prime example of what can
happen on a corridor when the State
and Amtrak work together. Ridership
is up almost 80 percent over the past
several years. They are going to be pro-
jecting a profit in the first quarter this
year, which is the first time in history.

When you do those kind of reforms,
when you have transparency, when you
give States power, when you stream-
line the environmental review process,
those are the kind of good things that
can happen.

Again, this is not perfect. Amtrak is
not perfect, but we are moving the ball
in the right direction. We are moving
the ball so that we can see a better
Amtrak and improved passenger rail.

I truly believe that you need pas-
senger rail in this country, especially
in some of these corridors—10, 11 cor-
ridors around this Nation where popu-
lations are growing. The population of
the United States is growing, and we
see the prime example of the Northeast
corridor, 18 percent of the population
on 3 percent of the land mass. They
have to have passenger rail.

There are about 11 million riders, al-
most 12 million riders on Amtrak, but
there are 250 million people that con-
nect to Amtrak through the transit
systems in the Northeast corridor. It is
an incredible link that needs to be
maintained, needs to be improved; and
this bill, I believe, does that.

I would encourage all my Members to
come to the floor today and vote in
favor of this truly reform bill that will
make Amtrak better and drive down
what the Federal Government puts
into that system. I think this bill does
that. Again, I encourage the support of
H.R. 749.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. Mr. Chair, nearly
two centuries ago we began to utilize rail for
moving freight and people around our great
nation. This technological leap helped to
greatly expand our economy and bring to-
gether our vast continental nation.

Today, passenger rail still plays a key role
in connecting population centers and moving
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people to their places of work. It is vital that
we continue to find new ways to improve and
modernize our infrastructure to meet the de-
mands of the modern world.

As a member of the Subcommittee on Rail-
roads, Pipelines and Hazardous Materials of
the House Transportation and Infrastructure
Committee | am proud to support this impor-
tant legislation because it will help to accom-
plish this important goal.

The Passenger Rail Reform and Investment
Act will assist in advancing large infrastructure
projects through new partnerships with the pri-
vate sector and states including giving states
a greater role in managing routes.

It will more quickly advance those projects
through streamlining the environmental proc-
esses, and it increases transparency for Am-
trak which will require it to operate in a more
businesslike manner

| urge all of my colleagues to join me in
supporting this important legislation to give our
nation a stronger and more vital passenger rail
system.

Mr. SIRES. Mr. Chair, | rise today in support
of the Passenger Rail Reform and Investment
Act. This is good, bipartisan legislation that will
strengthen our nation’s passenger rail system
and create American jobs. My district in New
Jersey sits along the Northeast Corridor, the
busiest corridor in the Nation. In 2014, the
Northeast Corridor saw a ridership of 11.6 mil-
lion; its highest ridership year on record.

As ridership continues to grow, the neces-
sity to invest in rail infrastructure becomes
more vital. | am pleased that this bill will pro-
vide 1.9 billion dollars for capital improve-
ments along the Northeast Corridor. This
money will assist states with the opportunity to
grow their passenger rail services, which in
turn will help provide more affordable transpor-
tation options.

| am a strong supporter of the Buy America
provisions that will ensure that American rail is
built with American iron and steel. In addition
to providing the capital and resources needed
to bring the American rail system into the 21st
Century, this legislation will help meet the
growing demand for more cost-efficient and
environmentally friendly means of transpor-
tation. | urge my colleagues to support this bill.

The Acting CHAIR. All time for gen-
eral debate has expired.

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be
considered for amendment under the 5-
minute rule.

It shall be in order to consider as an
original bill for the purpose of amend-
ment under the b5-minute rule an
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute consisting of the text of Rules
Committee Print 114-9. That amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute shall
be considered as read.

The text of the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute is as follows:

H.R. 749

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 ‘“‘Passenger Rail Reform and Investment Act
of 2015”°.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:
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Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.

TITLE [—AUTHORIZATION OF
APPROPRIATIONS

Sec. 101. Authorization for Amtrak.

Sec. 102. Authorization for Amtrak Office of
the Inspector General.

103. National infrastructure investments.
104. Northeast Corridor.

TITLE II—AMTRAK REFORM

201. Amtrak planning and grant process.
202. 5-Year capital and operating plan.
203. State-supported routes.

204. Route and service planning deci-
sions.

205. Competition.

206. Food and beverage reform.

207. Right of way leveraging.

208. Station development.

209. Amtrak debt.

210. Amtrak pilot program for passengers
transporting domesticated cats and dogs.
Sec. 211. Amtrak boarding procedures.

TITLE III—INTERCITY PASSENGER RAIL
POLICY

Sec. 301. Federal-State partnership for North-
east Corridor development and improve-
ment.

Sec. 302.

Sec. 303.

Sec. 304.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

RRIF improvements.
NEC fast forward.
Large capital project requirements.
Sec. 305. Small business participation study.
Sec. 306. Gulf Coast rail service working
group.

307. Miscellaneous.

TITLE IV—PROJECT DELIVERY

401. Project delivery rulemaking.
402. Historic preservation of railroads.

TITLE V—MISCELLANEOUS

501. Definition.

502. Title 49 definitions.

TITLE I—AUTHORIZATION OF
APPROPRIATIONS

SEC. 101. AUTHORIZATION FOR AMTRAK.

(a) NORTHEAST CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT
FUND.—There are authorized to be appropriated
to the Secretary for the use of Amtrak for de-
posit into the Northeast Corridor Improvement
Fund account established under section
24319(a)(1) of title 49, United States Code (as
added by section 201 of this Act), the following
amounts:

(1) For fiscal year 2016, $439,000,000.

(2) For fiscal year 2017, $464,000,000.

(3) For fiscal year 2018, $480,000,000.

(4) For fiscal year 2019, $498,000,000.

(b) NATIONAL NETWORK.—There are author-
iced to be appropriated to the Secretary for the
use of Amtrak for deposit into the National Net-
work  account established wunder  section
24319(a)(2) of title 49, United States Code (as
added by section 201 of this Act), the following
amounts:

(1) For fiscal year 2016, $973,000,000.

(2) For fiscal year 2017, $974,000,000.

(3) For fiscal year 2018, $985,000,000.

(4) For fiscal year 2019, $997,000,000.

(c) PROJECT MANAGEMENT OVERSIGHT.—The
Secretary may withhold up to $2,000,000 of the
amount appropriated pursuant to subsection
(a), and up to $2,000,000 of the amount appro-
priated pursuant to subsection (b), for the costs
of management oversight of Amtrak.

SEC. 102. AUTHORIZATION FOR AMTRAK OFFICE
OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL.

There are authorized to be appropriated to the
Secretary for the Office of the Inspector General
of Amtrak the following amounts:

(1) For fiscal year 2016, $23,000,000.

(2) For fiscal year 2017, $24,000,000.

(3) For fiscal year 2018, $24,000,000.

(4) For fiscal year 2019, $25,000,000.

SEC. 103. NATIONAL INFRASTRUCTURE INVEST-
MENTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to be

appropriated to the Secretary for capital grants

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
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under chapter 244 of title 49, United States
Code, and section 20154 of title 49, United States
Code, the following amounts:

(1) For fiscal year 2016, $300,000,000.

(2) For fiscal year 2017, $300,000,000.

(3) For fiscal year 2018, $300,000,000.

(4) For fiscal year 2019, $300,000,000.

(b) FEDERAL-STATE PARTNERSHIP FOR NORTH-
EAST CORRIDOR DEVELOPMENT AND IMPROVE-
MENT.—Of the amounts authorized to be appro-
priated under subsection (a), 50 percent for each
fiscal year shall be available for carrying out
section 24407 of title 49, United States Code, as
added by section 301 of this Act.

(c) PROJECT MANAGEMENT OVERSIGHT.—The
Secretary may withhold up to Y2 of 1 percent of
amounts appropriated pursuant to chapter 244
of title 49, United States Code, for the costs of
project management oversight of capital projects
carried out pursuant to such chapter.

SEC. 104. NORTHEAST CORRIDOR.

For purposes of this title, the term ‘‘Northeast
Corridor” means the Northeast Corridor main
line between Boston, Massachusetts, and the
District of Columbia, and facilities and services
used to operate and maintain that line.

TITLE II—AMTRAK REFORM
SEC. 201. AMTRAK PLANNING AND GRANT PROC-
ESS.

(a) REQUIREMENTS AND PROCEDURES.—

(1) AMENDMENT.—Chapter 243 of title 49,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new sections:

“§24317. Costs and revenues

‘““(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days
after the date of enactment of the Passenger
Rail Reform and Investment Act of 2015, Amtrak
shall establish and maintain internal controls to
ensure Amtrak’s costs and revenues are allo-
cated to either the Northeast Corridor or the Na-
tional Network, including proportional shares of
common and fixed costs.

““(b) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this chap-
ter, the term ‘Northeast Corridor’ means the
Northeast Corridor main line between Boston,
Massachusetts, and the District of Columbia,
and facilities and services used to operate and
maintain that line.

“§24318. Grant process

‘“‘(a) PROCEDURES FOR GRANT REQUESTS.—Not
later than 30 days after the date of enactment of
the Passenger Rail Reform and Investment Act
of 2015, the Secretary of Transportation shall es-
tablish and transmit to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure and the Committee
on Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation and the Committee on Ap-
propriations of the Senate substantive and pro-
cedural requirements, including schedules, for
grant requests under this section.

‘““(b) GRANT REQUESTS.—Amtrak shall transmit
grant requests for Federal funds to be appro-
priated to the Secretary for the use of Amtrak
to—

‘(1) the Secretary; and

““(2) the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure and the Committee on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation and the Committee on Appropriations of
the Senate.

‘““(c) CONTENTS.—A grant request under sub-
section (b) shall—

““(1) provide a detailed financial analysis for
the upcoming fiscal year for the Northeast Cor-
ridor, State-supported routes, and long-distance
routes, including projections for the items listed
in 24320(c)(1), as applicable, in comparison to
prior fiscal year projections;

“(2) include a description of the work to be
funded, along with cost estimates and an esti-
mated timetable for completion of the projects
covered by the request;

“(3) include an assessment of the continuing
financial stability of Amtrak;

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

“(4) be displayed on Amtrak’s website within
a reasonable timeframe following its submission
to the entities described in subsection (b); and

“(5) be in similar format and substance to
those submitted by executive agencies of the
Federal Government.

“(d) REVIEW AND APPROVAL.—

‘(1) 30-DAY APPROVAL PROCESS.—The Sec-
retary shall complete the review of a grant re-
quest and approve or disapprove the request not
later than 30 days after the date on which Am-
trak submits the grant request. If the Secretary
disapproves the request or determines that the
request is incomplete or deficient, the Secretary
shall include the reason for disapproval or the
incomplete items or deficiencies in a mnotice to
Amitrak.

““(2) 15-DAY MODIFICATION PERIOD.—Not later
than 15 days after receiving notification from
the Secretary under paragraph (1), Amtrak shall
submit a modified request for the Secretary’s re-
view.

““(3) REVISED REQUESTS.—Not later than 15
days after receiving a modified request from Am-
trak, the Secretary shall either approve the
modified request, or, if the Secretary finds that
the request is still incomplete or deficient, the
Secretary shall identify in writing to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure
and the Committee on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation and the
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate the
remaining deficiencies and recommend a process
for resolving the outstanding portions of the re-
quest.

““(e) PAYMENT TO AMTRAK.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Ezxcept as provided in para-
graph (2), in each fiscal year for which amounts
are authorized to be appropriated, amounts ap-
propriated shall be paid to Amtrak as follows:

““(A) 50 percent on October 1.

“(B) 25 percent on January 1.

“(C) 25 percent on April 1.

““(2) EXCEPTION.—The Secretary may make a
payment to Amirak of appropriated funds more
frequently than once every 90 days if Amtrak,
for good cause, requests more frequent payment
before a 90-day period ends.

“(f) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS AND EARLY
APPROPRIATIONS.—Amounts appropriated to the
Secretary for the use of Amtrak shall remain
available until expended. Amounts for capital
acquisitions and improvements may be appro-
priated for a fiscal year before the fiscal year in
which the amounts will be obligated.

““(g) LIMITATIONS ON USE.—Amounts appro-
priated to the Secretary for the use of Amtrak
may not be used to subsidize operating losses of
commuter rail passenger or rail freight transpor-
tation.

“§24319. Accounts

“(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF ACCOUNTS.—Amtrak
shall establish—

‘(1) a Northeast Corridor Improvement Fund
account; and

“(2) a National Network account.

“(b) NORTHEAST CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT
FUND ACCOUNT.—

‘(1) DEPOSITS.—Amtrak shall deposit in the
Northeast Corridor Improvement Fund account
established under subsection (a)(1)—

“(A) grant funds appropriated for the North-
east Corridor Improvement Fund pursuant to
section 101(a) of the Passenger Rail Reform and
Investment Act of 2015 or any subsequent Act;

“(B) compensation received from commuter
rail passenger transportation on the Northeast
Corridor provided to Amtrak pursuant to section
24905(c); and

“(C) any operating surplus of the Northeast
Corridor, as allocated pursuant to section 24317.

“(2) USE OF NORTHEAST CORRIDOR IMPROVE-
MENT FUND ACCOUNT.—Except as provided in
subsection (d), amounts deposited in the North-
east Corridor Improvement Fund account shall
be made available for the use of Amtrak for—
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‘“(A) capital projects described in section
24401(2) (A) or (B) to bring the Northeast Cor-
ridor to a state-of-good-repair, including
projects described in section 24911(a)(2)(E)(i)(1);

““(B) capital projects intended to increase cor-
ridor capacity, improve service reliability, and
reduce travel time for rail users on the North-
east Corridor, including projects described in
subclauses (1) and (111) of  section
24911(a)(2)(E)(i), consistent with the planning
process established under section 24911; and

“(C) retirement of principal and payment of
interest on loans for capital equipment, or cap-
ital leases, attributable to the Northeast Cor-
ridor.

““(c) NATIONAL NETWORK ACCOUNT.—

‘(1) DEPOSITS.—Amtrak shall deposit in the
account established under subsection (a)(2)—

‘“(A) grant funds appropriated for the Na-
tional Network pursuant to section 101(b) of the
Passenger Rail Reform and Investment Act of
2015, or any subsequent Act;

‘““(B) compensation received from States pro-
vided to Amtrak pursuant to section 209 of the
Passenger Rail Investment and Improvement Act
of 2008 (42 U.S.C. 24101 note); and

“(C) any operating surplus from the National
Network, as allocated pursuant to section 24317.

““(2) USE OF NATIONAL NETWORK ACCOUNT.—
Except as provided in subsection (d), amounts
deposited in the National Network account shall
be made available for the use of Amtrak for cap-
ital expenses and operating costs of the National
Network and retirement of principal and pay-
ment of interest on loans for capital equipment,
or capital leases, attributable to the National
Network.

“(d) TRANSFER AUTHORITY.—

‘““(1) AUTHORITY.—Amtrak may transfer any
funds appropriated pursuant to the Passenger
Rail Reform and Investment Act of 2015 or any
other Act, or any surplus generated by oper-
ations, between the Northeast Corridor Improve-
ment Fund and National Network accounts
upon the expiration of 60 days after Amtrak has
notified the Amtrak Board of Directors of such
transfer.

‘“(2) REPORT.—Not later than 30 days after the
Amitrak Board of Directors receives notification
from Amtrak under paragraph (1), the Board
shall transmit a report to the Secretary, the
Committee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture and the Committee on Appropriations of
the House of Representatives, and the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation and the Committee on Appropriations of
the Senate, that includes—

““(A) the amount of the transfer; and

‘““(B) a detailed explanation of the reason for
the transfer, including effects on Amtrak serv-
ices if no transfer were made.

‘“(e) LETTERS OF INTENT.—

‘““(1) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary shall issue
a letter of intent to Amtrak announcing an in-
tention to obligate, for a major capital project
described in subclauses (II) and (II1) of section
24911(a)(2)(E)(i), an amount from future avail-
able budget authority specified in law that is
not more than the amount stipulated as the fi-
nancial participation of the Secretary in the
project.

““(2) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.—At least 30 days
before issuing a letter under paragraph (1), the
Secretary shall notify in writing the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure and the
Committee on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives, and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation and the
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate, of
the proposed letter. The Secretary shall include
with the notification a copy of the proposed let-
ter, the criteria used for selecting the project for
a grant award, and a description of how the
project meets criteria of this section.

““(3) CONTINGENT NATURE OF OBLIGATION OR
COMMITMENT.—An obligation or administrative
commitment may be made only when amounts
are appropriated. The letter of intent shall state
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that the contingent commitment is not an obli-
gation of the Federal Government, and is Sub-
ject to the availability of appropriations under
Federal law and to Federal laws in force or en-
acted after the date of the contingent commit-
ment.

““(f) ROLLING STOCK PURCHASES.—Prior to en-
tering into contracts in excess of $100,000,000 for
rolling stock procurements, Amtrak shall submit
a business case analysis to the Secretary, the
Committee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture and the Committee on Appropriations of
the House of Representatives, and the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation and the Committee on Appropriations of
the Senate, on the utility of such purchase. This
analysis shall—

‘(1) include a cost and benefit comparison
that describes the total lifecycle costs and the
anticipated benefits related to revenue, oper-
ational efficiency, reliability, and other factors;

‘““(2) set forth the total payments by fiscal
year;

““(3) identify the specific source and amounts
of funding for each payment, including Federal
funds, State funds, Amtrak profits, Federal,
State, or private loans or loan guarantees, and
other funding;

““(4) include whether any payment under the
contract will increase Amtrak’s grant request, as
required under Section 24318, in that particular
fiscal year; and

“‘(5) describe how Amtrak will adjust the pro-
curement if future funding is not available.”’.

(2) TABLE OF SECTIONS AMENDMENT.—The
table of sections for chapter 243 of title 49,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new items:

“24317. Costs and revenues.

“‘24318. Grant process.

©24319. Accounts.”’.

(b) NORTHEAST CORRIDOR PLANNING.—

(1) AMENDMENT.—Chapter 249 of title 49,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“§24911. Northeast Corridor planning

““(a) NORTHEAST CORRIDOR CAPITAL INVEST-
MENT PLAN.—

‘““(1) REQUIREMENT.—Not later than 12 months
after the date of enactment of the Passenger
Rail Reform and Investment Act of 2015, and
annually thereafter, the Northeast Corridor In-
frastructure and Operations Advisory Commis-
sion established under section 24905 (referred to
in this section as the ‘Commission’) shall de-
velop a capital investment plan for the North-
east Corridor main line between Boston, Massa-
chusetts, and the District of Columbia, and the
Northeast Corridor branch lines connecting to
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, Springfield, Massa-
chusetts, and Spuyten Duyvil, New York, and
facilities and services used to operate and main-
tain those lines.

““(2) CONTENTS.—Each such plan shall—

‘““(A) be developed to establish a coordinated
approach to capital spending on the Northeast
Corridor;

‘““(B) cover a period of § fiscal years, begin-
ning with the first fiscal year after the date of
the plan;

“C) notwithstanding section 24902(b),
prioritize projects and investments along the
Northeast Corridor based on—

“(i) the anticipated benefits and costs of
projects;

‘‘(ii) the anticipated Federal and non-Federal
funding available; and

““(iii) the information contained in the North-
east Corridor asset management plans required
under subsection (b), once available;

‘(D) ensure coordination and optimization
across the entire Northeast Corridor and among
the various owners and users;

‘““(E) include a financial plan for the invest-
ment period that—

‘(i) categorices each capital project as being
primarily associated with—
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“(I) normalized capital replacement;

“(I1) replacement, rehabilitation, or repair of
Northeast Corridor infrastructure assets, includ-
ing tunnels, bridges, stations, and other assets;
or

“(I11) improvement of train performance on
the Northeast Corridor, including reduced trip
times, increased train frequencies, higher oper-
ating speeds, and other improvements;

““(it) identifies the anticipated funding source
and financing method for each capital project
described in subclauses (I1I) and (I1I) of clause

i);

“‘(iii) describes the anticipated outcomes of
each project, including—

“(I) an assessment of the potential effect on
passenger accessibility, operations, safety, reli-
ability, and resiliency, and on the ability of in-
frastructure owners and operators to meet regu-
latory requirements should the project not be
funded; and

“(I1) an assessment of the benefits and costs;

“(iv) identifies the extent to which the capital
assets are or will be jointly used by intercity
passenger rail service and other users, and the
proportionate share of that joint usage; and

“(v) for projects that are expected to be fully
or partially funded through Federal financial
assistance, identifies the most appropriate pub-
lic agency or entity to receive those funds and
implement each capital project.

““(3) ADDITIONAL CONTENTS.—Any plan devel-
oped under paragraph (1) after the publication
by the Secretary of Transportation of the North-
east Corridor service development plan shall
also—

““(A) be developed to identify, prioritize, and
phase the implementation of projects necessary
to achieve the goals and findings contained in
such Northeast Corridor service development
plan;

“(B) allow for flexibility to change
prioritication and programs based wupon the
availability of Federal and mon-Federal fund-
ing;
“(C) inform the Secretary in developing rec-
ommendations for Congress on Federal funding
needs for the Northeast Corridor and any cor-
responding Federal investments in the respective
capital programs for Northeast Corridor infra-
structure owners and users; and

“(D) capture the mnetwork-level anticipated
outcomes associated with plan implementation,
including the anticipated effect on passenger
accessibility, operations, safety, reliability, and
resiliency.

“(b) NORTHEAST CORRIDOR ASSET MANAGE-
MENT PLANS.—

‘(1) CONTENTS.—Amtrak, and States and pub-
lic transportation entities that own infrastruc-
ture that supports or provides for intercity rail
passenger transportation on the Northeast Cor-
ridor, shall develop and update as mecessary
Northeast Corridor asset management plans for
the Northeast Corridor main line between Bos-
ton, Massachusetts, and the District of Colum-
bia, and the Northeast Corridor branch lines
connecting to  Harrisburg, Pennsylvania,
Springfield, Massachusetts, and Spuyten
Duyvil, New York, and facilities and services
used to operate and maintain those lines, that—

“(A) are consistent with the Federal Transit
Administration process, as authoriced under
section 5326, when implemented; and

“(B) include, at a minimum—

“(i) an inventory of all capital assets owned
by the developer of the plan;

‘(i) an assessment of the condition of each of
those assets;

“(iii) a description of how the condition of
each asset has changed since the previous
iteration of the plan, and

“(iv) a description of the necessary resources
and processes for bringing or maintaining those
assets in a state-of-good repair, including deci-
sion support tools and investment prioritication
methodologies.

“(2) TRANSMITTAL TO COMMISSION.—Not later
than 12 months after the date of enactment of
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the Passenger Rail Reform and Investment Act
of 2015, each entity described in paragraph (1)
shall transmit to the Commission a plan devel-
oped under paragraph (1). Any updates to such
plan shall also be transmitted to the Commis-
sion.

““(c) NORTHEAST CORRIDOR SERVICE DEVELOP-
MENT PLAN UPDATES.—The Commission shall, at
least once every 10 years, update the Northeast
Corridor service development plan.”’.

(2) TABLE OF SECTIONS AMENDMENT.—The
table of sections for chapter 249 of title 49,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new item:

““24911. Northeast Corridor planning.’’.

(c) REPEALS.—The following provisions are re-
pealed:

(1) Sections 206 and 211 of the Passenger Rail
Investment and Improvement Act of 2008, and
the items relating thereto in the table of con-
tents of such Act.

(2) Section 24104 of title 49, United States
Code, and the item relating thereto in the table
of sections for chapter 241 of such title.

SEC. 202. 5-YEAR CAPITAL AND OPERATING PLAN.

(a) AMENDMENT.—Chapter 243 of title 49,
United States Code, is further amended by add-
ing at the end the following new section:
“§24320. 5-Year capital and operating plan

‘““(a) PLAN.—Not later than 60 days after the
date of enactment of an Act appropriating funds
pursuant to section 101 of the Passenger Rail
Reform and Investment Act of 2015, or any sub-
sequent authorization of appropriations for the
same purposes, the Amtrak Board of Directors
shall prepare and transmit to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure and the
Committee on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation and the
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate a 5-
year capital and operating plan for the North-
east Corridor and National Network.

““(b) CONSULTATION.—Each such plan shall be
prepared in consultation with—

‘(1) the Federal Railroad Administration;

‘““(2) the Northeast Corridor Infrastructure
and Operations Advisory Commission, with re-
spect to the Northeast Corridor; and

“(3) the requisite States, with respect to the
National Network.

‘““(c) CONTENTS.—A plan prepared under this
section shall—

‘““(1) for each of the Northeast Corridor and
the National Network, include—

““(A) projected revenues and expenditures for
the Northeast Corridor, State-supported routes,
long-distance routes, and corporate develop-
ment, including Federal and non-Federal fund-
ing sources;

‘““(B) projected ridership levels for the North-
east Corridor, State-supported routes, and long-
distance routes;

“(C) projected capital and operational fund-
ing requirements mnecessary to maintain pas-
senger service in order to accommodate predicted
ridership levels and predicted sources of Federal
and non-Federal funding;

‘(D) projected capital and operating require-
ments, ridership, revenue, and expenditures for
new passenger service operations or service ex-
pansions;

‘““(E) an assessment of the continuing finan-
cial stability of Amtrak, as indicated by factors
including anticipated Federal funding of capital
and operating costs, Amtrak’s ability to effi-
ciently recruit, retain, and manage its work-
force, and Amtrak’s ability to effectively provide
passenger rail service;

‘““(F) estimates of long-term and short-term
debt and associated principal and interest pay-
ments (both current and anticipated);

“(G) annual cash flow forecasts;

“(H) a statement describing methods of esti-
mation and significant assumptions;

““(I) specific measures that demonstrate meas-
urable improvement year over year in the finan-
cial results of Amtrak’s operations;
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“(J) prior fiscal year and projected—

‘(i) operating ratio, cash operating loss, and
cash operating loss per passenger on a route,
business line, and corporate basis;

““(ii) specific costs and savings estimates re-
sulting from reform initiatives;

““(iii) productivity statistics on a route, busi-
ness line, and corporate basis; and

“‘(iv) equipment reliability statistics;

‘““(K) capital and operating expenditures for
anticipated security needs; and

‘(L) a prioritication of capital expenditures
by business line; and

““(2) reflect the Northeast Corridor planning,
as applicable, and grant processes established
under sections 24911 and 24318.

“(d) CONFORMANCE TO AUTHORIZED FUNDING
LEVELS.—

““(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in para-
graph (2), any financial projection for a fiscal
year that is included in a plan prepared under
this section shall be based on the amount of
dedicated funding for such fiscal year.

““(2) ABSENCE OF APPROPRIATION.—In the ab-
sence of an appropriation of funds for such fis-
cal year, the projection shall be based on the
amount of funds authorized by law to be appro-
priated for that fiscal year, plus other dedicated
funding.

“(3) DEDICATED FUNDING DEFINED.—In this
subsection, the term ‘dedicated funding’ means
any amounts appropriated for a fiscal year and
any other funding sources, including revenues
and other ancillary funding streams, for the
Northeast Corridor or the National Network.

““(e) STANDARDS TO PROMOTE FINANCIAL STA-
BILITY.—In preparing a plan under this section,
the Board shall apply sound budgetary prac-
tices, including reducing costs and other ex-
penditures, improving productivity, increasing
revenues, or combinations of such practices.

“(f) UPDATES.—Amtrak shall provide monthly
reports for the current fiscal year in electronic
format to the Secretary and the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure and the
Committee on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation and the
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate re-
garding the items described in subsection (c)(1),
which shall include a description of the work
completed to date, any differences from projec-
tions, and the reasons for such differences.’’.

(b) TABLE OF SECTIONS AMENDMENT.—The
table of sections for such chapter 243 is amended
by adding at the end the following new item:

““24320. 5-Year capital and operating plan.”’.

(c) REPEAL.—Section 204 of the Passenger Rail
Investment and Improvement Act of 2008 (49
U.S.C. 24101 note), and the item relating thereto
in the table of contents of such Act, are re-
pealed.

SEC. 203. STATE-SUPPORTED ROUTES.

(a) AMENDMENT.—Chapter 247 of title 49,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“§24712. State-supported routes

“(a) STATE-SUPPORTED ROUTE ADVISORY
COMMITTEE.—

‘““(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—Not later than 90 days
after the date of enactment of the Passenger
Rail Reform and Investment Act of 2015, the
Secretary of Transportation shall establish a
State-Supported Route Advisory Committee to
promote mutual cooperation and planning per-
taining to the rail operations and related activi-
ties of trains operated on State-supported routes
and to further implement section 209 of the Pas-
senger Rail Investment and Improvement Act of
2008 (49 U.S.C. 24101 note).

““(2) MEMBERSHIP.—The Committee shall con-
sist of representatives of—

‘“(A) Amtrak;

“(B) the Department of Tramsportation, in-
cluding the Federal Railroad Administration;
and

‘“(C) 7 States that sponsor State-supported
routes, selected by the Administrator of the Fed-
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eral Railroad Administration on the basis of ap-
propriate expertise and geographic balance, and
in a manner that ensures that all appropriate
States are represented periodically on the Com-
mittee.

“(3) DISTRIBUTION OF MEMBERSHIP.—The
membership belonging to any of the groups de-
scribed in each individual subparagraph of
paragraph (2) shall not constitute a majority of
the Committee’s memberships.

““(4) MEETINGS; RULES AND PROCEDURES.—The
Committee shall establish a schedule and loca-
tion for convening meetings, but shall meet no
less than 2 times every fiscal year. The Com-
mittee shall develop rules and procedures to gov-
ern the Committee’s proceedings.

“(b) COST, SERVICE, AND RIDERSHIP FORE-
CASTS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than January 31,
2016, and annually thereafter, Amtrak shall
transmit to each State that sponsors a State-
supported route, and to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure and the
Committee on Appropriations of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation and the
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate—

“(A) a final statement of costs, revenues, rid-
ership, and other information determined appro-
priate by the Committee established under sub-
section (a), pertaining to each such route for the
prior fiscal year; and

“(B) a cost, service, and ridership forecast for
each such route for the upcoming fiscal year,
developed pursuant to the methodology estab-
lished under section 209 of the Passenger Rail
Investment and Improvement Act of 2008 (49
U.S.C. 24101 note).

““(2) EXCEPTION.—The Committee may estab-
lish a different deadline than is required under
paragraph (1) for submission of final financial
statements and cost, service, and ridership fore-
casts.

““(3) QUARTERLY UPDATES.—Beginning in 2016,
and each year thereafter, Amtrak shall transmit
to each State that sponsors a State-supported
route quarterly updates of the cost, service, and
ridership forecast described in paragraph (1)(B)
to enable States to pace costs against State
budgets, plan effectively, and address unezx-
pected changes in costs in a timely manner, on
the following dates:

“(A) April 30, for the period encompassing
January through March of such year.

“(B) July 31, for the period encompassing
April through June of such year.

“(C) October 31, for the period encompassing
July through September of such year.

““(c) INVOICES.—Not later than February 15,
2016, and monthly thereafter, Amtrak shall pro-
vide to each State that sponsors a State-sup-
ported route a monthly invoice of the cost of op-
erating such route, including fired costs and
third-party costs.

‘“(d) DISPUTE RESOLUTION.—

““(1) REQUEST FOR EXPEDITED RESOLUTION.—If
a dispute arises with respect to a forecast devel-
oped under subsection (b), an invoice developed
under subsection (c), or the terms of a contract
for operation of a State-supported route nego-
tiated between Amtrak and a State that spon-
sors the route, either Amtrak or the State may
request that the Surface Transportation Board
conduct expedited dispute resolution under this
subsection.

““(2) PROCEDURES.—The Surface Transpor-
tation Board shall establish procedures for expe-
dited resolution of disputes brought before it
under this subsection.

““(3) BINDING EFFECT.—The decision of the
Surface Transportation Board under this sub-
section shall be binding on the parties to the
dispute.

“(e) FRA ASSISTANCE.—The Federal Railroad
Administration may provide assistance to the
parties in the course of negotiations for a con-
tract for operation of a State-supported route.

““(f) PERFORMANCE METRICS.—In mnegotiating
a contract for operation of a State-supported
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route, Amtrak and the State or States that spon-
sor the route shall consider including provisions
that provide penalties and incentives for per-
formance based on metrics that take into ac-
count only those factors within the control of
Amtrak or the State or States.

‘““(g) DEFINITION OF STATE.—In this section,
the term ‘State’ means each of the 50 States and
the District of Columbia.’’.

(b) TABLE OF SECTIONS AMENDMENT.—The
table of sections for such chapter 247 is amended
by adding at the end the following new item:

“‘24712. State-supported routes.’’.

SEC. 204. ROUTE AND SERVICE PLANNING DECI-
SIONS.

Section 208 of the Passenger Rail Investment
and Improvement Act of 2008 (49 U.S.C. 24101
note) is amended to read as follows:

“SEC. 208. METHODOLOGIES FOR AMTRAK ROUTE
AND SERVICE PLANNING DECISIONS.

““(a) METHODOLOGY DEVELOPMENT.—Not later
than 180 days after the date of enactment of the
Passenger Rail Reform and Investment Act of
2015, as a condition of receiving a grant under
section 101 of such Act, Amtrak shall obtain the
services of an independent entity to develop and
recommend objective methodologies for Amtrak
to use in determining what intercity rail pas-
senger transportation routes and services it
should provide, including the establishment of
new routes, the elimination of existing routes,
and the contraction or exrpansion of services or
frequencies over such routes.

“(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—Amtrak shall require
the entity, in developing the methodologies de-
scribed in subsection (a), to consider—

‘(1) the current and expected performance
and service quality of intercity rail passenger
transportation operations, including cost recov-
ery, on-time performance, ridership, on-board
services, stations, facilities, equipment, and
other services;

“(2) connectivity of a route with other routes;

““(3) the transportation needs of communities
and populations that are not well served by
intercity rail passenger transportation service or
by other forms of intercity transportation;

““(4) the methodologies of Amtrak and major
intercity rail passenger transportation service
providers in other countries for determining
intercity passenger rail routes and services;

““(5) the views of States, rail carriers that own
infrastructure over which Amtrak operates, Am-
trak employee representatives, and other inter-
ested parties; and

“(6) the funding levels that will be available
under authorization levels that have been en-
acted into law.

“(c) RECOMMENDATIONS.—Not later than 1
year after the date of enactment of the Pas-
senger Rail Reform and Investment Act of 2015,
Amtrak shall transmit to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the House
of Representatives, and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the Sen-
ate the recommendations developed by the entity
pursuant to subsection (a).

““(d) CONSIDERATION OF RECOMMENDATIONS.—
Not later than 90 days after transmitting the
recommendations pursuant to subsection (c), the
Amtrak Board of Directors shall consider the
adoption of the recommendations and transmit
to the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives and
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation of the Senate a report con-
taining an explanation of any reasons for
adopting or mnot adopting the recommenda-
tions.”.

SEC. 205. COMPETITION.

(a) AMENDMENT.—Section 24711 of title 49,
United States Code, is amended to read as fol-
lows:

“§24711. Alternate passenger rail service pilot
program

‘““(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of the Passenger Rail Re-
form and Investment Act of 2015, the Federal
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Railroad Administration shall complete a rule-
making proceeding to develop a pilot program
that—

‘(1) permits a rail carrier or rail carriers that
own infrastructure over which Amtrak operates
a passenger rail service route described in sub-
paragraph (B), (C), or (D) of section 24102(7) or
in section 24702(a) to petition the Federal Rail-
road Administration to be considered as a pas-
senger rail service provider over that route in
liew of Amtrak for an operations period of 5
years;

““(2) requires the Federal Railroad Administra-
tion to notify Amtrak within 30 days after re-
ceiving a petition under paragraph (1) and es-
tablish a deadline by which both the petitioner
and Amtrak would be required to submit a bid to
provide passenger rail service over the route to
which the petition relates;

““(3) requires that each bid describe how the
bidder would operate the route, what Amtrak
passenger equipment would be needed, if any,
and what sources of mon-Federal funding the
bidder would use, including any State subsidy,
among other things;

““(4) requires the Federal Railroad Administra-
tion to execute a contract within a Specified,
limited time after the deadline established under
paragraph (2) and award to the winning bid-
der—

‘““(A) the right and obligation to provide pas-
senger rail service over that route subject to
such performance standards as the Federal
Railroad Administration may require; and

‘““(B) an operating subsidy—

‘(i) for the first year at a level not in excess
of 90 percent of the level in effect for that spe-
cific route during the fiscal year preceding the
fiscal year in which the petition was received,
adjusted for inflation; and

““(ii) for any subsequent years at the level cal-
culated under clause (i), adjusted for inflation;
and

““(5) requires that each bid contain a staffing
plan describing the number of employees needed
to operate the service, the job assignments and
requirements, and the terms of work for prospec-
tive and current employees of the bidder for the
service outlined in the bid, and that such staff-
ing plan be made available by the winning bid-
der to the public after the bid award.

‘““(b) ROUTE LIMITATIONS.—The Federal Rail-
road Administration may not make the program
available with respect to more than 2 Amtrak
intercity passenger rail routes.

““(c) PERFORMANCE STANDARDS; ACCESS TO FA-
CILITIES; EMPLOYEES.—If the Federal Railroad
Administration awards the right and obligation
to provide passenger rail service over a route
under this section to a rail carrier or rail car-
riers—

‘(1) it shall execute a contract with the rail
carrier or rail carriers for rail passenger oper-
ations on that route that conditions the oper-
ating and subsidy rights on—

‘““(A) the service provider continuing to pro-
vide passenger rail service on the route that is
no less frequent, nor over a shorter distance,
than Amtrak provided on that route before the
award; and

‘““(B) the service provider’s compliance with
the standards established wunder subsection
(a)(4)(A), and such additional performance
standards as the Administration may establish;

‘“(2) it shall, if the award is made to a rail
carrier other than Amtrak, require Amtrak to
provide access to its reservation system, stations,
and facilities directly related to operations to
any rail carrier or rail carriers awarded a con-
tract under this section, in accordance with sub-
section (d), necessary to carry out the purposes
of this section;

“(3) an employee of any person used by such
rail carrier or rail carriers in the operation of a
route under this section shall be considered an
employee of that carrier or carriers and subject
to the applicable Federal laws and regulations
governing similar crafts or classes of employees
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of Amtrak, including provisions under section
121 of the Amitrak Reform and Accountability
Act of 1997 (49 U.S.C. 4312 note) relating to em-
ployees that provide food and beverage service;
and

“(4) the winning bidder shall provide hiring
preference to qualified Amtrak employees dis-
placed by the award of the bid, consistent with
the staffing plan submitted by the bidder, and
shall be subject to the grant conditions under
section 24405 of this title.

““(d) DISPUTES.—If Amtrak and the rail carrier
or rail carriers awarded a route under this sec-
tion cannot agree upon terms to carry out sub-
section (c)(2), and the Surface Transportation
Board finds that access to Amtrak’s facilities or
equipment, or the provision of services by Am-
trak, is mecessary to carry out subsection (c)(2)
and that the operation of Amtrak’s other serv-
ices will not be impaired thereby, the Surface
Transportation Board shall, within 120 days
after submission of the dispute, issue an order
that the facilities and equipment be made avail-
able, and that services be provided, by Amtrak,
and shall determine reasonable compensation,
liability, and other terms for use of the facilities
and equipment and provision of the services.

““(e) CESSATION OF SERVICE.—If a rail carrier
or rail carriers awarded a route under this sec-
tion cease to operate the service or fail to fulfill
their obligations under the contract required
under subsection (c), the Federal Railroad Ad-
ministration, in collaboration with the Surface
Transportation Board, shall take any necessary
action consistent with this title to enforce the
contract and ensure the continued provision of
service, including the installment of an interim
service provider and rebidding the contract to
operate the service. The entity providing service
shall either be Amtrak or a rail carrier defined
in subsection (a)(1).

“(f) ADEQUATE RESOURCES.—Before taking
any action allowed under this section, the Sec-
retary shall certify that the Federal Railroad
Administration has sufficient resources appro-
priated under section 101(b) of Passenger Rail
Reform and Investment Act of 2015, or any sub-
sequent appropriation, for that purpose that are
adequate to undertake the program established
under this section.

““(9) BUDGET AUTHORITY.—The Secretary of
Transportation may provide to a winning bidder
selected under this section appropriations au-
thorized under sections 101(b) of the Passenger
Rail Reform and Investment Act of 2015, or any
subsequent appropriation for the same purposes,
necessary to cover the operating subsidy de-
scribed in subsection (a)(4)(B).”’.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after the
conclusion of the pilot program established
under the amendment made by subsection (a),
the Federal Railroad Administration shall sub-
mit to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure of the House of Representatives and
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation of the Senate a report on the re-
sults on the pilot program established under sec-
tion 24711 of title 49 United States Code, and
any recommendations for further action.

SEC. 206. FOOD AND BEVERAGE REFORM.

(a) AMENDMENT.—Chapter 243 of title 49,
United States Code, is further amended by add-
ing at the end the following new section:
“§24321. Food and beverage reform

““(a) PLAN.—Not later than 90 days after the
date of enactment of the Passenger Rail Reform
and Investment Act of 2015, Amtrak shall de-
velop and begin implementing a plan to elimi-
nate, within 5 years of such date of enactment,
the operating loss associated with providing
food and beverage service on board Amtrak
trains.

““(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—In developing and im-
plementing the plan, Amtrak shall consider a
combination of cost management and revenue
generation initiatives, including—

‘(1) scheduling optimization;
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“(2) on-board logistics;

“(3) product development and supply chain
efficiency;

““(4) training, awards, and accountability;

““(5) technology enhancements and process im-
provements; and

“(6) ticket revenue allocation.

““(c) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Amtrak shall ensure
that no Amtrak employee holding a position as
of the date of enactment of the Passenger Rail
Reform and Investment Act of 2015 is involun-
tarily separated because of—

‘““(1) the development and implementation of
the plan required under subsection (a); or

““(2) any other action taken by Amtrak to im-
plement this section.

‘““(d) NO FEDERAL FUNDING FOR OPERATING
LOSSES.—Beginning on the date that is 5 years
after the date of enactment of the Passenger
Rail Reform and Investment Act of 2015, no Fed-
eral funds may be used to cover any operating
loss associated with providing food and bev-
erage service on a route operated by Amtrak or
an alternative passenger rail service provider
that operates a route in lieu of Amtrak pursuant
to section 24711.

‘““(e) REPORT.—Not later than 120 days after
the date of enactment of the Passenger Rail Re-
form and Investment Act of 2015, and annually
thereafter for 5 years, Amtrak shall transmit to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives and
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation of the Senate a report con-
taining the plan developed pursuant to sub-
section (a) and a description of progress in the
implementation of the plan.”’.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections for chapter 243 of title 49, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new item:

““24321. Food and beverage reform.”’.

SEC. 207. RIGHT OF WAY LEVERAGING.

(a) REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS.—Not later than
180 days after the date of enactment of this Act,
Amtrak shall issue a Request for Proposals seek-
ing private sector persons or entities to utilice
Amtrak-owned right-of-way for telecommuni-
cations systems, energy distribution systems,
and other activities considered appropriate by
Amtrak. The Request for Proposals shall provide
sufficient information on Amtrak’s right-of-way
real estate assets to enable respondents to pro-
pose an arrangement that will monetize such as-
sets through revenue sharing agreements with
Amtrak.

(b) CONSIDERATION OF PROPOSALS.—Not later
than 1 year after the date of enactment of this
Act, the Amtrak Board of Directors shall review
and consider each proposal submitted pursuant
to subsection (a). Amtrak may enter into such
agreements as are mecessary to implement any
such proposal or proposals.

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 18
months after the date of enactment of this Act,
Amtrak shall transmit to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the House
of Representatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the Sen-
ate a report on the Request for Proposals re-
quired by this section, including summary infor-
mation of any proposals submitted to Amtrak
and any proposals accepted by the Amtrak
Board of Directors.

SEC. 208. STATION DEVELOPMENT.

(a) REPORT ON DEVELOPMENT OPTIONS.—Not
later than 1 year after the date of enactment of
this Act, Amtrak shall transmit to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of the
Senate a report on options to enhance develop-
ment around Amtrak stations, including—

(1) strengthening multimodal connections, in-
cluding intercity buses;

(2) options for capturing development-related
revenue streams; and
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(3) other opportunities to better leverage sta-
tion assets.

(b) PROPOSALS.—

(1) REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS.—Not later than
18 months after the date of enactment of this
Act, Amtrak shall issue a Request for Proposals
seeking persons or entities, where appropriate,
to carry out the options identified under sub-
section (a).

(2) CONSIDERATION OF PROPOSALS.—Not later
than 24 months after the date of enactment of
this Act, the Amtrak Board of Directors shall re-
view and consider each proposal submitted pur-
suant to paragraph (1). Amirak may enter into
such agreements as are necessary to implement
any such proposal or proposals.

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 30
months after the date of enactment of this Act,
Amtrak shall transmit to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the House
of Representatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the Sen-
ate a report on the Request for Proposals re-
quired by this section, including summary infor-
mation of any proposals submitted to Amirak
and any proposals accepted by the Amtrak
Board of Directors.

SEC. 209. AMTRAK DEBT.

Section 205 of the Passenger Rail Investment
and Improvement Act of 2008 (49 U.S.C. 24101
note) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting *‘, to the ex-
tent provided in advance in appropriations
Acts” after “Amtrak’s indebtedness’’;

(2) by striking ‘‘as of the date of enactment of
this Act’ each place it appears;

(3) in subsection (a), by striking the second
sentence;

(4) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘The Sec-
retary of the Treasury, in consultation’ and in-
serting ‘“To the extent amounts are provided in
advance in appropriations Acts, the Secretary of
the Treasury, in consultation’’;

(5) in subsection (d), by inserting *‘, to the ex-
tent provided in advance in appropriations
Acts” after “‘as appropriate’’;

(6) in subsection (e)(1), by striking ‘‘by section
102 of this division”’; and

(7) in subsection (e)(2), by striking ‘‘by section
102°° and inserting ‘‘for Amtrak’’.

SEC. 210. AMTRAK PILOT PROGRAM FOR PAS-
SENGERS TRANSPORTING DOMES-
TICATED CATS AND DOGS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of this Act, Amtrak shall
develop a pilot program that allows passengers
to transport domesticated cats or dogs on cer-
tain trains operated by Amtrak.

(b) PET PoLICY.—In developing the pilot pro-
gram required under subsection (a), Amtrak
shall—

(1) in the case of a passenger train that is
comprised of more than 1 car, designate, where
feasible, at least 1 car in which a ticketed pas-
senger may transport a domesticated cat or dog
in the same manner as carry-on baggage if—

(A) the cat or dog is contained in a pet ken-
nel;

(B) the pet kennel is stowed in accordance
with Amtrak size requirements for carriage of
carry-on baggage;

(C) the passenger is traveling on a train oper-
ating on a route described in subparagraph (A),
(B), or (D) of section 24102(7) of title 49, United
States Code; and

(D) the passenger pays a fee described in
paragraph (3);

(2) allow a ticketed passenger to transport a
domesticated cat or dog on a train in the same
manner as cargo if—

(A) the cat or dog is contained in a pet ken-
nel;

(B) the pet kennel is stowed in accordance
with Amtrak requirements for cargo stowage;

(C) the passenger is traveling on a train oper-
ating on a route described in subparagraph (A),
(B), or (D) of section 24102(7) of title 49, United
States Code;
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(D) the cargo area is temperature controlled in
a manner protective of cat and dog safety and
health; and

(E) the passenger pays a fee described in
paragraph (3); and

(3) collect fees for each cat or dog transported
by a ticketed passenger in an amount that, in
the aggregate and at a minimum, covers the full
costs of the pilot program.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after the
pilot program required under subsection (a) is
first implemented, Amtrak shall transmit to the
Committee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate a report containing an eval-
uation of the pilot program.

(d) LIMITATION ON STATUTORY CONSTRUC-
TION.—

(1) SERVICE ANIMALS.—The pilot program re-
quired under subsection (a) shall be separate
from and in addition to the policy governing
Amtrak passengers traveling with service ani-
mals. Nothing in this section may be interpreted
to limit or waive the rights of passengers to
transport service animals.

(2) ADDITIONAL TRAIN CARS.—Nothing in this
section may be interpreted to require Amtrak to
add additional train cars or modify existing
train cars.

(3) FEDERAL FUNDS.—No Federal funds may
be used to implement the pilot program required
under this section.

SEC. 211. AMTRAK BOARDING PROCEDURES.

(a) REPORT.—Not later than 6 months after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Amtrak
Office of Inspector General shall transmit to the
Committee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate a report that—

(1) evaluates Amtrak’s boarding procedures at
its 10 stations through which the most people
pass;

(2) compares Amtrak’s boarding procedures
to—

(A) commuter railroad boarding procedures at
stations shared with Amtrak;

(B) international intercity passenger rail
boarding procedures; and

(C) fixed guideway transit boarding proce-
dures; and

(3) makes recommendations, as appropriate, to
improve Amtrak’s boarding procedures, includ-
ing recommendations regarding the queuing of
passengers and free-flow of all station-users.

(b) CONSIDERATION OF RECOMMENDATIONS.—
Not later than 6 months after the release of the
report required under subsection (a), the Amtrak
Board of Directors shall consider each rec-
ommendation provided under subsection (a)(3)
for implementation across the Amtrak system.

TITLE III—INTERCITY PASSENGER RAIL

POLICY
SEC. 301. FEDERAL-STATE PARTNERSHIP FOR
NORTHEAST CORRIDOR DEVELOP-
MENT AND IMPROVEMENT.

(a) AMENDMENT.—Chapter 244 of title 49,
United States Code, is amended by adding at the
end the following new section:

“§24407. Federal-State partnership for North-
east Corridor rehabilitation and improve-
ment
“(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Transpor-

tation shall develop and implement a program

for issuing grants to applicants, on a competi-
tive basis, for the purpose of financing the cap-
ital projects included in the Northeast Corridor

Priority Project List developed under subsection

(c).

““(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the fol-

lowing definitions apply:

‘(1) APPLICANT.—The term ‘applicant’ means
a State (including the District of Columbia), a
group of States, an Interstate Compact, or a
public agency established by one or more States
and having responsibility for providing intercity
passenger or commuter rail service.
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““(2) MAJOR STATE-OF-GOOD-REPAIR PROJECT.—
The term ‘major state-of-good-repair project’
means a capital project primarily intended to re-
place, rehabilitate or repair major Northeast
Corridor infrastructure assets utilized for pro-
viding intercity rail passenger transportation,
including tunnels, bridges, stations, and other
assets as determined by the Secretary.

“(3) IMPROVEMENT PROJECT.—The term ‘im-
provement project’ means a capital project pri-
marily intended to improve intercity passenger
rail performance on the Northeast Corridor, in-
cluding reduced trip times, increased train fre-
quencies, higher operating speeds, and other im-
provements as determined by the Secretary.

““(c) NORTHEAST CORRIDOR PRIORITY PROJECT
LIST.—The Northeast Corridor Infrastructure
and Operations Advisory Commission, estab-
lished under section 24905, shall develop and ap-
prove a Northeast Corridor Priority Project List
that shall include—

‘“(1) a list of prioritized individual major
state-of-good-repair projects and improvement
projects along the Northeast Corridor that—

““(A) can be completed based on—

‘“(i) the funding authorized under section
103(b) of the Passenger Rail Reform and Invest-
ment Act of 2015;

“‘(ii) any subsequent applicable authorization
in effect;

““(iii) in the absence of such an authorization,
a 5-year funding amount based on the most re-
cent appropriation; or

“(iv) the requirements of subsection (d); and

‘““(B) are consistent with the Northeast Cor-
ridor capital investment plan required under
section 24911(a);

‘““(2) an identification of the applicant for
each individual project;

“(3) an identification of the sources of non-
Federal matching funds for each project; and

‘““(4) a description of the benefits each project
will bring to intercity rail passenger services.

‘“‘(d) USE OF FUNDS.—The Federal grants au-
thorized under this section shall be for no more
than 50 percent of the met project cost of the
project involved.

“(e) APPLICABILITY OF CAPITAL GRANT RE-
QUIREMENTS.—Except as specifically provided in
this section, the use of any amounts appro-
priated for grants under this section shall be
subject to the requirements of this chapter.

“(f) MATCH REQUIREMENTS.—No grants may
be obligated to an applicant under this section
unless the applicant has transmitted to the Sec-
retary of Transportation a binding written com-
mitment to provide all amounts necessary for
the purpose of matching Federal contributions
as required by this section.

‘““(g) UPDATES TO LIST.—The Northeast Cor-
ridor Infrastructure and Operations Advisory
Commission shall revise the NEC Priority
Project List as necessary to reflect—

‘(1) any differences in the availability of Fed-
eral funding from the levels assumed for pur-
poses of subsection (c)(1)(A) (i) and (ii);

“(2) any elimination or addition of projects;
and

““(3) any reduction or increase in benefits to
be derived from a project.

‘““(h) AVAILABILITY.—Amounts appropriated
for carrying out this section shall remain avail-
able until expended.

‘(i) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this section
shall supplant the requirement of applicants to
compensate Amtrak for the use of Amtrak facili-
ties or services pursuant to section 24905(c).

““(j) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this section,
the term ‘Northeast Corridor’ means the North-
east Corridor main line between Boston, Massa-
chusetts, and the District of Columbia, and the
Northeast Corridor branch lines connecting to
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, Springfield, Massa-
chusetts, and Spuyten Duyvil, New York, and
facilities and services used to operate and main-
tain those lines.”.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections for chapter 244 of title 49, United States
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Code, is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new item:

“‘24407. Federal-State partnership for North-
east Corridor rehabilitation and improve-
ment.”’.

SEC. 302. RRIF IMPROVEMENTS.

(a) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary
of Transportation shall issue regulations imple-
menting the amendments made by this section.

(b) COLLATERAL.—Section 502(h)(2) of the
Railroad Revitalization and Regulatory Reform
Act of 1976 (45 U.S.C. 822(h)(2)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“(2) The Secretary’ and insert-
ing ‘““(2)(A) The Secretary’’;

(2) by inserting ‘‘The Secretary may subordi-
nate rights of the Secretary under any provision
of title 49 or title 23 of the United States Code,
to the rights of the Secretary under this section
and section 503.”" after ‘‘from another source.’’;
and

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

‘““(B) The Secretary shall, for purposes of mak-
ing a finding under subsection (g9)(4), accept the
net present value on a future stream of State or
local subsidy income or dedicated revenue as
collateral offered to secure the loan.”.

(c) OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET RE-
VIEW.—Section 502(i) of such Act (45 U.S.C.
822(i)) is amended by inserting ‘‘In order to en-
able compliance with such time limit, the Office
of Management and Budget shall take any ac-
tions required with respect to the application
within such 90-day period.”’ after ‘‘disapprove
the application.”.

(d) RRIF APPLICATION.—Section 502(i) of such
Act (45 U.S.C. 822(i)) is further amended—

(1) by striking ‘“DISAPPROVAL.—Not later than
90 days after receiving’ and inserting ‘‘DIS-
APPROVAL.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days after
an application is determined pursuant to para-
graph (2) to be’’; and

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

““(2) COMPLETION OF APPLICATION.—The Sec-
retary shall establish procedures for making a
determination, not later than 45 days after sub-
mission of an application under this section,
whether the application is complete. Such proce-
dures shall—

“(A) provide for a checklist of the required
components of a complete application;

‘““(B) require the Secretary to provide to the
applicant a description of the specific compo-
nents of the application that remain incomplete
if an application is determined to be incomplete;
and

“(C) permit reapplication without prejudice
for applications determined to be incomplete.

““(3) INDEPENDENT FINANCIAL ANALYST.—The
Secretary shall assign an independent financial
analyst within 45 days of submittal of a com-
plete application.”.

(e) POSITIVE TRAIN  CONTROL.—Section
502(c)(1) of such Act (45 U.S.C. 822(c)(1)) is
amended by inserting ‘‘, including projects for
the installation of a positive train control (as
defined in section 20157(i) of title 49, United
States Code) system’ after “‘public safety’.

(f) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Section 502 of such
Act (45 U.S.C. 822) is further amended by adding
at the end the following new subsection:

‘““(k) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 1
year after the date of enactment of the Pas-
senger Rail Reform and Investment Act of 2015,
and annually thereafter, the Secretary shall
transmit to Congress a report on the program
under this section that provides information on
loans approved and disapproved by the Sec-
retary during the previous year. Such report
shall not disclose the identity of direct loan or
loan guarantee recipients. The report shall de-
scribe—

‘(1) the number of pre-application meetings
with potential applicants;

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

“(2) the number of applications received and
determined complete under subsection (i)(2), in-
cluding the requested loan amounts;

““(3) the dates of receipt of applications;

“(4) the dates applications were determined
complete under subsection (i)(2);

““(5) the number of applications determined in-
complete under subsection (i)(2);

“(6) the final decision dates for both approv-
als and disapprovals of applications;

“(7) the nmumber of applications withdrawn
from consideration; and

“(8) the annual loan portfolio asset quality.’’.
SEC. 303. NEC FAST FORWARD.

(a) NORTHEAST CORRIDOR AUTHORITY.—Sec-
tion 502(d) of the Railroad Revitalization and
Regulatory Reform Act of 1976 (45 U.S.C. 822(d))
is amended by inserting ‘40 percent shall be
available solely for projects described in sub-
section (1)(1), and’’ after “‘Of this amount,”’.

(b) NORTHEAST CORRIDOR FAST FORWARD
PROGRAM.—Section 502 of such Act is further
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

“(1) NORTHEAST CORRIDOR FAST FORWARD.—

‘(1) PURPOSE.—The Secretary, as part of the
Railroad Rehabilitation and Improvement Fi-
nancing program, shall provide direct loans and
loan guarantees to eligible entities described in
subsection (a) for capital projects to improve the
Northeast Corridor (as used in section 24911 of
title 49, United States Code).

““(2) COLLATERAL.—Loans made or guaranteed
under this subsection shall require collateral
equal to the loan amount requested.

““(3) INVESTMENT GRADE RATING.—A direct
loan or loan guarantee shall be made under this
subsection only if a rating agency has assigned
an investment grade rating of BBB minus,
Baa3, bbb minus, BBB (low), (or equivalent) or
higher to the project obligation. For purposes of
this paragraph, the term ‘rating agency’ means
a credit rating agency registered with the Secu-
rities and Exchange Commission as a nationally
recognized statistical rating organization (as
that term is defined in section 3(a) of the Securi-
ties Exchange Act of 1934 (15 U.S.C. 78c(a))).

““(4) INCLUSION IN NEC PLANNING.—Loans and
loan guarantees made wunder this subsection
shall be for projects that are included in the
most recent 5-year budget and business plan
prepared pursuant to section 24911(a) of title 49,
United States Code.

““(5) REFINANCING.—Loans made or guaran-
teed under this subsection shall not be used for
the refinancing of outstanding debt incurred.

““(6) COHORT OF LOANS.—Subsection (f)(4)
shall not apply to loans made or guaranteed
under this subsection.”’.

(c) REPORT ON LEVERAGING RRIF.—Not later
than 180 days after the date of enactment of this
Act, the Comptroller General shall transmit to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives and
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation of the Senate a report identi-
fying potential revenue sources, projects, and
service improvements that could be achieved by
the amendments made by subsections (a) and
().

(d) CONDITIONS OF FUNDING.—

(1) GRANTS.—Section 24405 of title 49, United
States Code, is amended—

(A) by striking ‘15 days’ and inserting ‘30
days’ in subsection (a)(4)(B); and

(B) in subsection (a), by adding at the end the
following:

““(12) Not later than 1 year after the date of
enactment of the Passenger Rail Reform and In-
vestment Act of 2015, and annually thereafter,
the Secretary shall transmit to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of the
Senate and the Committee on Transportation
and Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives a report listing any waiver issued under
this section during the preceding year.”’.

(2) RRIF.—Section 502(h)(3) of the Railroad
Revitalization and Regulatory Reform Act of
1976 (45 U.S.C. 822(h)(3)) is amended—
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(4) by striking “‘and’ at the end of subpara-
graph (A);

(B) by striking the period at the end of sub-
paragraph (B) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(C) the requirements of section 24405(a) of
title 49, United States Code.”’.

SEC. 304. LARGE CAPITAL PROJECT REQUIRE-
MENTS.

Section 24402 of title 49, United States Code, is
amended by adding at the end the following
subsection:

““(‘m) LARGE CAPITAL PROJECT REQUIRE-
MENTS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For a grant awarded under
this chapter for an amount in excess of
$1,000,000,000, the following conditions shall
apply:

‘“(A) The Secretary of Transportation shall
not obligate any funding unless the applicant
demonstrates to the satisfaction of the Secretary
that it has committed and will be able to fulfill
the mon-Federal share required for the grant
within the applicant’s proposed project comple-
tion timetable.

‘““(B) The Secretary shall not obligate any
funding for work activities that occur after the
completion of final design unless—

‘(i) the applicant transmits to the Secretary a
financial plan that generally identifies the
sources of the non-Federal funding required for
any subsequent segments or phases of the cor-
ridor service development program covering the
project for which the grant is made;

““(ii) the grant will result in a useable seg-
ment, a transportation facility, or equipment,
that has operational independence; and

““(iii) the intercity passenger rail benefits an-
ticipated to result from the grant, such as in-
creased speed, improved on-time performance,
reduced trip time, increased frequencies, new
service, safety improvements, improved accessi-
bility, or other significant enhancements are de-
tailed by the grantee and approved by the Sec-
retary.

‘“(C) The Secretary shall ensure that the
project is maintained to the level of utility that
is mnecessary to support the benefits approved
under subparagraph (B)(iii) for a period of 20
years from the date the useable segment, trans-
portation facility, or equipment described in
subparagraph (B)(ii) is placed in service. If the
project property is not maintained as required
by this subparagraph for a period of time in ex-
cess of 12 months, then a pro-rata share of the
Federal contribution, based upon the percentage
remaining of the 20-year period that commenced
when the project property was placed in service,
shall be refunded.

‘““(2) EARLY WORK.—The Secretary may allow
a grantee subject to this subsection to engage in
at-risk work activities subsequent to the conclu-
sion of final design where the Secretary deter-
mines that such work activities are reasonable
and necessary.’’.

SEC. 305. SMALL BUSINESS PARTICIPATION
STUDY.

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary of Transportation
shall conduct a nationwide disparity and avail-
ability study on the availability and use of
small business concerns owned and controlled
by socially and economically disadvantaged in-
dividuals in publically funded intercity rail pas-
senger transportation (as defined in section
24102 of title 49, United States Code) projects ad-
ministered by the Federal Railroad Administra-
tion.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after the
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary
shall transmit to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation of the Senate a re-
port containing the results of the study con-
ducted under subsection (a).

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) SMALL BUSINESS CONCERN.—
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(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘small business
concern’’ means a small business concern as the
term is used in section 3 of the Small Business
Act (15 U.S.C. 632).

(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘small business
concern’’ does not include any concern or group
of concerns controlled by the same socially and
economically disadvantaged individual or indi-
viduals that have average annual gross receipts
during the preceding 3 fiscal years in excess of
$22,410,000, as adjusted annually by the Sec-
retary for inflation.

(2) SOCIALLY AND ECONOMICALLY DISADVAN-
TAGED INDIVIDUAL.—The term ‘‘socially and eco-
nomically disadvantaged individual’” has the
meaning given the term in section 8(d) of the
Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 637(d)) and rel-
evant subcontracting regulations issued pursu-
ant to that Act, except that women shall be pre-
sumed to be socially and economically disadvan-
taged individuals for purposes of this section.

(d) FUNDING.—Of the total amount made
available to the Office of the Secretary of the
Department of Transportation and the Federal
Railroad Administration, for each of fiscal years
2016 and 2017, $3,000,000 shall be used to imple-
ment the requirements of this section.

SEC. 306. GULF COAST RAIL SERVICE WORKING
GROUP.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Federal
Railroad Administration shall convene a work-
ing group to evaluate the restoration of intercity
rail passenger service in the Gulf Coast region
between New Orleans, Louisiana, and Orlando,
Florida.

(b) MEMBERSHIP.—The working group shall
consist of representatives of—

(1) Amtrak;

(2) the States along the proposed route or
routes;

(3) regional transportation planning organiza-
tions and metropolitan planning organizations,
municipalities, and communities along the pro-
posed route or routes, selected by the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Railroad Administration;

(4) the Southern Rail Commission;

(5) freight railroad carriers whose tracks may
be used for such service; and

(6) other entities determined appropriate by
the Administrator.

(c) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The working group
shall—

(1) evaluate all options for restoring intercity
rail passenger service in the Gulf Coast region,
including options outlined in the report trans-
mitted to Congress pursuant to section 226 of the
Passenger Rail Investment and Improvement Act
of 2008 (Public Law 110-432);

(2) select a preferred option for restoring such
service;

(3) develop a prioriticed inventory of capital
projects and other actions required to restore
such service and cost estimates for such projects
or actions, and

(4) identify Federal and non-Federal funding
sources required to restore such service, includ-
ing options for entering into public-private part-
nerships to restore such service.

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 9 months after
the date of enactment of this Act, the working
group shall transmit to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure in the House of
Representatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation in the Sen-
ate a report that includes—

(1) the preferred option selected under sub-
section (c)(2) and the reasons for selecting such
option;

(2) the information described in subsection
(©)(3);

(3) the funding sources identified under sub-
section (c)(4);

(4) the costs and benefits of restoring intercity
rail passenger transportation in the region; and

(5) any other information the working group
determines appropriate.

SEC. 307. MISCELLANEOUS.

(a) TITLE 49 AMENDMENTS.—Title 49, United

States Code, is amended—
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(1) in section 22106(b), by striking ‘‘interest
thereof’” and inserting ‘‘interest thereon’’;

(2) in section 24101(b), by striking ‘‘subsection
(d)”’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (c)’’; and

(3) in section 24706—

(A) in subsection (a)(1), by striking “‘a dis-
continuance under section 24704 or or’’;

(B) in subsection (a)(2), by striking ‘‘section
24704 or’’; and

(C) in subsection (b), by striking
24704 or’’.

(b) TABLE OF SECTIONS AMENDMENT.—The
item relating to section 24316 in the table of sec-
tions for chapter 243 of such title is amended by
striking ‘‘Plan to assist”’ and inserting ‘‘Plans
to address needs of”’.

(c) PASSENGER RAIL INVESTMENT AND IM-
PROVEMENT ACT AMENDMENTS.—Section 305 of
the Passenger Rail Investment and Improvement
Act of 2008 (49 U.S.C. 24101 note) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting after
“‘equipment manufacturers,”’ the following:
“nonprofit organizations representing employees
who perform overhaul and maintenance of pas-
senger railroad equipment,’’;

(2) in subsection (c), by striking *‘, and may
establish a corporation, which may be owned or
jointly-owned by Amtrak, participating States,
or other entities, to perform these functions’’;
and

(3) in subsection (e), by striking ‘“‘and estab-
lishing a jointly-owned corporation to manage
that equipment’’.

TITLE IV—PROJECT DELIVERY
SEC. 401. PROJECT DELIVERY RULEMAKING.

(a) RULEMAKING.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary
shall begin a rulemaking to govern the Federal
review, permitting, and approval or disapproval
of—

(1) freight railroad and intercity rail pas-
senger transportation infrastructure projects,
including those that are carried out or planned
to be carried out with the use of Federal funds
administered by the Department of Transpor-
tation through a grant, contract, loan, or other
financing instrument; and

(2) commuter rail passenger transportation (as
defined in section 24102(3) of title 49, United
States Code) infrastructure projects that are
funded in whole or in part through a direct loan
or loan guarantee under title V of the Railroad
Revitalization and Regulatory Reform Act of
1976 (45 U.S.C. 801 et seq.).

(b) DEADLINE.—The Secretary shall complete
the rulemaking required under subsection (a)
not later than 2 years after the date of enact-
ment of this Act.

(¢) REQUIREMENTS AND CONSIDERATIONS.—The
rulemaking under subsection (a) shall include
procedures that—

(1) reduce the aggregate time for review and
permitting of infrastructure projects described
under subsection (a) while preserving existing
statutory requirements for public comment or as-
sessing the impact of a proposed project;

(2) institutionalize or expand best practices or
process improvements that agencies are already
implementing to improve the efficiency of re-
views;

(3) identify high-performance attributes of in-
frastructure projects described under subsection
(a) that demonstrate how projects seek to ad-
vance existing statutory and policy objectives,
thereby facilitating a more efficient review and
permitting process;

(4) create a process to invite Federal agencies
and State, local, and tribal governments to par-
ticipate in the review process, expand coordina-
tion with such agencies and governments, and
require the identification as early as practicable
in the process of any—

(A) Federal agency or State, local, or tribal
government with jurisdiction over the project or
required by law to conduct or issue a review or
make a determination with regard to the project;
and
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(B) review, analysis, opinion, and permit, li-
cense, or approval required for the project;

(5) create process efficiencies, including—

(A) designating Federal agencies and State,
local, and tribal governments as cooperating
and participating agencies;

(B) conducting concurrent and integrated re-
views, analyses, opinions, and permits, licenses,
or approvals to the maximum extent practicable;

(C) establishing timelines, in coordination
with affected Federal agencies, for completion of
those reviews, analyses, opinions, and permits,
licenses, or approvals;

(D) developing a coordination plan and sched-
ule, in coordination with affected Federal agen-
cies, for participation in the review by Federal
agencies, State, local, and tribal governments,
and the public; and

(E) implementing a process to effectively iden-
tify and resolve issues that may affect comple-
tion of reviews in a timely manner;

(6) effectively engage the public and interested
stakeholders as early in the review process as
possible;

(7) include opportunities to use existing share-
in-cost authorities and other monappropriated
funding sources to support early coordination
and project review;

(8) expand the use of information technology
tools and identify priority areas for information
technology investment to replace paperwork
processes, enhance effective project siting deci-
sions, enhance interagency collaboration, and
improve the monitoring of project impacts and
mitigation commitments;

(9) ensure that documents developed under
the procedures are adopted and used by other
Federal agencies, and State, local, and tribal
governments, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, to eliminate redundancy and duplicative
reviews;

(10) include improvements to mitigation poli-
cies to provide added predictability, facilitate
landscape-scale mitigation based on conserva-
tion plans and regional environmental assess-
ments, facilitate interagency mitigation plans
where appropriate, ensure accountability and
long-term effectiveness of mitigation activities,
and utilize innovative mechanisms where appro-
priate; and

(11) develop a process for periodically consid-
ering expansion of categorical exclusions for in-
frastructure projects described under subsection
(a) that conform to those of other modal admin-
istrations.
SEC. 402. HISTORIC PRESERVATION
ROADS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 12 months
after the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary, in consultation with appropriate Federal
agencies, including the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation, the National Conference
of State Historic Preservation Officers, the Na-
tional Association of Tribal Historic Preserva-
tion Officers, and mnongovernmental stake-
holders representing the railroad industry and
historic preservation concerns, shall—

(1) administratively pursue program alter-
natives (as that term is used in 36 C.F.R. 800.14)
to promote a consistent approach in the treat-
ment of railroad and rail-related properties for
historic preservation review under section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation Act (16
U.S.C. 470f); and

(2) develop mechanisms for streamlining com-
pliance with the requirements of section 303 of
title 49, United States Code, for railroad and
rail-related properties.

(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—In carrying out sub-
section (a), the Secretary shall—

(1) consider, among other options, the devel-
opment of—

(A) programmatic agreements, program com-
ments, exempted categories of undertakings, and
guidance for historic reviews under section 106
of the National Historic Preservation Act (as
those terms are used in 36 C.F.R. 800.14); and

(B) programmatic evaluations, de minimis im-
pact determinations, and regulatory guidance
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for reviews under section 303 of title 49, United
States Code (as those terms are used in 23
C.F.R. 774); and

(2) take into account, at a minimum—

(4) maintenance and repair of railroad and
rail-related property;

(B) repair and replacement of bridges, struc-
tures, or facilities in a like-for-like manner, or
when the bridge, structure, or facility is not a
contributing element of a historic district;

(C) safety-related projects, including installa-
tion, maintenance, and repair of positive train
control systems;

(D) management of railroad and rail-related
properties that include both historic and non-
historic components;

(E) integration of reviews under section 106 of
the National Historic Preservation Act, reviews
under section 303 of title 49, United States Code,
and environmental reviews; and

(F) consistency in treatment of railroads na-
tionwide for historic preservation purposes.

TITLE V—MISCELLANEOUS
SEC. 501. DEFINITION.

For purposes of this Act, the term ‘‘Secretary”
means the Secretary of Transportation.
SEC. 502. TITLE 49 DEFINITIONS.

(a) TITLE 49 AMENDMENTS.—Section 24102 of
title 49, United States Code, is amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (5) through
(9) as paragraphs (7) through (11), respectively;

(2) by inserting after paragraph (4) the fol-
lowing new paragraphs:

‘“(5) ‘long-distance route’ means a route de-
scribed in subparagraph (C) of paragraph (7).

‘““(6) ‘National Network’ includes long-dis-
tance routes and State-supported routes.”’; and

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

‘““(12) ‘state-of-good-repair’ means a condition
in which physical assets, both individually and
as a system, are—

“(A) performing at a level at least equal to
that called for in their as-built or as-modified
design specification during any period when the
life cycle cost of maintaining the assets is lower
than the cost of replacing them; and

‘““(B) sustained through regular maintenance
and replacement programs.

“(13) ‘State-supported route’ means a route
described in subparagraph (B) or (D) of para-
graph (7), or in section 24702, that is operated
by Amtrak, excluding those trains operated by
Amtrak on the routes described in paragraph
(7)(A).”.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 217 of
the Passenger Rail Investment and Improvement
Act of 2008 (49 U.S.C. 24702 note) is amended by
striking ““24102(5)(D)”’ and inserting
““24102(7)(D)”’.

The Acting CHAIR. No amendment
to that amendment in the nature of a
substitute shall be in order except
those printed in House Report 114-36.
Each such amendment may be offered
only in the order printed in the report,
by a Member designated in the report,
shall be considered read, shall be de-
batable for the time specified in the re-
port, equally divided and controlled by
the proponent and an opponent, shall
not be subject to amendment, and shall
not be subject to a demand for division
of the question.

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. MCNERNEY

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 1 printed in
House Report 114-36.

Mr. MCNERNEY. Mr. Chairman, I do
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:
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Page 43, line 24, strike ‘‘where appro-
priate” and insert ‘‘including small business
concerns owned and controlled by socially
and economically disadvantaged individ-
uals’.

Page 44, after line 16, insert the following:

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the terms
‘‘small business concern” and ‘‘socially and
economically disadvantaged individual”’
have the meanings given such terms in sec-
tion 305(c).

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 134, the gentleman
from California (Mr. MCNERNEY) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

Mr. McNERNEY. Mr. Chairman, I
want to thank Chairman SHUSTER and
Ranking Member DEFAZIO for their
work on this. It has been a bipartisan
effort.

It has been a long time since we have
seen a rail bill, and it’s about time. We
need to do something to improve our
rail system. This bill authorizes $7.2
billion for passenger rail over the next
4 fiscal years and will help improve
Amtrak’s service and long-term sta-
bility. It has a wide range of support
from all the stakeholders.

I have two Amtrak stations in my re-
gion, and both of them are in commu-
nities that are devastated by the eco-
nomic downturn, and unfortunately,
our small businesses have been slower
to recover from the recession because
they have less access to capital and in-
formation.

Section 208 of this bill directs Am-
trak to submit a report to Congress
within 1 year on the options to enhance
economic development around the Am-
trak stations. This provision requires
Amtrak to issue a request for proposals
seeking persons or entities to carry out
these proposals.

My amendment encourages the proc-
ess to be inclusive of socially and eco-
nomically disadvantaged businesses
while keeping the intent to strengthen
multimodal connections, capturing de-
velopment-related streams, meaning
multiple revenue sources and better
leveraging station assets.

We need to encourage our socially
and economically disadvantaged small
businesses a chance to provide their
input and feedback on station develop-
ment proposals in and around Amtrak
communities.

A disadvantaged business is one that
is at least 51 percent owned and con-
trolled by one or more socially and eco-
nomically disadvantaged individuals or
groups. According to the Minority
Business Development Agency, only 2
percent of all minority-owned firms are
considered high revenue, meaning busi-
nesses with annual receipts of over $1
million. These enterprises account for
68 percent of total receipts and 61 per-
cent of all jobs produced by all minor-
ity enterprises.

As these businesses grow and inno-
vate, so does the rest of our economy.
Our society and economy is made
stronger from diversity, and socially
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and economically disadvantaged busi-
nesses should have information to com-
pete and to be included in all the busi-
ness development with public and pri-
vate entities.

The Department of Transportation
has done very well in recognizing the
role that disadvantaged small busi-
nesses play in the community. We
must ensure that this also remains
true of Amtrak.

We need to see that these disadvan-
taged areas develop in sync with the
money that is being spent. We just
want to make sure that the informa-
tion is there so they can compete on a
fair basis.

My bill and this amendment is a
chance to invest in our intercity pas-
senger rail service and spur innovation,
growth, and investment in the sur-
rounding communities. I encourage the
adoption of my amendment.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, I
claim the time in opposition to the
amendment, even though I do not op-
pose the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. HULTGREN).
Without objection, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

There was no objection.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, this
amendment does clarify that socially
and economically disadvantaged small
businesses can compete for contracts in
the bills dealing with the redevelop-
ment of stations.

A lot of these stations are in down-
town areas that are very desirable for
development, and so we want to en-
courage that. This amendment, I be-
lieve, strengthens the bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. MCcNERNEY. Mr. Chairman, the
good thing about the amendment, it
doesn’t cost anything, and I think it
will really help some of our disadvan-
taged communities.

As the chairman said, these are in
the downtown areas that need the most
help, so I encourage my colleagues to
support the amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. MCNER-
NEY).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR.
FITZPATRICK.

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 2 printed in
House Report 114-36.

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I have an amend-
ment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 63, line 6, insert after ‘‘individuals”
the following: ‘‘and veteran-owned small
businesses’.

Page 64, after line 13, insert the following:

(3) VETERAN-OWNED SMALL BUSINESS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘veteran-owned
small business” has the meaning given the
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term ‘‘small business concern owned and
controlled by veterans’ in section 3(q)(3) of
the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 632(q)(3)).

(B) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘veteran-owned
small business’ does not include any concern
or group of concerns controlled by the same
veterans that have average annual gross re-
ceipts during the preceding 3 fiscal years in
excess of $22,410,000 as adjusted annually by
the Secretary for inflation.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 134, the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr. FITZPATRICK)
and a Member opposed each will con-
trol 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I thank the
Chair, and I commend and congratulate
Mr. SHUSTER on his very thoughtful ap-
proach to this passenger rail reform
bill, which is poised to pass, and I en-
courage its passage here today.

Mr. Chair, our Nation’s veterans are
the most highly skilled workforce in
our Nation’s history. They are the
product of rigorous training and iron-
clad commitment to teamwork. They
have a remarkable ability to succeed
where others might fail.

It is no wonder, then, that nearly 2.5
million veterans own and operate their
own businesses, creating and sus-
taining over 8 million jobs for hard-
working Americans. However, the cur-
rent pool of veteran-owned businesses
is getting older, with recent census
data showing that 75 percent of current
veteran-owned businesses were age b5
and over.

As this older generation of veterans
look toward retirement, America will
begin to lose a key driver of economic
growth. We need to be thinking now
about how to encourage the next gen-
eration of veterans—the more than
250,000 servicemembers currently
transitioning from military to civilian
life—to take up the job-creating man-
tle of starting their own veteran-owned
businesses.

The numbers are on our side, with
one in four veterans saying they are
considering starting or buying their
own small business. We cannot miss
this opportunity.

My amendment under consideration
today works to ensure we, as a Con-
gress, are doing everything possible to
level the playing field for these veteran
entrepreneurs when competing for Fed-
eral contracts. It is a simple premise
that my constituents in Bucks and
Montgomery Counties, Pennsylvania,
know and understand as fairness to
veterans.

The amendment is straightforward.
It adds veteran-owned small businesses
to the small business participation
study required under section 305 of the
Passenger Rail Reform and Investment
Act. Section 305 directs the Secretary
of Transportation to conduct a nation-
wide disparity and availability study
on the availability and use of certain
classes of small businesses.

While I am a supporter of having a
completely level playing field through-
out Federal contracting for every small
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business, the fact is, today, some get a
preference when doing business with
the Federal Government when veterans
do not.

This amendment begins the process
of addressing that discrepancy. Fair-
ness to veterans is not about dramati-
cally overhauling the current system,
but it is about making sure that if any-
body is going to get a preference, vet-
erans should at least have an equal
shot.

Adding them to the study included in
the Passenger Rail Reform and Invest-
ment Act will give the Department of
Transportation a better understanding
of the availability of veteran-owned
small businesses to help rebuild our
crumbling rail infrastructure and hope-
fully help highlight the benefit of em-
bracing veteran-owned businesses in all
future Federal infrastructure projects.

I urge my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to join me in support of this
commonsense amendment, which
strengthens the underlying bill and en-
sures fairness to our veterans.

I reserve the balance of my time.
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Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Chairman, I
claim the time in opposition, even
though I do not oppose the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from Massachu-
setts is recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Chairman, I con-
gratulate the author, Mr. FITZPATRICK.
It is a great amendment. I wish I had
thought of it, to be perfectly honest. I
look forward to supporting it.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. SHUSTER. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I yield to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. SHUSTER. I thank the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania.

His amendment would ensure that
veteran-owned small businesses be con-
sidered when they are looking who has
historically participated in Federal
funds in all projects, so I strongly sup-
port the hiring of veterans.

I appreciate Mr. FITZPATRICK for of-
fering this bill, and, once again, it will
strengthen the bill, so I support it.

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Chair, I
thank Mr. CAPUANO and Chairman SHU-
STER for their support of this amend-
ment.

Like the previous amendment, there
is no cost to including veteran-owned
small businesses in the participation
study, no cost to the Federal taxpayer,
good for our Nation’s veterans and
their own businesses. I encourage my
colleagues to support this.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
FITZPATRICK).

The amendment was agreed to.

AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. MICA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 3 printed in
House Report 114-36.
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Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I have an
amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 68, after line 9, insert the following
new section:

SEC. 308. NORTHEAST CORRIDOR EXPRESS SERV-
ICE.

(a) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after
the date of enactment of this Act, the North-
east Corridor Infrastructure and Operations
Advisory Committee, in consultation with
Amtrak, shall transmit to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation
of the Senate a report that analyzes the im-
plementation of non-stop, high-speed express
passenger rail service between Washington,
District of Columbia, and New York, New
York, and between New York, New York, and
Boston, Massachusetts. The report shall con-
sider—

(1) estimated trip time, ridership, revenue,
total cost, capacity, and other metrics for
each service;

(2) impacts on existing Amtrak and com-
muter rail services; and

(3) impacts on Northeast Corridor infra-
structure.

(b) CONSIDERATION.—Not later than 90 days
after the transmittal of the report required
under subsection (a), the Amtrak Board of
Directors shall consider implementing such
services.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 134, the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. MicA) and a Member
opposed each will control 5 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida.

Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I yield my-
self 4 minutes.

Mr. Chairman and my colleagues,
first of all, I want to thank both sides
of the aisle, particularly the leadership
of Chairman SHUSTER, Mr. DEFAZIO,
Mr. CAPUANO, Mr. DENHAM and others
for all working together in a bipartisan
effort.

The last rail reauthorization I did
with Mr. Oberstar was the first one we
had done in about 10 years. That was
the precedent to this bill, and we need
to do that. We need to act responsibly.

We need to improve passenger rail
service in the United States. We need
to take Amtrak and this country from
a Third World passenger rail service
with a Soviet-style operation into the
21st century. I think we can begin to do
that with the amendment that I have
offered here today and that we have a
bipartisan agreement on.

It is not everything I would like. I
am going to try to strengthen it as it
moves through the process. This
amendment would potentially open the
Northeast corridor to express service
from Washington, D.C., to New York
City and to Boston, and it is great to
have Mr. CAPUANO here. Right now, the
service from Boston to New York City
runs 68 miles an hour on average. That
is Third World kind of operations.

I believe that we could have express
service for less than 2% hours in that
corridor, closer to 2 hours with this
amendment. Right now, it goes 83
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miles an hour. That is our high-speed
service in the United States.

Now, we are about to put a signifi-
cant amount of money into the North-
east corridor, and I have no problem
with that. This bill authorizes that
money, some with direct appropria-
tions, about a half billion dollars a
year for each of the next 4 years. Then
it also allows the revenue coming into
the Northeast corridor to stay in the
Northeast corridor. I have no problem
with that.

Again, what do the rest of us get in
the country by putting this money in?
I think we have subsidized Amtrak
fairly well. Right now, every ticket is
underwritten—last year, $44.98. This
will also provide a subsidy. I have no
problem.

But what do we get back? Seventy
percent of all the air traffic delays in
the country are out of the Northeast
corridor, the chronically delayed
flights. We will see that, too, today and
tomorrow.

We can do a much better job improv-
ing service. Imagine getting from here
to Penn Station in less than 2 hours
and from Boston down to Penn Station
in record time.

Finally, others have done this. Virgin
Trains in England, one of the leaders in
innovation, has increased traffic from
14 million in the corridor from London
up to the north of England, from 14
million to 28 million passengers in less
than half a dozen years, an incredible
record that we could replicate here.

We only had 31 million passengers on
all of Amtrak last year, a little less
than that; and we could double the
number of people employed, the num-
ber of people working.

I have always supported labor in this.
We are not trying to do this at any sub-
standard wages. We want to make cer-
tain that all of those commitments to
our brothers and sisters in labor are
honored.

This is the beginning of a proposal to
open this up, the Northeast corridor,
and the commission actually will re-
port back to Congress with those pro-
posals. It won’t be buried. It is going to
come back to us, and then we can move
it forward.

It is time to take us into the next era
of passenger rail service in this coun-
try.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Chairman, I
claim the time in opposition, even
though I do not oppose the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from Massachu-
setts is recognized for 56 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. CAPUANO. Mr. Chairman, I
would like to congratulate the gen-
tleman from Florida.

Again, he stands up tall to defend the
idea of passenger rail. We totally agree
on that concept. We totally agree on
trying to make—especially the North-
east corridor—a more efficient rail.

I think this study, this commission
might help us. I hope it does. I am
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pleased to stand up today and support
this amendment and congratulate the
gentleman for offering it.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30
seconds to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. SHUSTER).

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chair, I rise in
support of this amendment. I believe,
once again, this study can have posi-
tive impact on us.

I also commend the chairman, the
former chairman of the committee, for
his passion. He is absolutely right as
far as getting these trains to run fast-
er, to have less stops. We can create, I
believe, in the long term, this express
corridor.

He is right that while the Europeans
are moving at speeds twice that rate,
we can do better in the United States,
and I believe this study will help us
move in that direction in the future.

I thank the gentleman and support
the amendment.

Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, in closing,
in 2010, when we were in the minority,
we had a little more time on our hands.
I published this report in the Transpor-
tation Committee, ‘“The Federal Gov-
ernment Must Stop Sitting on its As-
sets,” and listed in here is the North-
east corridor. It is one of the greatest
assets we have, from here to Boston,
and we need to utilize that asset.

We can put in better service, and I
think we can do this through this par-
ticular amendment. We have got to
stop sitting on a valuable asset. It is
the only corridor that we own. The
other 22,000 miles of rail service is all
on freight private rail.

We can and we must adopt this
amendment to get us on our way.
Thank you, and I hope everybody is on
board.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MICA).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MS. BROWNLEY
OF CALIFORNIA

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 4 printed in
House Report 114-36.

Ms. BROWNLEY of California. Mr.
Chairman, I have an amendment at the
desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill, add the following
new section:

SEC. 503. STATE ACTION PLANS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall re-
quire—

(1) each State, other than those States
identified pursuant to section 202 of the Rail
Safety Improvement Act of 2008 (49 U.S.C.
22501 note), to develop and implement, not
later than 18 months after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, a State grade crossing ac-
tion plan; and

(2) each State that was identified pursuant
to section 202 of such Act to update its plan
and submit to the Secretary, not later than
1 year after the date of enactment of this
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Act, a report describing what the State did
to implement the plan.

(b) CONTENTS.—Each plan required under
subsection (a) shall—

(1) identify specific solutions for improving
safety at crossings, including highway-rail
grade crossing closures or grade separations;
and

(2) focus on crossings that have experi-
enced recent grade crossing accidents or
multiple accidents, or are at high risk for ac-
cidents.

(c) ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary shall pro-
vide assistance to the States in developing
and carrying out, as appropriate, the plan re-
quired under subsection (a).

(d) CONDITIONS.—The Secretary may condi-
tion the awarding of any grants under sec-
tion 103 of this Act to a State on the develop-
ment of such State’s grade crossing action
plan.

(e) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—The Secretary
shall make each plan and report publicly
available on an official Internet Web site.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 134, the gentlewoman
from California (Ms. BROWNLEY) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman.

Ms. BROWNLEY of California. Mr.
Chairman, I rise today to offer a sim-
ple, commonsense amendment to the
Passenger Rail Reform and Investment
Act of 2015.

My amendment would require each
State to develop a grade crossing ac-
tion plan, identifying specific solutions
for improving safety at rail-highway
crossings; furthermore, my amendment
would direct States to focus resources
on crossings that have experienced re-
cent grade crossing accidents, multiple
accidents, or crossings that are at high
risk for accidents.

Mr. Chairman, a week ago Tuesday,
our Nation witnessed yet another trag-
ic rail accident in my district when
Metrolink Ventura County Iline 102
crashed into a truck along the train
tracks in Oxnard.

While there are many unanswered
questions about this accident, one
issue is abundantly clear. As a nation,
we must do more to address rail-high-
way crossing safety and address the in-
creasing backlog of safety projects na-
tionwide. Currently, California ranks
second in the Nation in the number of
crossing accidents.

Nationally, the Federal Railroad Ad-
ministration estimates that there were
over 2,000 accidents at railroad cross-
ings in 2013, with 251 fatalities and 929
injuries.

As many residents of Ventura County
know, this is not the first time an acci-
dent has occurred at the Rice Avenue
intersection. This is a heavily-used cor-
ridor for both rail goods movement,
passenger rail—both Amtrak and
Metrolink—as well as automobiles and
truck traffic.

Unfortunately, like many local com-
munities across the Nation, Ventura
County cannot, on its own, fund rail-
highway crossing safety improvements.

As a member of this committee, I am
pleased that this bill provides funds for
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passenger rail infrastructure, and I
strongly support the provision that
permits funds to be used for crossing
safety improvements because we all
know these investments benefit not
only safety, but also our regional and
national economies.

In 2014, we invested $220 million in
the Railway-Highway Crossings Pro-
gram at the Federal level; yet, under
title 49, only 10 States are required by
Federal law to have action plans
prioritizing rail-highway safety im-
provements.

It is critically important for Con-
gress to ensure that Federal dollars for
passenger rail infrastructure improve-
ments are used wisely. We must also
ensure that Federal funds are
prioritized to address safety improve-
ments at the most dangerous crossings
first.

My amendment would get at the
heart of this issue by requiring every
State to have a specific plan in place
that will ensure both the wise use of
tax dollars and address rail-highway
grade crossing safety in a systematic
way.

I ask my colleagues to vote for my
commonsense amendment.

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, I
claim time in opposition, although I do
not oppose the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from Pennsylvania
is recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia for offering this amendment.

While grade crossing incidents have
dropped 40 percent since 2000, the trag-
ic events in Ms. BROWNLEY’s district
last week remind us how important it
is to be aware of grade crossings.

This amendment requiring States to
develop and implement plans to im-
prove safety at grade crossings within
their borders, I think, adds strength to
the bill. I would also note there are
similar grade crossing reporting re-
quirements in the Federal highway
program, and we should work with the
Senate during conference to reauthor-
ize the surface transportation pro-
grams, ensuring that there is consist-
ency among the requirements at those
grade crossings.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. BROWNLEY of California. I
thank the chairman for your extraor-
dinary work on this bill—and a bipar-
tisan bill as well—and I thank you for
accepting the amendment.

Rail-highway crossing safety prob-
lems are not unique to my district.
Sadly, my colleagues have also experi-
enced recent tragedies. On Monday, a
Long Island Rail Road train struck a
car stopped on the tracks in East
Rockaway. In February, a Metro-North
train struck a sport utility vehicle,
tragically Kkilling the driver and five
train passengers in Valhalla.
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I strongly believe that Congress,
along with State and local govern-
ments, must address this safety issue
as a matter of urgency, and I urge my
colleagues to support my amendment.

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. POSEY. I thank the gentlelady
for yielding. I would like to speak in
support of her amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. Does the gentle-
woman ask unanimous consent to re-
claim her time?

Ms. BROWNLEY of California. Yes.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentlewoman is recognized.

There was no objection.

The Acting CHAIR. Does the gentle-
woman yield?

Ms. BROWNLEY of California. Yes, I
yield.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Florida is recognized.

Mr. POSEY. Mr. Chairman, I thank
the gentlelady for yielding.

I would like to support this amend-
ment and urge my colleagues to do so.

They are putting in a high-speed rail
in my State now, running over 100
miles through my district, something
that will go 120-plus miles an hour
through the middle of small towns and
communities which are ill-prepared
and ill-equipped to safely facilitate
that high rate of traffic.

I wish I had thought ahead to bring
some illustrations, photographs, or dia-
grams of some of the intersections that
this train will go blazing through with-
out much thought to the pedestrians,
the vehicles, the men, women, and chil-
dren in the community that will be put
in danger by it.

I think this is a great amendment. If
you are going to use Federal money—I
see that the gentlelady said it is for
projects that use Federal money, not
an unfunded mandate—but if you are
going to use the Federal money, you
are going to use these RIF loans, some
of which appear to be in the process of
being granted in direct conflict of the
requirements of granting the RIF
loans, the very least we could do is in-
sist that the money is used safely in
our districts.
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The very least we could do is insist
that the money is used safely in our
districts.

So I thank the gentlelady for yield-
ing, and I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this great amendment.

Ms. BROWNLEY of California. Mr.
Chair, I yield back the balance of my
time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms.
BROWNLEY).

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIR. The Committee
will rise informally.

The Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
McCLINTOCK) assumed the chair.
——

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Curtis, one of its clerks, announced
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that the Senate has passed a joint reso-
lution of the following title in which
the concurrence of the House is re-
quested:

S.J. Res. 8. Joint resolution providing for
congressional disapproval under chapter 8 of
title 5, United States Code, of the rule sub-
mitted by the National Labor Relations
Board relating to representation case proce-
dures.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Committee will resume its sitting.

———

PASSENGER RAIL REFORM AND
INVESTMENT ACT OF 2015

The Committee resumed its sitting.
AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR.
PERLMUTTER

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. HULTGREN).
It is now in order to consider amend-
ment No. 5 printed in House Report
114-36.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

At the end of the bill, add the following
new section:

SEC. 503. QUIET ZONE REPORT.

Not later than 120 days after the date of
enactment of this Act, the Comptroller Gen-
eral shall transmit to Congress a report eval-
uating the rule issued by the Federal Rail-
road Administration on the use of loco-
motive horn at rail crossings. Such report
shall—

(1) evaluate the effectiveness of the rule in
reducing accidents and fatalities at rail
crossings;

(2) evaluate the effectiveness of the rule in
establishing quiet zones;

(3) identify any barriers to the establish-
ment of quiet zones; and

(4) estimate the costs associated with their
establishment.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 134, the gentleman
from Colorado (Mr. PERLMUTTER) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Colorado.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Chairman,
my amendment to H.R. 749 requires the
Government Accountability Office, the
GAO, to conduct a study and submit a
report to Congress evaluating the effec-
tiveness of the Federal Railroad Ad-
ministration’s 2005 rule on the use of
locomotive horns at rail crossings. We
were just talking about rail crossings.

After 10 years of being in effect, I be-
lieve it is fair we ask the FRA to up-
date and modernize the train horn reg-
ulation, allowing flexibility for new
technologies and innovations that may
become available.

The basic premise behind the rule has
not changed: to promote public safety
by requiring train operators to sound
horns at certain decibel levels while
passing through railway crossings to
alert motorists and pedestrians.

While the rule currently allows mu-
nicipalities to apply for ‘‘quiet zone”
status, I am concerned the current re-
quirements for obtaining a quiet zone

The
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waiver are far too rigid, cost prohibi-
tive, and time consuming. Achieving
quiet zone status can take years of
work and cost millions of dollars.

By requiring the GAO to study the
train horn rule, I am confident the
FRA can craft an updated rule striking
a balance between public safety and
providing communities flexibility to
establish quiet zones.

I hope the GAO study will provide in-
sight on how the FRA can update train
horn requirements when communities
invest in certain safety enhancements
and measures installed at crossings, in-
cluding barriers, warning signals, and
other features to keep the public safe.

Last year, I attended an event for the
unveiling of a new quiet zone in one of
the cities in my district, Commerce
City, Colorado, which was established
after significant investment from the
city. I want to thank the FRA and
State officials for working with Com-
merce City. But we need to review how
long and how costly these quiet zone
applications can be.

Just last week, another city in my
district, Arvada, announced four
planned railway crossing improve-
ments to establish crossing zones. Ac-
cording to a story published in The
Denver Post last week, the city has
been in discussions with the FRA for
more than 5 years on getting the quiet
zones approved. I include the text of
The Denver Post article for the
RECORD.

RAILROAD QUIET ZONES WILL SILENCE TRAIN
HORNS AT FOUR ARVADA CROSSINGS

Arvada residents living along the Union
Pacific Railroad tracks could sleep a little
easier next year with the establishment of
‘“‘quiet zones’ at four crossings.

City Council recently approved a $1.8 mil-
lion agreement with Union Pacific that will
see barriers and gates added where the
tracks intersect at Lamar and Carr Streets,
Olde Wadsworth Boulevard and West 66th
Avenue.

Arvada communications manager Maria
Vanderkolk said the city has been in discus-
sions for more than five years with the Fed-
eral Railroad Administration, the Public
Utilities Commission and Union Pacific on
getting the quiet zones approved.

“It’s expensive—we got a couple approved
elsewhere about 10 years ago, then we had
issues with these four and they’re right in
the heart of the city,” Vanderkolk said. ‘“We
told the neighborhood this would be done
last year. .. various and sundry delays
means this has literally taken years to get
approved.”’

Train horns are sounded in compliance
with federal rules and regulations, which re-
quire a train to blast its horn for 15 to 20 sec-
onds at any public crossing. Under terms of
the agreement, the city will install four-
quadrant gate systems—or gates with four
arms, in addition to flashing lights and ring-
ing bells, at the four crossings. These type of
gates make it difficult for motorists to drive
around.

Once they’re built, the trains will no
longer have to blast their horns and the
Union Pacific train will run quietly through
the entire length of Arvada.

“Without a quiet zone, people see a train
coming and think they may be able to beat
it and skirt around the gate,” Vanderkolk
said. '"With a quiet zone, you construct a bar-
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rier so the car physically can’t get around
it.”

Michael Smith has lived blocks from the
railroad tracks in his home near 64th Avenue
and Field Street for almost 35 years. He said
over the years, the trains have become more
frequent and the horns so prevalent that at
times they have kept him and family mem-
bers from getting a good night’s sleep.

Things got so bad they considered moving,
but decided to stay once it became clear the
city was working to address the problem.

“We really appreciate the work city staff
has done on getting this completed,” Smith
said. “‘It’s a lot of money, but it will be great
for the community.”

The city is coordinating with the railroad
on getting the crossings built by the end of
2015, said Chris Sveum, a city civil engineer.

She added: ‘‘There’s no guarantee the
trains still won’t have to sound their horns
from time to time, but this should cut down
the rate by 95 percent.”

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Chairman, it
is time for Congress to analyze the ef-
fectiveness of the train horn rule and
work with FRA to improve the ability
of our communities all across the coun-
try to continue investing in railway
crossing safety.

A more flexible rule could enable
these communities to craft solutions
reducing noise, promoting long-term
economic growth, and, at the same
time, ensuring the safety of residents.

With that, Mr. Chairman, I ask for an
‘“‘aye’ vote on this amendment, and I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, I
claim time in opposition, although I
support the amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from Pennsylvania
is recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, the
past couple of weeks have seen some
startling accidents at grade crossings.
Having an independent entity review
the train horn rule would be a good
start to helping ensure such accidents
don’t occur in the future.

The train horn and quiet zone rule
was one that took the Federal Railroad
Administration almost 10 years to
complete. It was finalized 10 years ago
in 2005. So this would be a good time to
revisit the effectiveness.

Furthermore, with the rise in freight
traffic on previously lower capacity
routes, some communities are seeing
more trains travel through their
towns, which are used to lower traffic.

Looking at crossings, the creation of
quiet zones, and their costs will be a
helpful tool for small communities
across the country. I recommend sup-
port for the gentleman from Colorado’s
amendment.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Chairman, I
thank the chairman of the Transpor-
tation Committee and all of the Mem-
bers for working with me on this
amendment. I would ask for an ‘‘aye”
vote.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. PERL-
MUTTER).
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The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. MCCLINTOCK

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 6 printed in
House Report 114-36.

Mr. MCCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 2, line 3, through page 3, line 10,
strike section 101.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 134, the gentleman
from California (Mr. MCCLINTOCK) and
a Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman,
this amendment removes the taxpayer
subsidies and requires Amtrak to oper-
ate as a business, as we were promised
it would when it was established back
in 1971.

Every year, as Amtrak’s operating
losses have mounted, Congress has du-
tifully shoveled more money at it to
keep it afloat. Every year, its congres-
sional supporters have promised re-
forms to bring these losses under con-
trol. And every year, these promises
have fallen flat.

This year, we are told, well, look at
all the new reforms that we are build-
ing into this. In 5 years, they will have
their act together. Well, how many
times have we heard this promise? Let
me cite just a few.

Back in 1997, facing mounting criti-
cism, the Amtrak Reform and Account-
ability Act required Amtrak to operate
without any Federal operating assist-
ance after 2002.

When that didn’t happen, in 2008, the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS)
attempted to eliminate only its most
expensive route from reauthorization.
That year, the gentleman from Min-
nesota, Jim Oberstar, called any reduc-
tion in subsidies a ‘‘preemptive strike”’
and promised that the bill was chock-
full of reforms that would soon solve
Amtrak’s problems.

Well, when that didn’t happen, in
2014, the gentleman from Georgia, Paul
Broun, proposed eliminating subsidies,
just as my amendment does. At the
time, the gentleman from Iowa, Tom
Latham, said: ‘I concede that Amtrak
could be more efficient. However, it
has made significant improvements in
this area recently and is moving in the
right direction.”

‘““Moving in the right direction.”

This year, taxpayers will subsidize
Amtrak in the amount of about $1.4
billion. The bill before us authorizes
$1.4 billion for next year. Put another
way, we will shell out $45 every time a
passenger steps aboard an Amtrak
train. That is $45 per passenger, per
trip, and direct losses billed to tax-
payers. That is up from $32 of loss per
passenger 6 years ago.

Despite endless promises, things are
not getting better. Amtrak’s apologists
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claim this is a 40 percent reduction in
authorized funding. In fact, Amtrak re-
ceived $1.4 billion in 2015, the same as
this bill authorizes in 2016.

Outside experts have reported that
over the next 10 years, subsidizing Am-
trak will cost taxpayers $49 billion. Let
me put that in family-sized numbers.
The average American family will have
to cough up $392 from its taxes over the
next 10 years just to cover Amtrak’s
losses.

What does that $392 out of a family’s
taxes pay for? Well, among other
things, Amtrak’s food and beverage
employees, who are paid an average of
$106,000 a year to provide a service that
lost over $800 million over the past dec-
ade just selling snacks on Amtrak
trains.

Are we at least seeing any improve-
ments in service? Not hardly. Amtrak’s
monthly on-time performance has sig-
nificantly declined.

Bigger losses, declining service—that
is not moving in the right direction.
That was a false promise then, just like
all of the other false promises we have
heard since 1971.

In last year’s appropriations debate,
Amtrak apologists warned that cutting
off the subsidies would ‘‘eliminate an
entire transportation option.” It does
no such thing.

Amtrak claims that it is running a
profit on a heavily traveled Northeast
corridor. Nothing in my amendment
would change this. Anything Amtrak
makes on these profitable routes, Am-
trak keeps.

With this amendment, Amtrak would
be perfectly free to continue to operate
and expand its Northeast corridor from
its own profits and to subsidize its
other money-losing operations to the
extent that its profits would cover
them.

However, this amendment would end
the practice of forcing American tax-
payers to underwrite another 5 years of
broken promises.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in opposition to this amend-
ment.

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. BYRNE). The
gentlewoman from Florida is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, as I stand up here today, I know
that if the gentleman from Minnesota,
Jim Oberstar, was here, the transpor-
tation guru, he would be standing up
for Amtrak. So I am going to stand up
in place of Mr. Oberstar.

And let’s start out with, this amend-
ment would kill Amtrak. It would shut
it down. It would strand millions of
passengers, disrupt commuter oper-
ations, add to our already congested
roads and airports, eliminate over
20,000 jobs nationwide, and jeopardize
local economies and business that de-
pend on Amtrak’s service.

Amtrak provides the majority of all
intercity passenger rail service in the
United States, with more States and
localities across America turning to
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passenger rail to meet the transpor-
tation needs of our citizens.

Amtrak reduces congestion and im-
proves our energy independence. One
full passenger train can take up to 250
to 350 cars off the road. Passenger rail
also consumes less energy than both
automobiles and commercial airlines.

With that, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
SHUSTER), the chairman of the com-
mittee.

Mr. SHUSTER. I thank the gentle-
woman from Florida.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition.

I certainly appreciate the gentle-
man’s concern. He has been a true def-
icit hawk. One of the great challenges
we face in America is reducing the def-
icit.

There has been a longstanding debate
in this Congress about passenger rail in
this country. I, for one, believe it is
necessary. I think that what we have in
this bill—and I have watched for the
past 40 years also some of these broken
promises.

I am committed to, and I think we
committed in this bill to putting forth
reforms, streamlining, empowering the
States, which I think is a huge step in
the right direction, giving States the
ability to be at the table, to invest
their dollars to force Amtrak to do
things differently.

So, again, throughout the bill, there
are these reforms. I feel confident that,
in the way the country is going, with
population growth and with these cor-
ridors expanding, we have to have pas-
senger rail to move people around some
of the most densely populated cor-
ridors.

So I rise in opposition to the amend-
ment.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman, I
would simply respond to the ridership
claims that it has no impact on conges-
tion because the ridership is infinites-
imal. You have to compare Amtrak’s 31
million trips to the 650 million airline
trips per year. According to Cato, the
average American logs about 15,000
miles per year by car, 1,800 miles by
plane, and just 20 miles on Amtrak.

If Amtrak is making a profit, it can
use those profits any way it wants—to
continue its operations, to subsidize its
losing routes. But it should not be tap-
ping further into taxpayers’ pockets.
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Voters have elected the biggest Re-
publican majority in the House since
1928, with a resounding mandate to
stop wasting money. Today this gov-
ernment is spending and taxing record
amounts of families’ earnings, and well
above the 40-year average as a percent-
age of our economy. If we can’t bring
ourselves to cut this, one of the most
outrageous subsidies in the entire
budget, voters will have every right to
ask what good are we?

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Ms. BROWN of Florida. How much
time do I have remaining, Mr. Chair-
man?
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The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman
has 2¥2 minutes remaining.

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield the balance of my time to
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFA-
710) to close.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Chairman, let’s
just back up for a minute. What the
gentleman would do, he says, well,
they could keep operating the North-
east corridor. Well, that is good, be-
cause three-quarters of the people
going from Washington, D.C., to New
York are choosing rail over air, and I
don’t know where we would fit that
many more airplanes in the already
congested skies. But that is actually,
unfortunately, not true because of the
other routes, particularly across-coun-
try and Western routes, the obligations
under their contracts to their existing
employees who would lose their jobs,
other obligations they would have for
abandoned lines and stations, and all
that would total billions of dollars.

So even if they theoretically—and
you would have to do further changes
in the law rather than just taking
away the money—could operate the
Northeast corridor, they couldn’t be-
cause of these other obligations. Any
money would have to go there, and
they would be immediately bankrupt
because it would exceed their revenues.

So that is one, perhaps, unintended
effect of the gentleman’s amendment,
because he does seem very sympathetic
to the fact that three-quarters of the
people going between Washington,
D.C., and New York are choosing rail
over air, and it is a growing percent-
age. He doesn’t seem to be cognizant of
the fact that ridership is up 14 per-
cent—that is actually 4 million people
in 1 year—that revenue is up, and the
operating losses have been cut in half.
They are down 48 percent.

Mr. Chairman, there is no passenger
rail system that operates like Amtrak
across a continent as large as ours
without assistance from the govern-
ment. Now, if you want to disconnect
the country—as I recounted earlier, on
9/11, T had a Federal official who had to
get back for meetings in the North-
west. He took the train. We have an
aging society. I tell you, when I don’t
have to get on an airplane every week
and I can take a little more time to get
somewhere—and I think a lot of other
people, as they are aging, would like to
avoid the hassles of air travel. I believe
ridership will continue to grow.

In the Northwest we are in a coopera-
tive arrangement—and I pointed that
out earlier—with Amtrak, where they
operate our train, an Acela train which
was purchased, and the ridership is up
to about 1 million people a year. And it
is growing quickly to avoid the already
overly congested I-5 between Eugene
and Seattle and avoid the hour and a
half you are going to spend somewhere
60, 70 miles south of Seattle sitting in
your car. So he would deprive Ameri-
cans of all this for ideology—not for
good reasons, but for ideology.



March 4, 2015

We should be going the other way.
We should be investing more and build-
ing out a robust, 21st century rail sys-
tem like every other industrial country
in the world. Why do we have to be
Third World?

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield back the balance of my
time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. McCLIN-
TOCK).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. McCLINTOCK. Mr. Chairman, I
demand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from California will be
postponed.

AMENDMENT NO. 7 OFFERED BY MR. LIPINSKI

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order
to consider amendment No. 7 printed in
House Report 114-36.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 48, line 14, after ‘‘procedures’ insert
“for passengers, including passengers using
or transporting nonmotorized transportation
such as wheelchairs and bicycles’’.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 134, the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Chairman, before
I discuss my amendment, I would like
to thank Chairman SHUSTER, Chairman
DENHAM, Ranking Member DEFAZIO,
Ranking Member CAPUANO, and former
Subcommittee Ranking Member
BROWN for all their hard work and for
bringing this bipartisan legislation to
the floor so early this year.

Mr. Chairman, this bill shows us
what Congress can do when we work to-
gether to build consensus, and yes,
compromise—compromise—to get
things done to improve our Nation’s
transportation infrastructure.

This bill makes much-needed reforms
to Amtrak’s business model and the
RRIF loan program, which I hope will
unlock a potential financing source for
the CREATE rail modernization pro-
gram in northeastern Illinois and help
commuter rail agencies make impor-
tant improvements, such as installing
positive train control.

I am pleased the bill contains provi-
sions extending Buy America require-
ments to RRIF projects. I have been
mentioning this need since 2009, and I
am glad to see that we are codifying
these requirements to ensure that this
$35 billion loan program is investing
our dollars in American materials and
American jobs.
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My amendment today is a small but
important addition to this bill. It
sharpens the directive in section 211
that requires Amtrak’s inspector gen-
eral to conduct a review of Amtrak’s
boarding procedures. Section 211 is a
good step towards improving the expe-
rience of Amtrak riders and the effi-
ciency of Amtrak’s operations.

This amendment builds on this provi-
sion by clarifying that the Amtrak IG
should consider the boarding needs of
passengers that use mobility devices,
including all forms of wheelchairs, as
well as passengers with items such as
bicycles. This will make sure that the
IG’s report considers the needs of all
its riders, guarantees that Amtrak will
focus on complying with the Americans
with Disabilities Act, and harnesses a
potential revenue stream from
bicyclists and other users of non-
motorized transport.

Right now, Amtrak uses patchwork
procedures that can make it difficult
for an individual using a wheelchair or
traveling with a bike to get on and off
a train. The Amtrak inspector general
issued a report in August of last year
that found that only 10 percent of Am-
trak stations are fully ADA compliant,
which demonstrates the need to not
only look at each station’s infrastruc-
ture, but how each station gets pas-
sengers from station to platform to
train. We need to make sure that Am-
trak is serving all of its customers to
the best of its abilities and in accord-
ance with the law.

Mr. Chairman, similar difficulties
exist for other forms of transportation,
such as bicycles. Only 38 percent of
Amtrak lines provide baggage service
for bicycles, while only 18 percent of
lines even allow for roll-on bicycle
service that are complemented by ad
hoc policies at many of the stations on
these lines. Mobility is important to
reducing congestion, and if we improve
the boarding process, we improve qual-
ity of service and help encourage rider-
ship.

This amendment is supported by
Easter Seals, People for Bikes, the
United Spinal Association, the League
of American Bicyclists, AARP, the
Rails to Trails Conservancy, the Na-
tional Disabilities Rights Network,
Transportation for America, and the
Adventure Cycling Association.

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues
to support this amendment, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, I
claim time in opposition to the amend-
ment even though I do not oppose the
amendment.

The Acting CHAIR. Without objec-
tion, the gentleman from Pennsylvania
is recognized for 5 minutes.

There was no objection.

Mr. SHUSTER. This amendment sim-
ply clarifies that when the Amtrak in-
spector general looks at ways to im-
prove Amtrak’s boarding procedures at
major stations that it consider pas-
sengers using wheelchairs and other
nonmotorized transportation. I know
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this is near and dear to the hearts of
Mr. LIPINSKI’s constituents, so, again, 1
rise in support.

At this time, I would also like to
take the opportunity, which I ne-
glected to do, to thank the staff for
their work over the past year. We rely
on them to make a lot of this come to-
gether. Their hard work and dedication
deserves recognition and appreciation.

Specifically, I would like to thank on
the rail subcommittee Mike Friedberg,
Fred Miller, David Connolly, and Kris-
tin Alcalde; on the Democratic side,
Jennifer Homendy and Rachel Carr for
their hard work; our communications
team Jim Billimoria, Justin
Harclerode, Michael Marinaccio—I
think I finally got it right, and he has
left the committee—Keith Hall; from
our front office Jennifer Hall, Beth
Spivey, Collin McCune, Clare Doherty,
Isabelle Beegle-Levin, Denny Wirtz,
and Mary Mitchell Todd. To all of
them, I thank them for their very, very
hard work on helping to put this bill
together.

With that, Mr. Chairman, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Chairman, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. SHUSTER. I yield 1 minute to
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. BLU-
MENAUER).

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chairman, I
appreciate the gentleman’s courtesy in
permitting me to speak on this, and I
would like to express my appreciation
to the chair, ranking member, ranking
members of the subcommittee and
chair. This is, I think, an example of
Congress doing what it should do. I ap-
preciate it. As an alumni member of
the T and I Committee, I am proud to
see this move forward.

Rail corridors are absolutely critical
in terms of being able to promote mo-
bility. As the chair of the Bike Caucus,
I am particularly interested in this
amendment.

The committee ended last Congress
on a high note with WRRDA, and being
able to start this Congress on a high
note with a really thoughtful approach
to Amtrak, moving this forward, I
think, is a signal that there is no other
committee that has more potential to
do more this Congress to help rebuild
and renew the economy and get Amer-
ica moving. This is a tremendous sig-
nal about what is possible.

I lend my congratulations to the
committee, Chairman SHUSTER, Rank-
ing Member DEFAZzIO, Ranking Member
BROWN, and look forward to working
with you on more excitement as we
move forward.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Chairman, how
much time do I have remaining?

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman
from Illinois has 12 minutes remain-
ing.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

I want to thank, again, Chairman
SHUSTER for his work and Ranking
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Member DEFAZzIO. This is what we need
to be doing is coming together and
working these things out. There is so
much that America needs done, espe-
cially when it comes to transportation
infrastructure.

I want to thank the chairman for his
great work in leading this committee.
We have a lot of other issues to work
on, other forms of transportation, but
this is a good example of what we can
do by working together.

Mr. Chairman, I ask my colleagues to
support my amendment and support
the bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI).

The amendment was agreed to.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE ACTING CHAIR

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, proceedings will
now resume on the amendment printed
in House Report 114-36 on which fur-
ther proceedings were postponed:

Amendment No. 6 by Mr. MCCLINTOCK
of California.

AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. MCCLINTOCK

The Acting CHAIR. The unfinished
business is the demand for a recorded
vote on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from California (Mr.
McCLINTOCK) on which further pro-
ceedings were postponed and on which
the noes prevailed by voice vote.

The Clerk will redesignate
amendment.

The Clerk redesignated the amend-
ment.

the

RECORDED VOTE

The Acting CHAIR. A recorded vote
has been demanded.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 147, noes 272,
not voting 13, as follows:

[Roll No. 110]

AYES—147
Abraham Forbes King (IA)
Aderholt Foxx Knight
Allen Franks (AZ) Labrador
Amash Garrett Lamborn
Babin Gohmert Latta
Barr Goodlatte Loudermilk
Barton Gosar Love
Benishek Gowdy Luetkemeyer
Bilirakis Graves (GA) Lummis
Bishop (UT) Graves (LA) Marchant
Blum Graves (MO) Massie
Brady (TX) Grothman McCaul
Brat Guinta MecClintock
Bridenstine Guthrie McHenry
Brooks (AL) Harper McMorris
Buck Harris Rodgers
Burgess Hartzler McSally
Byrne Heck (NV) Meadows
Carter (GA) Hensarling Messer
Carter (TX) Herrera Beutler Mica
Chabot Hice, Jody B. Miller (FL)
Chaffetz Hill Mooney (WV)
Clawson (FL) Holding Mulvaney
Coffman Hudson Neugebauer
Collins (GA) Huelskamp Noem
Conaway Huizenga (MI) Nugent
Culberson Hultgren Nunes
DeSantis Hunter Olson
DesdJarlais Hurd (TX) Palazzo
Duffy Hurt (VA) Palmer
Duncan (SC) Issa Pearce
Duncan (TN) Johnson, Sam Pittenger
Fleischmann Jolly Poe (TX)
Fleming Jones Poliquin
Flores Jordan Pompeo

Posey

Price, Tom
Ratcliffe
Ribble

Rice (SC)
Rogers (AL)
Rohrabacher
Rokita
Rooney (FL)
Roskam
Ross

Rouzer
Royce
Russell
Ryan (WI)

Adams
Aguilar
Ashford
Barletta
Bass
Beatty
Becerra
Bera
Beyer
Bishop (GA)
Bishop (MI)
Blumenauer
Bonamici
Bost
Boustany
Boyle, Brendan
F

Brady (PA)
Brooks (IN)
Brown (FL)
Brownley (CA)
Buchanan
Bucshon
Bustos
Butterfield
Calvert
Capps
Capuano
Cardenas
Carney
Carson (IN)
Cartwright
Castor (FL)
Castro (TX)
Chu, Judy
Cicilline
Clark (MA)
Clarke (NY)
Clay
Cleaver
Clyburn
Cohen
Cole
Collins (NY)
Comstock
Connolly
Conyers
Cook
Cooper
Costa
Costello (PA)
Courtney
Cramer
Crenshaw
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Curbelo (FL)
Davis (CA)
Dayvis, Danny
Dayvis, Rodney
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Denham
Dent
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Doggett
Dold
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duckworth
Edwards
Ellison
Ellmers (NC)
Emmer (MN)
Engel

Salmon
Sanford
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sensenbrenner
Sessions
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (TX)
Stewart
Stutzman
Thornberry
Valadao
Walker

NOES—272

Eshoo
Esty
Farenthold
Farr
Fattah
Fitzpatrick
Fortenberry
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Gibbs
Gibson
Graham
Granger
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hahn
Hanna
Hardy
Hastings
Heck (WA)
Higgins
Himes
Honda
Hoyer
Huffman
Israel
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Joyce
Kaptur
Katko
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (PA)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kirkpatrick
Kline
Kuster
LaMalfa
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lee
Levin
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lucas
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
MacArthur
Maloney,
Carolyn
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Walorski
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Westmoreland
Williams
Wilson (SC)
Woodall
Yoder

Young (IA)
Young (IN)
Zinke

Maloney, Sean
Marino
Matsui
McCarthy
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McKinley
McNerney
Meehan
Meeks
Meng
Miller (MI)
Moolenaar
Moore
Moulton
Mullin
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Newhouse
Nolan
Norcross
O’Rourke
Pallone
Pascrell
Paulsen
Payne
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Perry
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pitts
Pocan
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rangel
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Rice (NY)
Richmond
Rigell
Roby
Rogers (KY)
Ros-Lehtinen
Rothfus
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schock
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Stefanik
Stivers
Swalwell (CA)
Takai
Takano
Thompson (CA)
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Thompson (MS) Van Hollen Wasserman
Thompson (PA) Vargas Schultz
Tiberi Veasey Watson Coleman
Tipton Vela Welch
Titus Velazquez Whitfield
Tonko Visclosky Wilson (FL)
Torres Wagner Wittman
Trott Walberg Womack
Tsongas Walden Yarmuth
Turner Walters, Mimi Young (AK)
Upton Walz Zeldin
NOT VOTING—13
Amodei Hinojosa Speier
Black Long Waters, Maxine
Blackburn Roe (TN) Yoho
Crawford Rush
Fincher Smith (WA)
O 1440

Messrs. MCNERNEY, WALBERG,
WITTMAN, TAKANO, GALLEGO,
ZELDIN, FORTENBERRY, RICH-

MOND, and LYNCH changed their vote
from ‘‘aye’ to ‘‘no.”

Messrs. GUTHRIE, GOHMERT, RICE
of South Carolina, Mrs. NOEM, Messrs.
JOLLY, YOUNG of Indiana, MESSER,
and Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS
changed their vote from ‘“‘no”’ to ‘‘aye.”

So the amendment was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment in the nature of a
substitute, as amended.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Acting CHAIR. Under the rule,
the Committee rises.

Accordingly, the Committee rose;
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr.
STEWART) having assumed the chair,
Mr. BYRNE, Acting Chair of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration
the bill (H.R. 749) to reauthorize Fed-
eral support for passenger rail pro-
grams, and for other purposes, and,
pursuant to House Resolution 134, he
reported the bill back to the House
with an amendment adopted in the
Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered.

Is a separate vote demanded on any
amendment to the amendment re-
ported from the Committee of the
Whole?

If not, the question is on the amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute, as
amended.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

[0 1445

MOTION TO RECOMMIT

Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York. Mr. Speaker, I have a mo-
tion to recommit at the desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the
gentleman opposed to the bill?

Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York. Yes, I am in its current
form.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit.
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The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Sean Patrick Maloney of New York
moves to recommit the bill H.R. 749 to the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure with instructions to report the
same back to the House forthwith, with the
following amendment:

At the end of the bill, add the following
new section:

SEC. 503. AMTRAK SECURITY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to
be appropriated to the Secretary for the use
of the Amtrak Police Department $150,000,000
for each of fiscal years 2016 through 2019 for
acquisition of canines, explosive detection,
surveillance and communication equipment,
baggage screening, counter-terrorism and
critical infrastructure protection, and other
security needs determined appropriate by
the Secretary.

(b) VETERANS PROTECT PASSENGERS HIRING
INITIATIVE.—Not later than 60 days after the
date of enactment of this Act, Amtrak shall
implement a veterans hiring initiative in the
Amtrak Police Department, which shall in-
clude veterans with experience working with
military working dogs.

Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York (during the reading). Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
dispense with the reading of the mo-
tion in the interest of time.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York. Mr. Speaker, I offer this
amendment today as the final amend-
ment to the bill.

I am proud of the bipartisan work
that the committee has done, and I
want to commend the chairman, Mr.
SHUSTER, also Messrs. DEFAZIO,
DENHAM, and CAPUANO, and all the staff
for the work that went into this legis-
lation. This is a good bill, and it makes
key investments in our rail infrastruc-
ture and in rail safety. I want to per-
sonally thank the chairman for all of
his hard work on this bill and for, in
particular, including the provisions
that I authored on positive train con-
trol and grade crossings, the need for
which has been so dramatically dem-
onstrated by the terrible accidents in
places like Valhalla and Spuyten
Duyvil, New York, and recently in
Oxnard, California.

However, we can make this bill bet-
ter. My amendment will not kill the
bill nor send it back to committee. If
adopted, it would proceed immediately
to final passage.

My amendment simply provides $150
million annually to Amtrak’s police
department to address critical security
needs. Amtrak’s security force is not
large, but its task is monumental, pro-
tecting nearly 32 million passengers
who use Amtrak every year. My
amendment gives those security offi-
cials the resources they need to pre-
vent and defend against terrorist at-
tacks. From additional canine units to
explosive detection equipment, we need
to make sure that Amtrak’s police offi-
cers, nationwide, have the capability to
protect passengers.

The amendment also requires Am-
trak to implement a veterans hiring
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initiative specifically designed to hire
veterans with experience working with
military dogs, canine units. Amtrak
has a long history of providing career
opportunities to veterans, as well as
Active Duty military members, but
under current law is not required to do
so. It is not required to seek out vet-
erans for open positions. With more
than 200,000 Active Duty servicemem-
bers transitioning to civilian life, we
can, today, guarantee that Amtrak will
seek out veterans for new hires.

In the last 10 years, more than 800 at-
tacks have occurred worldwide against
passenger and commuter rail systems,
killing thousands. Many of us remem-
ber the terrifying images of the ter-
rorist attacks in Madrid and London.
In Mumbai, three separate attacks in
the last 15 years have Kkilled hundreds
of people.

All of us here in both parties under-
stand the real dangers our country is
facing. I have no doubt that one of the
greatest threats we face is to our U.S.
rail system. Subways and commuter
systems, in particular, remain a top
threat. Information taken from Osama
bin Laden’s very compound in Pakistan
indicated that al Qaeda was consid-
ering attacks on a number of U.S. rail
systems.

Our intelligence and law enforcement
officials have foiled several threats in
just recent years. In 2009, an Afghan-
born jihadist plotted to bomb New
York subways with devices very simi-
lar to those used in the 2005 London at-
tacks. And in 2011, two al Qaeda-sup-
ported terrorists were arrested after
plotting to bomb and derail a train be-
tween Toronto and New York’s Penn
Station.

At a time with heightened security
and growing threats like ISIL, we are
asking Amtrak’s police force to do
more with less. Amtrak reports that
security funding overall has decreased
by more than 50 percent since 2011. We
need to reverse this trend to protect
the security of our national passenger
rail system.

I urge my colleagues to join me in
supporting this commonsense amend-
ment to provide the necessary funding
to ensure the safety and security of
Amtrak passengers and rail com-
muters.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, this
amendment will do nothing more than
kill the bill. H.R. 749 is a bipartisan bill
with heavy, heavy reforms that will
improve and advance passenger rail in
this country, including security. We
have taken that into consideration. I
agree that security is important, but
we cover the cost of security activities
in this bill.

Both sides of the aisle have worked
very hard over the past 2 years to craft
a bill that I believe is exactly the kind
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of legislation that the American people
want. It is a reform bill. It is common-
sense reforms. There has never been an
Amtrak bill with these kinds of re-
forms in it empowering the States.

This bill empowers the States, those
19 States that have 21 supported Am-
trak lines. They will have a seat at the
table to make investments to improve
passenger rail in those 19 States. It is
going to give the commission on the
Northeast corridor more say, more
teeth to be able to force Amtrak to do
things. It is going to keep the profits of
the Northeast corridor in the North-
east corridor for that heavily con-
gested area of the country that needs
to have passenger rail and, along the
way, learn the lessons of when we
make those investments, how we can
go out to the other corridors around
this country that are going to need
passenger rail.

This bill is not perfect; Amtrak is
not perfect. But I truly believe this bill
sets Amtrak on the course to reform
itself and to improve itself so in the fu-
ture they can move towards going
away from the subsidy by the Federal
Government. That is my goal: to get an
Amtrak that doesn’t have any Federal
subsidies.

So these reforms were put in place.
They are strong reforms. As I said, we
have never had an Amtrak bill like this
before, and it was done on a bipartisan
basis. I think we can be proud of it.
The Congress can be proud of this bill,
and the American people can be proud
that we are doing something.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘“‘no’’ on
this motion.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion to recommit.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

RECORDED VOTE

Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York. Mr. Speaker, I demand a re-
corded vote.

A recorded vote was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum
time for any electronic vote on the
question of passage. This will be a 5-
minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—ayes 184, noes 232,
not voting 16, as follows:

[Roll No. 111]
AYES—184

Adams Boyle, Brendan Carson (IN)
Aguilar F. Cartwright
Ashford Brady (PA) Castor (FL)
Bass Brown (FL) Castro (TX)
Beatty Brownley (CA) Chu, Judy
Becerra Bustos Cicilline
Bera Butterfield Clark (MA)
Beyer Capps Clarke (NY)
Bishop (GA) Capuano Clay
Blumenauer Cardenas Cleaver
Bonamici Carney Clyburn
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Cohen
Connolly
Conyers
Cooper
Costa
Courtney
Crowley
Cuellar
Cummings
Davis (CA)
Davis, Danny
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Dingell
Doggett
Doyle, Michael
F

Duckworth
Edwards
Ellison
Engel
Eshoo
Esty

Farr
Fattah
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Graham
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
Hahn
Hastings
Heck (WA)
Higgins
Himes
Honda
Hoyer
Huffman
Israel
Jackson Lee
Jeffries

Abraham
Aderholt
Allen
Amash
Babin
Barletta
Barr
Benishek
Bilirakis
Bishop (MI)
Bishop (UT)
Blum

Bost
Boustany
Brady (TX)
Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Brooks (IN)
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Burgess
Byrne
Calvert
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Chaffetz
Clawson (FL)
Coffman
Cole

Collins (GA)
Collins (NY)
Comstock
Conaway
Cook
Cramer
Crenshaw
Culberson
Curbelo (FL)
Davis, Rodney
Denham
Dent

Johnson (GA)
Johnson, E. B.
Jones
Kaptur
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
Kirkpatrick
Kuster
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lee
Levin
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lynch
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Matsui
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McNerney
Meeks
Meng
Moore
Moulton
Murphy (FL)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Nolan
Norcross
O’Rourke
Pallone
Pascrell
Payne
Pelosi

NOES—232

DeSantis
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Dold

Duffy
Duncan (SC)
Duncan (TN)
Ellmers (NC)
Emmer (MN)
Farenthold
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Frelinghuysen
Garrett
Gibbs
Gibson
Gohmert
Goodlatte
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Griffith
Grothman
Guinta
Hanna
Hardy
Harper
Harris
Hartzler
Heck (NV)
Hensarling
Herrera Beutler
Hice, Jody B.
Hill

Holding

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Perlmutter
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pocan
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rangel
Rice (NY)
Richmond
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Sherman
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Swalwell (CA)
Takai
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus
Tonko
Torres
Tsongas
Van Hollen
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Hudson
Huelskamp
Huizenga (MI)
Hultgren
Hunter
Hurd (TX)
Hurt (VA)
Issa
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, Sam
Jolly
Jordan
Joyce
Katko
Kelly (PA)
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Knight
Labrador
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Latta
LoBiondo
Loudermilk
Love
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lummis
MacArthur
Marchant
Marino
Massie
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers

McSally Ribble Stivers
Meadows Rice (SC) Stutzman
Meehan Rigell Thompson (PA)
Messer Roby Thornberry
Mica Rogers (AL) Tiberi
Miller (FL) Rogers (KY) Tipton
Miller (MI) Rohrabacher Trott
Moolenaar Rokita Turner
Mooney (WV) Rooney (FL) Upton
Mullin Ros-Lehtinen Valadao
Mulvaney Roskam Wagner
Murphy (PA) Ross Walberg
Neugebauer Rothfus Walden
Newhouse Rouzer Walker
Noem Royce Walorski
Nugent Russell -

Walters, Mimi
Nunes Ryan (WI)
Olson Salmon Weber (TX)
Palazzo Sanford Webster (FL)
Palmer Scalise Wenstrup
Paulsen Schock Westerman
Pearce Schweikert Westmoreland
Perry Scott, Austin Whitfield
Pittenger Sensenbrenner Williams
Pitts Sessions Wilson (SC)
Poe (TX) Shimkus Wittman
Poliquin Shuster Womack
Pompeo Simpson Woodall
Posey Smith (MO) Yoder
Price, Tom Smith (NE) Young (AK)
Ratcliffe Smith (NJ) Young (IA)
Reed Smith (TX) Young (IN)
Reichert Stefanik Zeldin
Renacci Stewart Zinke

NOT VOTING—16
Amodei Fincher Smith (WA)
Barton Guthrie Speier
Black Hinojosa Waters, Maxine
Blackburn Long Yoho
Costello (PA) Roe (TN)
Crawford Rush
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So the motion to recommit was re-

jected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

Stated against:

Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, on rollcall No. 111, meeting with
constituents in office on matters involving
Ukraine. Had | been present, | would have
voted “no.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the passage of the bill.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a
5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 316, nays
101, not voting 15, as follows:

[Roll No. 112]

YEAS—316

Abraham Brady (TX) Clay
Adams Brooks (IN) Cleaver
Aderholt Brown (FL) Clyburn
Aguilar Brownley (CA) Coffman
Ashford Buchanan Cohen
Babin Bucshon Cole
Barletta Bustos Collins (NY)
Bass Butterfield Comstock
Beatty Calvert Connolly
Becerra Capps Conyers
Bera Capuano Cook
Beyer Cardenas Cooper
Bishop (GA) Carney Costa
Bishop (MI) Carson (IN) Costello (PA)
Bishop (UT) Cartwright Courtney
Blumenauer Castor (FL) Cramer
Bonamici Castro (TX) Crenshaw
Bost Chaffetz Crowley
Boustany Chu, Judy Cuellar
Boyle, Brendan Cicilline Cummings

F. Clark (MA) Curbelo (FL)
Brady (PA) Clarke (NY) Davis (CA)

Davis, Danny
Davis, Rodney
DeFazio
DeGette
Delaney
DeLauro
DelBene
Denham
Dent
DeSaulnier
Deutch
Diaz-Balart
Dingell
Doggett
Dold
Doyle, Michael
F.
Duckworth
Duncan (TN)
Edwards
Ellison
Ellmers (NC)
Emmer (MN)
Engel
Eshoo
Esty
Farenthold
Farr
Fattah
Fitzpatrick
Forbes
Fortenberry
Foster
Frankel (FL)
Frelinghuysen
Fudge
Gabbard
Gallego
Garamendi
Garrett
Gibbs
Gibson
Goodlatte
Graham
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Grayson
Green, Al
Green, Gene
Griffith
Grijalva
Guinta
Gutiérrez
Hahn
Hanna
Hardy
Harper
Hastings
Heck (WA)
Higgins
Hill
Himes
Honda
Hoyer
Huffman
Hurt (VA)
Israel
Issa
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Jolly
Joyce
Kaptur
Katko
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kelly (PA)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
King (NY)

Allen
Amash
Barr
Benishek
Bilirakis
Blum

Brat
Bridenstine
Brooks (AL)
Buck
Burgess
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Kinzinger (IL)
Kirkpatrick
Kline
Kuster
LaMalfa
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Lawrence
Lee
Levin
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lummis
Lynch
MacArthur
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Marino
Matsui
McCarthy
MecClintock
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meadows
Meehan
Meeks
Meng
Mica
Miller (MI)
Moolenaar
Moore
Moulton
Mullin
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Newhouse
Nolan
Norcross
Nunes
O’Rourke
Pallone
Pascrell
Paulsen
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Perry
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pittenger
Pitts
Pocan
Poliquin
Polis
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rangel
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble

NAYS—101

Byrne
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Chabot
Clawson (FL)
Collins (GA)
Conaway
Culberson
DeSantis
DesJarlais
Duffy

Rice (NY)
Richmond
Rigell
Roby
Rogers (KY)
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rouzer
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Russell
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanchez, Loretta
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schock
Schrader
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Serrano
Sewell (AL)
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Stefanik
Stivers
Swalwell (CA)
Takai
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Titus
Tonko
Torres
Trott
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Van Hollen
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Wagner
Walberg
Walden
Walker
Walters, Mimi
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman
Webster (FL)
Welch
Westerman
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (FL)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yarmuth
Young (AK)
Young (IN)
Zeldin
Zinke

Duncan (SC)
Fleischmann
Fleming
Flores

Foxx
Franks (AZ)
Gohmert
Gosar
Gowdy
Granger
Graves (GA)
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Grothman Love Rohrabacher
Harris Marchant Rokita
Hartzler Massie Rooney (FL)
Heck (NV) McCaul Rothfus
Hensarling McHenry Royce
Herrera Beutler McSally Salmon
Hice, Jody B. Messer Sanford
Holding Miller (FL) :
Hudson Mooney (WV) Szgz’:fzﬁzm
Huelskamp Mulvaney Senselnbrenner
Huizenga (MI) Neugebauer R
Hultgren Noem SeS§10ns
Hunter Nugent Sm}th (MO)
Hurd (TX) Olson Smith (NE)
Jenkins (KS) Palazzo Stewart
Johnson, Sam Palmer Stutzmqn
Jones Poe (TX) Walorski
Jordan Pompeo Weber (TX)
King (IA) Posey Wenstrup
Knight Price, Tom Westmoreland
Labrador Ratcliffe Wilson (SC)
Latta Rice (SC) Yoder
Loudermilk Rogers (AL) Young (IA)
NOT VOTING—15
Amodei Fincher Roe (TN)
Barton Guthrie Rush
Black Hinojosa Smith (WA)
Blackburn Lamborn Speier
Crawford Long Yoho
O 15056
Messrs. STEWART, SMITH of Ne-

braska, and RICE of South Carolina
changed their vote from ‘yea” to
“na,y.”

So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mrs. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No.
110 for passage of McClintock Amendment
No. 6, rollcall No. 111 for passage of the
Democrat Motion to Recommit, and rollcall No.
112 for final passage of H.R. 749, which took
place Wednesday, March 4, 2015, | am not re-
corded because | was unavoidably detained.
Had | been present, | would have voted “aye”
on rollcall No. 110, the McClintock Amend-
ment No. 6, and voted “nay” on rollcall Nos.
111 and 112, against the Motion to Recommit
and final passage of H.R. 749.

————

OFFICE OF COMPLIANCE ADMINIS-
TRATIVE AND TECHNICAL COR-
RECTIONS ACT OF 2015

Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on House Administration be dis-
charged from further consideration of
the bill (H.R. 1213) to make administra-
tive and technical corrections to the
Congressional Accountability Act of
1995, and ask for its immediate consid-
eration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
EMMER of Minnesota). Is there objec-
tion to the request of the gentlewoman
from Virginia?

There was no objection.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1213

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

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Office of
Compliance Administrative and Technical
Corrections Act of 2015°.
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SEC. 2. PROCEDURES FOR MEDIATION AND
HEARINGS UNDER CONGRESSIONAL

ACCOUNTABILITY ACT OF 1995.

(a) REQUIRING MEDIATORS T0O BE APPOINTED
FROM MASTER LIST.—Section 403 of the Con-
gressional Accountability Act of 1995 (2
U.S.C. 1403) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)(1), by striking ‘‘after
considering recommendations by organiza-
tions composed primarily of individuals ex-
perienced in adjudicating or arbitrating per-
sonnel matters’” and inserting ‘‘from the
master list developed and maintained under
subsection (e)’’; and

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

“‘(e) MASTER LIST OF MEDIATORS.—

‘(1) DEVELOPMENT AND MAINTENANCE OF
MASTER LIST.—The Executive Director shall
develop and maintain a master list of indi-
viduals who are experienced in adjudicating,
arbitrating, or mediating the kinds of per-
sonnel and other matters for which medi-
ation may be held under this section. Such
list may include, but not be limited to, mem-
bers of the bar of a State or the District of
Columbia and retired judges of the United
States courts.

¢“(2) CONSIDERATION OF CANDIDATES.—In de-
veloping the master list under this sub-
section, the Executive Director shall con-
sider candidates recommended by the Fed-
eral Mediation and Conciliation Service or
the Administrative Conference of the United
States.”.

(b) CLARIFICATION OF DEADLINE TO ELECT
PROCEEDINGS AFTER END OF PERIOD OF MEDI-
ATION.—Section 404 of such Act (2 U.S.C. 1404)
is amended by striking ‘“‘Not later than 90
days after a covered employee receives no-
tice of the end of the period of mediation,
but no sooner than 30 days after receipt of
such notification, such covered employee’’
and inserting ‘“Not later than 90 days, but
not sooner than 30 days, after the end of the
period of mediation, a covered employee’’.

(¢) NOTIFICATION OF CONFIDENTIALITY RE-
QUIREMENTS.—

(1) MEDIATIONS.—Section 416(b) of such Act
(2 U.S.C. 1416(b)) is amended by striking the
period at the end and inserting the following:
¢, and the Executive Director shall notify
each person participating in the mediation
of the confidentiality requirement and of the
sanctions applicable to any person who vio-
lates the confidentiality requirement.”.

(2) HEARINGS AND DELIBERATIONS.—Section
416(c) of such Act (2 U.S.C. 1416(c)) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following: ‘“The
Executive Director shall notify each person
participating in a proceeding or deliberation
to which this subsection applies of the re-
quirements of this subsection and of the
sanctions applicable to any person who vio-
lates the requirements of this subsection.”.

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments
made by this section shall apply with respect
to mediations and other proceedings which
are first initiated after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

SEC. 3. ADDITIONAL TERM FOR MEMBERS OF
BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF OFFICE
OF COMPLIANCE.

Notwithstanding section 301(e)(1) of the
Congressional Accountability Act of 1995 (2
U.S.C. 1381(e)(1)), any individual serving as a
member of the Board of Directors of the Of-
fice of Compliance as of February 28, 2015,
may be appointed to serve for one additional
term of 2 years.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.
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ADJOURNMENT TO FRIDAY,
MARCH 6, 2015

Mrs. COMSTOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to
meet at 2 p.m. on Friday, March 6, 2015.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

———

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO

HOUSE COMMISSION ON CON-
GRESSIONAL MAILING STAND-
ARDS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair announces the Speaker’s ap-
pointment, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 501(b),
and the order of the House of January
6, 2015, of the following Members to the
House Commission on Congressional
Mailing Standards:

Mrs. MILLER, Michigan, Chairman

Mr. LATTA, Ohio

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS, Illinois

——————

RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF
COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE,
AND TECHNOLOGY

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following resigna-
tion as a member of the Committee on
Science, Space, and Technology:

FEBRUARY 18, 2015.
Hon. JOHN BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House, The Capitol,
Washington, DC.

DEAR SPEAKER BOEHNER, This letter serves
as my official resignation from the House
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology. It has been my pleasure serving on
this Committee since being elected to Con-
gress.

Best Regards,
FREDERICA S. WILSON,
Member of Congress.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the resignation is accepted.

There was no objection.

———

HONORING AGENT BRIAN TERRY

(Ms. MCSALLY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Ms. MCSALLY. Mr. Speaker, on Sat-
urday, Border Patrol unveiled a new
statue honoring slain Border Patrol
Agent Brian Terry at the Naco, Ari-
zona, border station in my district
named in Agent Terry’s honor.

The statue, depicted here, shows
Agent Terry carrying a member of his
Border Patrol tactical unit on his
shoulders and is a fitting tribute to a
man who loved his job and his fellow
agents.

Agent Terry entered the service with
the Border Patrol on July 23, 2007. Be-
fore that, he served in the U.S. Marine
Corps and as a police officer in Michi-
gan.

On December 14, 2010, Agent Terry
was on patrol with three of his fellow
agents in Peck Canyon near Nogales,
Arizona, when they came across five
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individuals suspected of crossing the
border illegally.

The agents approached the suspects
and were fired upon, prompting them
to return fire. In the gunfight that en-
sued, two agents were wounded, includ-
ing Agent Terry. He died from his
wounds in the desert later that morn-
ing while waiting for medical assist-
ance.

Agent Terry’s sacrifice is a constant
reminder of the dangers those who de-
fend our homeland face every time
they put on their uniform. Their job is
to protect our communities, and often,
they are the last line of defense against
terrorist attacks on our country.

Agent Brian Terry gave the ultimate
sacrifice to carry out his duties. Every
day, agents like him put everything
they have on the line to keep us safe.
They deserve everything we have to
support them.

————

THE ASSASSINATION OF BORIS
NEMTSOV WAS A REPREHEN-
SIBLE ACT

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

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, the assas-
sination of Russian opposition leader
Boris Nemtsov last Friday in front of
the Kremlin was a reprehensible act
that demands a thorough and inde-
pendent investigation.

Mr. Nemtsov was a political leader
who had fought for democracy inside
the system. His murder took place
against the backdrop of Putin’s contin-
ued suppression of the rule of law, po-
litical debate, and human rights in
Russia. His murder follows the murder
of other critics of Putin’s tyranny,
Anna Politkovskaya and Sergei
Magnitsky.

Today, Putin is rebuilding many of
the barriers to individual freedom, de-
mocracy, and self-determination that
were thought relegated to what Presi-
dent Reagan called the ash heap of his-
tory.

As a former chairman of the Helsinki
Commission in the final years of the
cold war, I witnessed the yearnings of
the Russian people not to be bullied
through fear and control by their lead-
ers. Vladimir Putin and his henchmen
have created a culture of terror for
those who oppose his rule and have in-
creasingly isolated Russia from the
world.

Congress and the American people
must keep speaking out against the
erosion of the basic freedoms the Rus-
sian people achieved in the 1990s.

This week, Mr. Speaker, the thoughts
and prayers of the American people are
with the family of Mr. Nemtsov and
millions whose hopes and dreams he
fought for throughout his life.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
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nicated to the House by Mr. Brian
Pate, one of his secretaries.

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE
SENATE

A further message from the Senate
by Ms. Curtis, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate having pro-
ceeded to reconsider the bill (S. 1) ““An
Act to approve the Keystone XL Pipe-
line”’, returned by the President of the
United States with his objections, to
the Senate, in which it originated, it
was resolved that the said bill do not
pass, two-thirds of the Senators
present not having voted in the affirm-
ative.

———

HONORING THE LIFE AND LEGACY
OF THEODORE HESBURGH

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

Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. Mr. Speaker,
I rise today to honor the life and leg-
acy of Theodore Hesburgh. As the
president and public face of the Univer-
sity of Notre Dame for so long, his
passing isn’t just deeply felt in South
Bend, Indiana, but all across our great
State.

A lifelong educator, Father Hesburgh
spent the vast majority of his 97 years
giving lessons that everyone—regard-
less of age, profession, or station in
life—can learn from. A few of those les-
sons, I think, are especially apt for
those of us in this body, chief among
them: ‘““The very essence of leadership
is that you have to have vision. You
can’t blow an uncertain trumpet.”’

Too often, those of us in elective of-
fice find it easier to blow the horn of
opposition rather than committing
ourselves to the hard work of devel-
oping constructive policies.

As we reflect on his legacy at this
time, my hope is that we will all follow
the advice that Father Hesburgh exem-
plified so well throughout the course of
his distinguished career and rededicate
ourselves to laying out a positive vi-
sion and concrete solutions that will
move our great Nation forward.
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PROGRESSIVE CAUCUS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
GRAVES of Louisiana). Under the
Speaker’s announced policy of January
6, 2015, the gentlewoman from New Jer-
sey (Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN) is recog-
nized for 60 minutes as the designee of
the minority leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on the subject of my Special
Order today.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from New Jersey?
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There was no objection.

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Mr.
Speaker, we have spent the last week
and a half debating funding for the De-
partment of Homeland Security, a de-
bate that started because my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle
didn’t like the President’s executive
actions on immigration.

House Republicans finally did do
what they ought to have done all
along: joining with Democrats to pass
the bipartisan funds for DHS through
Fiscal Year 2015. That legislation has
restored certainty for thousands of em-
ployees at the Department of Home-
land Security; and, even more impor-
tantly, it ensures the safety and secu-
rity of our entire Nation.

Mr. Speaker, while we settled the
funding for DHS, we haven’t addressed
the issues that led us to the impasse in
the first place.

Republicans in both the House and
the Senate wanted to hinder the Presi-
dent’s legal authority to better manage
our broken immigration system. They
have called it illegal amnesty, and
many of their conservative counter-
parts have gone as far as calling the
President a tyrant, but they have not
offered any plan of their own.

Today, during this Special Order
hour, I would like to take the oppor-
tunity, on behalf of our Progressive
Caucus, to join with my colleague, the
Congressman from Arizona, to express
our concerns from the Progressive Cau-
cus’ perspective on our plans for the fu-
ture as it relates to immigration.

To that extent, Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from Arizona (Mr.
GRIJALVA).

Mr. GRIJALVA. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman from New Jersey for
having this opportunity for us to come
and talk about the root issue, as she
explained, the root issue that caused
almost the potential of DHS and that
Department having to be shut down be-
cause of the amendments added by this
House of Representatives to an appro-
priations bill, a bill that should have
been clean.

It was a bipartisan piece of legisla-
tion, but amendments were added to it,
amendments that were against the
President’s executive order, amend-
ments that were aimed at undoing any
progress that had been made with
DREAMers, the DACA, the amend-
ments that were punitive in its en-
tirety, and did not seek any solution to
deal with our broken immigration sys-
tem.

Thankfully, the adults in the House
took control. A clean bill was passed
with overwhelming and unanimous
support from Democrats and with sig-
nificant support from our Republican
colleagues.

That being done, that example should
be a harbinger that on ‘“‘must-pass”
legislation critical to the future of this
Nation, critical to its tranquility, that
we stop playing games with that legis-
lation, and that the track to deal with
immigration reform should be a track
that we all pursue.
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To try to put mean-spirited, divisive,
“got you,” grandstanding amendments
on a piece of ‘“‘must-pass’ legislation,
whether it is Homeland Security the
other day, Transportation in the fu-
ture, that is not governing; that is
merely pandering to a political ide-
ology that has nothing to do with the
underlying bill, as it did with national
security.

Let me talk a little bit about how we
got to that situation, as the gentlelady
said. In the time that I have been here,
immigration reform and the broken
system has been an acknowledged fact
by all sides.

There was an attempt that the Sen-
ate, a year ago, passed, a bipartisan
bill, overwhelming support, that took
us in a direction, a very critical first
step to reforming this broken immaigra-
tion system. For a year, we waited for
the leadership of this House, the Re-
publican leadership, to bring that bill
up and let the people’s House work its
will. That never happened.

Time and time again, we admonished
the leadership in saying: If nothing is
done by this House to allow an up-or-
down vote on that piece of legislation
that the Senate passed, the President
will have no option but to relieve the
anxiety, to relieve the painful family
divisions that were going on in this
country and to prevent additional com-
munity trauma that many of our com-
munities were facing with the high
level of detentions and deportations,
the splitting of families, even when
there was U.S. citizen children or a
spouse involved.

The President waited; he waited a
considerable amount of time. I was one
of those that criticized that waiting pe-
riod, that should be done immediately.
At the end, the President put the exec-
utive orders together, the expansion
and enhancement of DACA for
DREAMers, for young people, and
DAPA, for those parents who have cit-
izen children, that they, too, would get
the 2-year umbrella of protection,
could work and could come out of the
shadows.

This was not automatic, as it has
been exaggerated by the opponents of
his actions. This was a process that re-
quires documentation and that re-
quires qualifications in order to be eli-
gible for the programs.

As the President said, Department of
Homeland Security, ICE, and Border
Patrol can now concentrate on the
smuggling and organized crime that oc-
curs along our border that is the root
cause of much of the violence and
heartache that we see on our border.

In Arizona, there has been over close
to 5,000 individuals that have lost their
lives in the desert trying to cross to
the United States, countless acts of vi-
olence—all generated by human traf-
fickers, drug smugglers, and organized
crime on both sides of the border.

It is time to concentrate on that very
obvious threat to American security.
The other is to go after the people that
we don’t want here. It is another exag-
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geration to say that this is blanket
amnesty. It is not blanket amnesty, far
from it.

We, like everyone else—the people
that don’t belong here because of felo-
nious behavior, violence, drug smug-
gling, and breaking the laws of this Na-
tion, those are the people that ICE
should put its emphasis on and get rid
of felons, as the President said, and not
families.

The President did that order, much
to the outcry of some colleagues of
mine on the other side of the aisle—not
all. I would never paint the whole Re-
publican Conference with one brush,
but there is a significant number that
see the issue of immigration in a very
different and clouded way.

That clouded way has to do more
with ideology. It has more to do with
the sense that it is us versus them and
an insecurity about the changing de-
mography of this country and what it
means to the Nation. That insecurity
is just sad, an insecurity not founded
in fact and not founded on the immi-
grant history of this Nation.

As a first-generation American, I can
tell you the pride and the values that I
have were grown in this country, were
nurtured in this country, and serving
in this body could be the highest honor
I could ever have. That story is re-
peated, day in and day out, for the his-
tory of this Nation, that the immi-
grant community has come to give and
to contribute, not to take.

The President has wide latitude, as
President, with executive orders. The
court case, an injunction to hold the
implementation of his executive orders
in Texas, where a selection process
chose this judge for his previous legal
opinions and his previous public com-
ments regarding the issue of immigra-
tion, that sided very much with the op-
ponents.

I am totally confident—totally con-
fident—that as we move up the chain of
the Federal court system, that the con-
stitutional authority that the Presi-
dent has for these executive orders, as
previous Presidents had for executive
orders, will be redeemed; and that
lower injunction will be overturned.

In the interim, we continue to tell
people in the undocumented commu-
nity, immigrant community: Come for-
ward, bring your documentation, begin
to prepare yourself for an opportunity
to be one of the people and families
that qualify for this program.

What the President did with those
executive orders is significant in many
ways. Those executive orders began
mending the social fabric of this Na-
tion. One of the most divisive issues
has been immigration, and maybe it is
a good election ploy to continue to
beat that horse dead in order to get
elected.

In the long term, in the generational
term of this Nation, it does nothing
but divide us along very superficial
issues. It divides us along the issue of
race and divides us along the issue of
language and country of origin. Those

H1605

are not divisions for the social well-
being of this Nation that we can tol-
erate.

Immigration reform is also about the
domestic tranquility of this Nation and
to heal that social fabric that has been
ripped.

I also want to say that the Progres-
sive Caucus, from the onset, has been a
tireless advocate for comprehensive
immigration reform, humane policies,
family-centered reforms, and reforms
that deal with the reality of what is
around us and doesn’t ignore it.

I am proud to be a member of that
caucus and for its steadfast and unwav-
ering support not only of comprehen-
sive immigration reform, but of the
President and his executive orders.

Five amendments were presented as
part of the DHS bill, which were at the
center of the controversy, and the ones
that were eliminated so we could fi-
nally vote on a key piece of legislation.

One amendment, the  Aderholt
amendment, this amendment prohibits
any funds or fees to be used to carry
out the majority of the President’s ex-
ecutive order, including DAPA and
DACA.

Reality, fact, the prohibition is irrel-
evant and moot. All the cost of this
program comes from the individual
making an application. It is a fee-driv-
en process. There is no specific alloca-
tion that this body has made to it or
that the Department is making to it.

The Blackburn amendment, which I
thought was of particular anguish to
everyone, this amendment would end
the DACA program, the DREAMer pro-
gram for DREAMer children suscep-
tible to deportation.

Let’s say those almost 300,000, if not
more, young people that are qualified
under DACA, suddenly, with that
amendment, would have that protec-
tion taken away and their status would
now be back in the deportable status.

That amendment, in and of itself,
does nothing for national security,
does nothing to address the issue of a
broken immigration system; but, in-
deed, adds a level of cruelty to the
whole process of trying to solve this
problem.

Preventing the President from being
able to have new enforcement prior-
ities, going after criminals and felons,
as opposed to trying to break up fami-
lies and deport families, one of the
amendments was meant to stop that.

The Salmon amendment really made
no sense. Undocumented people are not
able and cannot receive and participate
in the Affordable Care Act. Employers
cannot register and have them em-
ployed, period, by Federal law. It was
just to state the obvious and try to cre-
ate an issue in which there wasn’t one.
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And there is no prioritization, where
people under this executive order will
be ahead of other people. There are two
different processes: one is for a legal
reprieve of protection that lasts up to
the tenure of this President, and the
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other one, naturalization and getting
legal permanent status, continues to be
a process. One process doesn’t get in
front of the line of the other.

I want to go back to one point. At
some point, we are going to have to
deal with the issue of immigration re-
form in a constructive, proactive way.
And it is going to have to be dealt with
because I think the economic security
of this country is at stake; the domes-
tic well-being and quality of life for
this country is at stake; the economy
is at stake; and the security is at
stake; and if for no other reason, to
look at the benefits of those areas in
the discussion of comprehensive immi-
gration reform.

We could continue on the path of
making immigration reform and immi-
grants the cannon fodder in the 2016
election. We could continue to make
immigration reform the collateral
damage in any piece of legislation that
is brought before this Congress, with
the assumption that the individuals af-
fected by these laws are not real
human beings. We can continue to deny
the obvious and the reality of this Na-
tion, that when you have 11 million un-
documented living, working amongst
us, that the prudent, smart, and prag-
matic thing to do is to deal with that
issue and not exploit it or ignore it.

We have heard so much pandering to
this issue. We have heard of disease
being brought to this country, which
was proven untrue. The young children
that were in detention that came in
that surge across the border 6, 7
months ago, their rate of infection was
no higher than the rate of infection for
children throughout this Nation. We
have heard the pandering about ter-
rorism coming over the border. Not one
incident has been qualified as fact—
that, indeed, that has become a path-
way for terrorism.

The issue that somehow it is tearing
at what America is, I think that is the
most important point that we should
take into consideration. “From many,
there is one’’ is the motto that this Na-
tion holds dear to itself, that all of us
come here, and that by being here, we
began to form this Union of ours, inte-
grating the values, the aspirations, the
rule of law, and the history of that Na-
tion in making it one.

To continue to pretend that we can
have a two-tiered society without con-
sequences to the economy and the so-
cial well-being of this Nation is wrong.
It is wrong for very humane and just
reasons, but it is profoundly wrong on
what this Nation is and what I learned
and all of us have learned this Nation
is and will continue to be: a nation
founded on the rule of law, a nation
founded by immigrants.

I also want to say—and I will say it
as delicately and as carefully as I can—
that the issue of immigration reform
to many people who are citizens—
maybe second and third generation
whose original folks were immigrants
who happened to be of color, who hap-
pened to come from a country of origin
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where the language and the culture
were different from the mainstream of
this Nation, whom it integrated fully
and who have contributed to the de-
fense and the well-being of this Na-
tion—they feel that the constant drum-
beat of accusation, of ‘it is us versus
them,” of division, that this issue not
only is an issue of immigration reform
for the people who need it and for the
Nation that needs it, but it is also an
issue of civil rights, that no one should
be profiled into a situation where they
are less than someone else because of
where their parents came from, be-
cause of the language that they spoke
or the country that they came from or
the color of their skin.

That is not America. And we con-
tinue to pander to those emotions,
fear, as a means to score political
points and possibly win an election
here and there. That we do it at our
own peril.

So for many generations of Ameri-
cans that have served this country, the
issue of immigration strikes us as an
issue about our rights, our presence,
our history, and our ability to proudly
stand with anyone else and be as Amer-
ican as the next person.

With that, I thank the gentlewoman
from New Jersey for organizing this,
and I thank her for the opportunity
that she has granted me to be able to
state some things that sometimes the
confines of our debates here don’t allow
us to.

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Thank
you very much.

I am very grateful to my colleague,
the gentleman from Arizona, for shar-
ing his vast knowledge, experience, and
dedication to such an important issue.

Mr. Speaker, I am relatively new to
this Chamber; but I must tell you that,
as I have been working here and ob-
serving, I am always reminded of the
fact that this is a nation of immi-
grants. This is a nation that was con-
ceived of by immigrants. It was created
by immigrants. It was made great by
immigrants because all of our Found-
ing Fathers who are responsible for the
way this country operates and the way
we operate this democracy came to
this land from another land.

According to our polling that has
been released by the Public Religion
Research Institute in February, 77 per-
cent of the country supports either a
pathway to citizenship or permanent
legal residency for undocumented im-
migrants. Only 19 percent want to en-
force deportation. Citizenship is also
favored over deportation in every sin-
gle solitary State in this Nation, fre-
quently by very wide margins.

In the last Congress, as my colleague
from Arizona noted, the Democratic-
led Senate passed legislation that
would have provided that pathway for
11 million immigrants seeking the
American Dream but currently living
in the shadows. That bill also would
have strengthened border security,
something I hear my Republican col-
leagues argue about quite frequently.
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That measure passed with significant
Republican support, 68-32 votes; yet
our Speaker, Speaker BOEHNER, de-
clared that that bill was dead on ar-
rival in the House.

It is not just my constituents, it is
not just Democrats that know it is
time for a change on immigration. The
American people are quickly reaching
consensus that the American Dream
should not be withheld and that there
is nothing to fear from those who are
seeking it.

The American people are beginning
to understand that the absolutely de-
plorable rhetoric used to keep immi-
grants in the shadows is just that,
rhetoric. The American people are
starting to agree that our legacy as a
nation of immigrants means that offer-
ing the same opportunities to new gen-
erations should be the order of the day.

Mr. Speaker, I am calling on my Re-
publican colleagues right now to open
the discussion on real immigration re-
form.

This, as I said, is a nation of immi-
grants, built by people who came from
different worlds, seeking opportunities
to change their futures. So we should
be having a conversation about how we
honor that legacy and protect the
promise of the American Dream for a
new generation that is ready to work
hard, play by the rules, and seize it.

This is not a nation that will thrive
by keeping our immigrants in the shad-
ows. This is a nation right now that is
just gaining traction and economic
growth, with plenty of people still
looking for employment and a govern-
ment too burdened by austerity meas-
ures to provide any relief.

So we should be having a conversa-
tion about the economic benefits of
comprehensive immigration reform
and the extraordinary impact it would
have on job creation and innovation. It
is not just the right thing to do; it is
the fiscally right thing to do; it is a
morally right thing to do; and it is a
timely thing to do.

We need to let go of our excuses and
end the scare tactics. Let’s get to-
gether and pass comprehensive immi-
gration reform right now.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

———

DESIGNATION OF FUNDING FOR
OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY OPER-
ATIONS/GLOBAL WAR ON TER-
RORISM—MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT OF THE TUNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 114-15)

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the United
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, referred
to the Committee on Appropriations
and ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

In accordance with language under
the heading ‘‘Coast Guard, Operating
Expenses’ of the Department of Home-
land Security Appropriations Act, 2015
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(the ‘“‘Act”), I hereby designate for
Overseas Contingency Operations/Glob-
al War on Terrorism all funding so des-
ignated by the Congress in the Act pur-
suant to section 251(b)(2)(A) of the Bal-
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit
Control Act of 1985, as amended, as out-
lined in the enclosed list of accounts.
The details of this action are set
forth in the enclosed memorandum
from the Director of the Office of Man-
agement and Budget.
BARACK OBAMA.
THE WHITE HOUSE, March 4, 2015.

——————

HONORING THE REMARKABLE
LIFE OF FATHER THEODORE
HESBURGH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. KELLY) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the ma-
jority leader.

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to honor the
great life of Father Hesburgh.

Today I looked up on Wikipedia some
information about Father Hesburgh. It
says:

Born: Theodore Martin Hesburgh, May 25,
1917, Syracuse, New York, United States.
Died: February 26, 2015 (age 97), Notre Dame,
Indiana, United States. Alma mater: The
Catholic University of America. Profession:
Priest. Religion: Roman Catholic.

And then it shows his signature.

Well, today, in South Bend, Indiana,
and on the University of Indiana, flags
are flown at halfstaff to honor the
passing of a giant among men, a war-
rior for peace and a champion for civil
rights, Father Theodore Hesburgh.

I want you to just think for a minute
and let your mind drift to what we will
see in the future as a tombstone that is
going to have Father Hesburgh’s name,
and it is going to say: Born May 25,
1917; died February 26, 2015. And I want
you to forget about those two dates
and, for a minute, think about the 97
years in between those dates—not just
the day Father Hesburgh was born or
the day Father Hesburgh died, but the
97 years that Father Hesburgh spent on
Earth doing great work because, truly,
a man is measured not so much by his
years on Earth but what he accom-
plished while he was here.

For those of us at Notre Dame, I
think it is important to go back and
think about just who Father Ted was.
Father actually passed away last
Thursday at 11:30 p.m.

I want you to think about Father
Hesburgh’s last day. He rose in the
morning. It was very important for
him to celebrate Mass, which he did
that day. Throughout the course of the
day, he wasn’t feeling quite right; but,
again, he was 97 years old. That
evening, as he was accustomed to do,
he smoked a cigar, and then he went to
bed. And for whatever reason, he was
surrounded by some very good friends,
but he was also surrounded by a nun.

Father Hesburgh’s last moments
were the recitation of the rosary. Now,
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he was very fluent in five different lan-
guages. The language that he thought
was the most beautiful was the French
language, and the rosary was recited in
French.
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Picture, if you can, a 97-year-old man
lying in a bed, friends around him,
knowing that something was going to
happen, and Father Hesburgh closed
his eyes and passed. But think about
the glorious moment right after the
closing of those eyes. Because in the
next instant they were opened, not on
Earth, not on the University of Notre
Dame, not in a bed where he was a
dying old man, but in Heaven, sur-
rounded by all those folks who knew
Father Ted, who loved Father Ted, and
who have been patiently waiting for his
arrival, because that is what we be-
lieve. We know that he is at home.

Now, I told you Father Hesburgh was
born in Syracuse, New York. He was
educated at Notre Dame and at the
Gregorian University in Rome, from
which he received a bachelor of philos-
ophy degree. He was ordained a priest
of the Congregation of Holy Cross in
Sacred Heart Church, now the Basilica,
on Notre Dame campus in June of 1943.

Earlier today, Mr. Speaker, at 2
o’clock, the funeral mass for Father
Hesburgh was held at this very same
church, Sacred Heart Basilica on our
beautiful and beloved campus. Now, as
I stand here, the funeral mass for Fa-
ther Ted is concluding, and the Notre
Dame community will be following Fa-
ther Ted on St. Mary’s Road out to his
final resting place at the Holy Cross
Community Cemetery. It will be a sad
march, but it will also be a rejoicing
march because certainly we miss him,
and we are going to miss him, but we
rejoice in what he was able to accom-
plish.

For generations of students at Notre
Dame, Father Hesburgh was simply
known as Father Ted. That is all—Fa-
ther Ted. Now, I was one of those peo-
ple that was fortunate enough to be
there when Father Ted was there. And
some of my colleagues, I think that
PETER KING was there, PETER VIS-
CLOSKY was there, KEITH ROTHFUS was
there, and my good friend Senator JOE
DONNELLY was there. Today Senators
DONNELLY and COATS and I wanted to
pay tribute to this national treasure by
introducing a bicameral resolution to
honor the life of this truly amazing
man. Father Ted faithfully served
Notre Dame for decades. He served as
Notre Dame’s president from 1952 to
19817.

Now, I want you to think about what
Father Ted has done, because mostly
when people talk about Notre Dame,
they say, oh, yeah, heck of a football
team, and at times we have been very
good. But he was able to transition us
from not just a team or a little school
in the Midwest that was known for the
way it played football—and we were
originally called the Ramblers. We
were not called the Fighting Irish. We
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were called the Ramblers because we
had no home, and so we kind of had to
go around the country to play different
teams, so we kind of rambled around
the country. We were the Ramblers.
Then we adopted the name Fighting
Irish, and it was for the very immi-
grants that came to the university. It
was one of those universities that hon-
ored the fact that people were coming
from all over the world. They were
coming to the United States, and there
were really not a lot of institutions of
higher learning that they could get en-
trance to. Notre Dame was one of those
institutions.

So his leadership at Notre Dame just
didn’t stop in South Bend, and it cer-
tainly didn’t stop at the university’s
gates. His commitment to education
and social justice extended way beyond
the boundaries of my alma mater and
well beyond Indiana and, in fact, well
beyond America’s shores. His dedica-
tion is one of shared humanity that
knew absolutely no bounds.

His strong belief that what unites us
is far greater than that which divides
us made him a champion of civil dis-
course and social justice. One only
needs to look at a photo that I brought
with me today, and in the annals of
America, it is hard to look at Dr. King
and Father Ted and not look at these
two lions for social justice, these two
lions for civil rights, to understand
that they were locked arm in arm on a
mission that they knew had to take
place and that they could no longer
turn a blind eye or a deaf ear to. That
is who Father Ted was. He believed to
the very soul of who he was, the very
fabric of who this man was, that this is
what America needed. He not only
preached it, he not only taught it, he
lived it.

So this week, Mr. Speaker—and,
truly, I think it is almost provi-
dential—is the 50th anniversary of the
march on Selma’s Edmund Pettus
Bridge, commemorates the 50th anni-
versary. Again, this was called Bloody
Sunday. This was in 1965. It is hard for
us to imagine that that could have
taken place, but it did. In fact, we will
celebrate the 50th anniversary of it
this Saturday. That is what helped se-
cure the passage of the Voting Rights
Act so that every American citizen
could equally participate in her demo-
cratic process. This was a milestone.
This just wasn’t something to be
marked on a calendar. This was a great
event in terms of how we advanced de-
mocracy in our country.

Now, as we honor Selma’s legacy this
Saturday, I know that the spirits of
these two great lions, these people that
really stood up and took time to stand
up when it wasn’t really easy to stand
up and it certainly took a lot of cour-
age, they stood up to what they knew
to be right, for what they knew to be
true, and for what they knew to be
truly American.

Now, as I said earlier, I just can
imagine right now that when Father
closed his eyes last Thursday night and
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then suddenly opened them, again, who
was around him? Who surrounded him?
Whom he was able to share that mo-
ment with is incredible. I am sure Dr.
King was there with him.

Now, over the years, this man, Fa-
ther Hesburgh, held 16 Presidential ap-
pointments that covered every type of
major social concern and civil rights
concern to Third World development
that a person could possibly under-
stand, and also campus unrest. He won
the Presidential Medal of Freedom. He
won the Congressional Gold Medal. He
won the Sylvanus Thayer Award, and
he won the Public Welfare Medal. And
though he counseled Popes and Presi-
dents, Father Hesburgh was first and
foremost a priest, a priest on the cam-
pus of Notre Dame. He had said: “I
never really wanted to be anything but
a priest, which is in itself a great and
unearned grace. I hope to live and die a
priest, nothing more, but nothing less
either.”

Now, for decades, he has been consid-
ered the most influential priest in
America, and the world he looked at as
his flock. He was truly a shepherd who
lived with his flock. He demonstrated
this by his tireless work and his his-
toric service to our country, to our
church, and to the world.

Robert Whittington, a contemporary
of Sir Thomas More, in 1520 wrote of
Sir Thomas More:

‘““He is a man of angel’s wit and sin-
gular learning. I know not his fellow.
For where is the man of that
gentleness, lowliness, and affability?
And, as time requireth, a man of mar-
velous mirth and pastimes, and some-
time of as sad gravity. A man for all
seasons.”

At the end of the day, Father
Hesburgh was truly America’s Renais-
sance man. He was truly our ‘‘man for
all seasons.” And much like Sir Thom-
as More was to his contemporaries over
500 years ago, Father Ted has left this
world a better place because he took it
upon himself the responsibility to in-
spire others here and abroad to pursue
a life of justice and peace. Truly
blessed are the peacemakers.

Now, as Father Hesburgh was known
to say, he, too, is ‘“‘resting in the loving
hands of our Savior, bathed in the light
of eternal life.”” These words were Spo-
ken by Father Hesburgh to Secretary
Condoleezza Rice upon the passing of
her father. He is now at peace with
God. He is with the God he served so
well during his lifetime on Earth.

I will leave you with this one
thought. A good friend of mine that I
grew up with and graduated with, a guy
named Larry Vuillemin, had gone to
see Father.

KEITH ROTHFUS and I, by the way, a
year ago, received his blessing when he
was here. We were celebrating his
birthday. We knelt down, and he gave
us his blessing.

Father said to Larry Vuillemin when
they were having a talk about ethics,
he said: Larry, ethics is fun to intellec-
tualize, but ethics without the heart is
missing something.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

So if we can just concentrate on
those words, let those words soak in
and seep in to who we are, then I think
we can truly not only honor him, but
honor him in a way that really means
the most, and that is by emulating his
life and trying to carry forward the
same issues that Father had.

I know he is now at peace with the
God he has served so well during his
life. May peace be with him.

I yield back the balance of my time,
Mr. Speaker.

——
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
reported and found truly enrolled bills
of the House of the following titles,
which were thereupon signed by the
Speaker:

H.R. 240. An act making appropriations for
the Department of Homeland Security for
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2015, and
for other purposes.

H.R. 431. An act to award a Congressional
Gold Medal to the Foot Soldiers who partici-
pated in Bloody Sunday, Turnaround Tues-
day, or the final Selma to Montgomery Vot-
ing Rights March in March of 1965, which
served as a catalyst for the Voting Rights
Act of 1965.

———
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 3 o’clock and 57 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until Friday, March 6,
2015, at 2 p.m.

————————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

643. A letter from the Chairman and Presi-
dent, Export-Import Bank, transmitting a
statement pursuant to Sec. 2(b)(3) of the Ex-
port-Import Bank Act of 1945, as amended,
on a 15-month transaction specific revolving
credit facility under Export-Import Bank’s
Working Capital Guarantee Program to
Accelerant Technologies LLC; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

644. A letter from the Director, Office of
Personnel Management, transmitting the Of-
fice’s final rule — Patient Protection and Af-
fordable Care Act; Establishment of the
Multi-State Plan Program for the Affordable
Insurance Exchanges (RIN: 3206-AN12) re-
ceived March 1, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

645. A letter from the Director, Defense Se-
curity Cooperation Agency, Department of
Defense, transmitting reports submitted in
accordance with Sec. 36(a) and Sec. 26(b) of
the Arms Export Control Act, Report by the
Committee on Foreign Affairs (H. Rept. 96-
70), and Report by the Committee on Govern-
ment Operations (H. Rept. 97-214) for the
first quarter FY 2015; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

646. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Export Administration, Bureau of Indus-
try and Security, Department of Commerce,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
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Addition of Certain Persons to the Entity
List; and Removal of Person from the Entity
List Based on a Removal Request [Docket
No.: 141230999-4999-011 (RIN: 0694-AG46) re-
ceived February 26, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs.

647. A letter from the Assistant Legal Ad-
viser, Office of Treaty Affairs, Department of
State, transmitting a report concerning
international agreements other than trea-
ties, entered into by the United States, to be
transmitted to the Congress within the
sixty-day period specified in the Case-Za-
blocki Act, pursuant to 1 U.S.C. 112b; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

648. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting
Transmittal of D.C. Act 20-611, ‘‘Parkside
Parcel E and J Mixed-Income Apartments
Tax Abatement Temporary Amendment Act
of 2014”’; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

649. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting
Transmittal of D.C. Act 20-610, ‘‘Prohibition
of Pre-Employment Marijuana Testing Tem-
porary Relief Act of 2014”’; to the Committee
on Oversight and Government Reform.

650. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting
Transmittal of D.C. Act 20-622, ‘‘Nuisance
Abatement Notice Temporary Amendment
Act of 2015”’; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

651. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting
Transmittal of D.C. Act 20-623, ‘‘Not-For-
Profit Hospital Corporation Certificate of
Need Exemption Temporary Amendment Act
of 2015”’; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

652. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting
Transmittal of D.C. Act 20-625, ‘‘Classroom
Animal for Educational Purposes Clarifica-
tion Second Temporary Amendment Act of
2015”; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

6563. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting
Transmittal of D.C. Act 20-626, ‘‘Apprentice-
ship Modernization Temporary Amendment
Act of 2015’; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

654. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting
Transmittal of D.C. Act 20-627, ‘‘Fiscal Year
2015 Revised Budget Request Temporary Ad-
justment Act of 2015”’; to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

655. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting
Transmittal of D.C. Act 20-628, ‘‘Lots 36, 41,
and 802 in Square 3942 and Parcels 0143/107
and 0143/110 Eminent Domain Authorization
Temporary Act of 2015°; to the Committee
on Oversight and Government Reform.

656. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting
Transmittal of D.C. Act 20-629, ‘‘Market-
based Sourcing Inter Alia Clarification Tem-
porary Amendment Act of 2015’°; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form.

657. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting
Transmittal of D.C. Act 20-630, ‘‘Ticket Sale
Regulation Temporary Amendment Act of
2015; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

658. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting
Transmittal of D.C. Act 20-594, ‘‘St. Eliza-
beths East Redevelopment Support Act of
2014’; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

659. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting
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Transmittal of D.C. Act 20-595, ‘“‘Renewable
Energy Portfolio Standard Amendment Act
of 2014”’; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

660. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting
Transmittal of D.C. Act 20-597, ‘‘Sonia
Gutierrez Campus Way Designation Act of
2014”’; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

661. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting
Transmittal of D.C. Act 20-598, ‘‘Closing of a
Public Alley in Square 1412, S.0. 13-10159, Act
of 2014”’; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

662. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting
Transmittal of D.C. Act 20-599, ‘“Urban Farm-
ing and Food Security Amendment Act of
2014’; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform.

663. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting
Transmittal of D.C. Act 20-600, ‘“‘Notice Re-
quirements for Historic Properties Amend-
ment Act of 2014’; to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

664. A letter from the Chairman, Council of
the District of Columbia, transmitting
Transmittal of D.C. Act 20-624, “UDC Fund-
raising Extension Temporary Amendment
Act of 2015”’; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

665. A letter from the Assistant Director,
Senior Executive Management Office, De-
partment of the Army, transmitting a report
pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Reform
Act of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

666. A letter from the Deputy Associate Di-
rector for Management and Administration,
and Designated Reporting Official, Office of
National Drug Control Policy, Executive Of-
fice of the President, transmitting a report
pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Reform
Act of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight
and Government Reform.

667. A letter from the Deputy Secretary,
Department of the Interior, transmitting a
proposed draft bill and section-by-section
analysis for proposed legislation to create
the Bureau of Land Management Founda-
tion; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

668. A letter from the Assistant Attorney
General, Office of Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of Justice, transmitting the De-
partment’s FY 2014 report on the Paul Cover-
dell National Forensic Science Improvement
Grants Program, managed by the Office of
Justice Programs’ National Institute of Jus-
tice, pursuant to Pub. L. 90-351, Sec. 2806(b);
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

669. A letter from the Assistant Attorney
General, Office of Legislative Affairs, De-
partment of Justice, transmitting the an-
nual report entitled, “PRO IP Act FY 2014
pursuant to Sec. 404 of Pub. L. 110-403,
Prioritizing Resources and Organization for
Intellectual Property Act of 2008; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

———

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. JOHNSON of Georgia (for him-
self, Mr. ELLISON, Ms. NORTON, Mr.
ScoTT of Virginia, Ms. CLARK of Mas-
sachusetts, Ms. JuDY CHU of Cali-
fornia, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. CLAY, Mr.
NADLER, Ms. LEE, Ms. EDWARDS, Mr.
VAN HOLLEN, Mr. CONYERS, Mr. RAN-
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GEL, Mr. DAVID ScoTT of Georgia, Mr.

AMASH, Mr. FARR, Mr. TONKO, Ms.
LOFGREN, Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr.
CARDENAS, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr.
LOWENTHAL, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr.
O’ROURKE, Mr. PALLONE, Mr.
SERRANO, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HAS-

TINGS, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Ms. KAPTUR,
Mr. LEWIS, Mr. RUSH, Mr. HONDA, Ms.
DEGETTE, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr.
DEUTCH, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illi-
nois, Mr. POCAN, Ms. MAXINE WATERS
of California, Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr.
GRAYSON, and Mr. COHEN):

H.R. 1232. A bill to amend title 10, United
States Code, to direct the Secretary of De-
fense to make certain limitations on the
transfer of personal property to Federal and
State agencies, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Armed Services.

By Mr. LUETKEMEYER:

H.R. 1233. A bill to provide regulatory re-
lief to community financial institutions, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services.

By Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia:

H.R. 1234. A bill to restore to States the
freedom and flexibility to regulate health in-
surance markets, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce,
and in addition to the Committees on Ways
and Means, and Education and the Work-
force, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. GRAYSON:

H.R. 1235. A bill eliminating the debt ceil-
ing for a period defined, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GRAYSON:

H.R. 1236. A bill eliminating the debt ceil-
ing for a period defined, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GRAYSON:

H.R. 1237. A bill eliminating the debt ceil-
ing for a period defined, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GRAYSON:

H.R. 1238. A bill eliminating the debt ceil-
ing for a period defined, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GRAYSON:

H.R. 1239. A bill eliminating the debt ceil-
ing for a period defined, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GRAYSON:

H.R. 1240. A bill eliminating the debt ceil-
ing for a period defined, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GRAYSON:

H.R. 1241. A bill eliminating the debt ceil-
ing for a period defined, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GRAYSON:

H.R. 1242. A bill eliminating the debt ceil-
ing for a period defined, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GRAYSON:

H.R. 1243. A bill eliminating the debt ceil-
ing for a period defined, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GRAYSON:

H.R. 1244. A bill eliminating the debt ceil-
ing for a period defined, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GRAYSON:

H.R. 1245. A bill eliminating the debt ceil-
ing for a period defined, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GRAYSON:

H.R. 1246. A bill eliminating the debt ceil-
ing for a period defined, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GRAVES of Missouri (for him-
self and Ms. SCHAKOWSKY):

H.R. 1247. A bill to revive and expand the
Intermediate Care Technician Pilot Program
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of the Department of Veterans Affairs, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, 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. CHABOT (for himself, Mr.
CLAY, Mr. MASSIE, Mr. GIBBS, Mr.
JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. LATTA, Mr.
STIVERS, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. WENSTRUP,
Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr.
RENACCI, Mr. JOYCE, and Mr. COHEN):

H.R. 1248. A bill to amend title 46, United
States Code, to exempt old vessels that only
operate within inland waterways from the
fire-retardant materials requirement if the
owners of such vessels make annual struc-
tural alterations to at least 10 percent of the
areas of the vessels that are not constructed
of fire-retardant materials; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

By Mr. MCHENRY:

H.R. 1249. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to prevent individuals re-
ceiving work authorizations under certain
deferred action programs from being eligible
for the earned income tax credit; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HARPER (for himself and Mr.
THOMPSON of Mississippi):

H.R. 1250. A bill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide that payment
under the Medicare program to a long-term
care hospital for inpatient services shall not
be made at the applicable site neutral pay-
ment rate for certain discharges involving
severe wounds, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Ways and Means, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. SCOTT of Virginia (for himself
and Mr. GOWDY):

H.R. 1251. A bill to amend title 28, United
States Code, to add a Federal defender rep-
resentative as a nonvoting member of the
United States Sentencing Commission, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. SCOTT of Virginia:

H.R. 1252. A bill to apply reduced sentences
for certain cocaine base offenses retro-
actively for certain offenders, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. SCOTT of Virginia:

H.R. 1253. A bill to amend title 18, United
States Code, with respect to the good time
credit toward service of sentences of impris-
onment; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SCOTT of Virginia:

H.R. 1254. A bill to amend chapter 44 of
title 18, United States Code, to clarify the
circumstances under which the enhanced
penalty provisions for subsequent convic-
tions apply; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. SCOTT of Virginia:

H.R. 1255. A bill to amend the Controlled
Substances Act and the Controlled Sub-
stances Import and Export Act regarding
penalties for cocaine offenses, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary, and in addition to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. WILLIAMS (for himself and Mr.
BLUMENAUER):

H.R. 1256. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to impose a mileage-based
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user fee for mobile mounted concrete boom
pumps in lieu of the tax on taxable fuels, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ (for
herself, Mr. MARINO, Ms. FRANKEL of
Florida, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. RAN-
GEL, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Ms.
MOORE, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. JOYCE, Ms.
FUDGE, Mr. COHEN, Mr. CARSON of In-
diana, Mr. HONDA, Mr. LOWENTHAL,
Mr. McCDERMOTT, Mr. TONKO, Mr.
TAKANO, and Mr. ISRAEL):

H.R. 1257. A bill to direct the Attorney
General to make grants to States that have
in place laws that terminate the parental
rights of men who father children through
rape; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts (for
herself, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr.
JOYCE, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. DEFAZIO,
Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. SPEIER, Mr.
ISRAEL, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. GRAYSON,
Ms. PINGREE, Mr. CARDENAS, Ms.
TSONGAS, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. McGovV-
ERN, Mr. COHEN, Mr. HONDA, Ms. ROY-
BAL-ALLARD, Ms. TITUS, Mr. RYAN of
Ohio, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois,
Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas,
Ms. DELAURO, Mr. PETERS, Ms.
BoONAMICI, Mr. MEEHAN, Ms.
BROWNLEY of California, Mr. DEUTCH,
Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. BLU-
MENAUER, Mr. PoL1s, Mr. JONES, Mr.
BARLETTA, Ms. SINEMA, Mr. MCNER-
NEY, Mr. FARR, Mr. LANGEVIN, Mr.

MARINO, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr.
FITZPATRICK, Mr. KEATING, Mr.
WELCH, Ms. MOORE, Ms. STEFANIK,

Mrs. COMSTOCK, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr.
GIBSON, and Mr. CAPUANO):

H.R. 1258. A bill to protect the pets of vic-
tims of domestic violence, sexual assault,
stalking, and dating violence; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, and in addition to
the Committee on Agriculture, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. BARR (for himself and Mr.
HINOJOSA):

H.R. 1259. A bill to provide for an applica-
tion process for interested parties to apply
for an area to be designated as a rural area,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Financial Services.

By Mr. DOGGETT (for himself, Ms.
PELOSI, Mr. HOYER, Mr. BECERRA, Mr.
BLUMENAUER, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr.
KIND, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Mr.
LEVIN, Mr. LEwWIS, Mr. MCDERMOTT,
Mr. NEAL, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. RAN-
GEL, Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr.
VAN HOLLEN, Mr. YARMUTH, Ms.
BASS, Mr. BEYER, Mr. BISHOP of Geor-
gia, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Ms.
BROWN of Florida, Ms. BROWNLEY of
California, Mrs. BUSTOS, Mr.
BUTTERFIELD, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. CAPU-
ANO, Mr. CARDENAS, Mr. CARSON of In-
diana, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Ms. CASTOR
of Florida, Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Ms.
JUDY CHU of  California, Mr.
CICILLINE, Ms. CLARKE of New York,
Mr. CLAY, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. CLY-
BURN, Mr. COHEN, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr.
CONYERS, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr.
CUELLAR, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mrs. DAVIS
of California, Mr. DEFAZzIO, Ms.
DEGETTE, Ms. DELAURO, Ms.
DELBENE, Mr. DEUTCH, Mrs. DINGELL,
Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania, Ms. EDWARDS, Mr. ELLISON,
Mr. ENGEL, Ms. EsTY, Mr. FARR, Mr.
FATTAH, Ms. FRANKEL of Florida, Ms.
FUDGE, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. AL
GREEN of Texas, Mr. GENE GREEN of
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Texas, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. GUTIERREZ,
Ms. HAHN, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. HECK of
Washington, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. HINO-
JOSA, Mr. HONDA, Mr. ISRAEL, Ms.
JACKSON LEE, Mr. JEFFRIES, Ms.
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr.
JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms.
KeLLY of Illinois, Mr. KILDEE, Mr.
KILMER, Ms. KUSTER, Mr. LANGEVIN,
Ms. LEE, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr.
LOWENTHAL, Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of
New Mexico, Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN
GRISHAM of New Mexico, Mr. LYNCH,

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New
York, Ms. MATSUI, Ms. McCOLLUM,
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. MEEKS, Ms.

MENG, Ms. MOORE, Mr. NADLER, Mrs.
NAPOLITANO, Mr. NOLAN, Mr. NOR-
CROSS, Ms. NORTON, Mr. PALLONE, Mr.
PAYNE, Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr.
PIERLUISI, Ms. PINGREE, Mr. POCAN,
Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Mr.
RICHMOND, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr.
RUSH, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Ms. LINDA T.
SANCHEZ of California, Ms. LORETTA
SANCHEZ of California, Mr. SARBANES,
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr.
ScoTT of Virginia, Mr. DAVID SCOTT
of Georgia, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. SHER-
MAN, Mr. SIRES, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Ms.
SPEIER, Mr. SWALWELL of California,
Mr. TAKANO, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, Ms. T1TUS, Mr. TONKO, Ms.
TSONGAS, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. VEASEY,
Mr. VELA, Ms. MAXINE WATERS of
California, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN,
Mr. WELCH, Ms. WILSON of Florida,
Mr. DELANEY, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. MUR-
PHY of Florida, Mrs. TORRES, Mr.
KENNEDY, Mr. LARSEN of Washington,
Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, Mr. RUIZ,
Miss RICE of New York, and Mr. RUP-
PERSBERGER):

H.R. 1260. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to extend and modify the
American Opportunity Tax Credit, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. DUFFY:

H.R. 1261. A bill to amend the Consumer
Financial Protection Act of 2010 to bring the
Bureau of Consumer Financial Protection
into the regular appropriations process, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services.

By Mr. DUFFY (for himself,
NEUGEBAUER, and Mr. BARR):

H.R. 1262. A Dbill to amend the Dodd-Frank
Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protec-
tion Act to require the Bureau of Consumer
Financial Protection to notify and obtain
permission from consumers before collecting
nonpublic personal information about such
consumers, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Financial Services.

By Mr. DUFFY (for himself,
NEUGEBAUER, and Mr. BARR):

H.R. 1263. A bill to amend the Consumer
Financial Protection Act of 2010 to strength-
en the review authority of the Financial Sta-
bility Oversight Council of regulations
issued by the Bureau of Consumer Financial
Protection, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Financial Services.

By Mr. DUFFY (for himself,
NEUGEBAUER, and Mr. BARR):

H.R. 1264. A Dbill to amend the Dodd-Frank
Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protec-
tion Act to set the rate of pay for employees
of the Bureau of Consumer Financial Protec-
tion in accordance with the General Sched-
ule; to the Committee on Financial Services,
and in addition to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform, for a period
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.
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By Mr. DUFFY (for himself, Mr.
NEUGEBAUER, and Mr. BARR):

H.R. 1265. A bill to apply the requirements
of the Federal Advisory Committee Act to
the Bureau of Consumer Financial Protec-
tion; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices, and in addition to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform, 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 Mr. NEUGEBAUER (for himself,
Mr. GUINTA, Mr. HUIZENGA of Michi-
gan, Mr. GARRETT, Mr. SCHWEIKERT,
Mr. ROTHFUS, Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr.
PEARCE, Mr. TIPTON, Mr. WILLIAMS,
Mr. RoOSS, Mrs. WAGNER, Mr.
PoOLIQUIN, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr.
BARR, Mr. HILL, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr.
DUFFY, Mr. PITTENGER, Mrs. LOVE,
and Mr. MCHENRY):

H.R. 1266. A bill to amend the Consumer
Financial Protection Act of 2010 to make the
Bureau of Consumer Financial Protection an
independent Financial Product Safety Com-
mission, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services.

By Mr. NEUGEBAUER (for himself,
Mr. PETERSON, and Mr. CRAMER):

H.R. 1267. A bill to exempt certain class A
CDL drivers from the requirement to obtain
a hazardous material endorsement while op-
erating a service vehicle with a fuel tank
containing 3,785 liters (1,000 gallons) or less
of diesel fuel; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

By Ms. ESHOO (for herself, Mr.
KINZINGER of Illinois, Mr. WELCH, Mr.
MCKINLEY, and Mr. TONKO):

H.R. 1268. A bill to amend the Energy Inde-
pendence and Security Act of 2007 to pro-
mote energy efficiency via information and
computing technologies, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce.

By Mr. REICHERT (for himself, Mr.
PASCRELL, Mr. KING of New York, and
Mr. PIERLUISI):

H.R. 1269. A bill to encourage, enhance, and
integrate Blue Alert plans throughout the
United States in order to disseminate infor-
mation when a law enforcement officer is se-
riously injured or killed in the line of duty,
is missing in connection with the officer’s of-
ficial duties, or an imminent and credible
threat that an individual intends to cause
the serious injury or death of a law enforce-
ment officer is received, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Ms. JENKINS of Kansas (for herself
and Mr. KIND):

H.R. 1270. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the amendments
made by the Patient Protection and Afford-
able Care Act which disqualify expenses for
over-the-counter drugs under health savings
accounts and health flexible spending ar-
rangements; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mrs. BEATTY (for herself, Mrs.
WAGNER, Ms. NORTON, Mr. FATTAH,
Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr. BISHOP of
Georgia, and Mr. CARDENAS):

H.R. 1271. A bill to provide for systemic re-
search, treatment, prevention, awareness,
and dissemination of information with re-
spect to sports-related and other concus-
sions; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce.

By Mr. BERA (for himself and Mr.
MEADOWS):

H.R. 1272. A bill to provide incentives to
physicians to practice in rural and medically
underserved communities, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mrs. BLACKBURN (for herself and
Mr. SCHRADER):
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H.R. 1273. A bill to promote energy savings
in residential and commercial buildings and
industry, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. BLUMENAUER (for himself and
Mr. BUCHANAN):

H.R. 1274. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to make grants to assist
units of local government in developing and
implementing plans, known as Vision Zero
plans, to eliminate transportation-related
fatalities and serious injuries, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure.

By Mrs. CAPPS:

H.R. 1275. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Health and Human Services to develop a na-
tional strategic action plan to assist health
professionals in preparing for and responding
to the public health effects of climate
change, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mrs. CAPPS:

H.R. 1276. A bill to amend the Coastal Zone
Management Act of 1972 to require the Sec-
retary of Commerce to establish a coastal
climate change adaptation planning and re-
sponse program, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Natural Resources.

By Mrs. CAPPS:

H.R. 1277. A bill to provide for ocean acidi-
fication collaborative research grant oppor-
tunities; to the Committee on Science,
Space, and Technology.

By Mrs. CAPPS:

H.R. 1278. A bill to authorize the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection
Agency to establish a program of awarding
grants to owners or operators of water sys-
tems to increase resiliency or adaptability of
the systems to any ongoing or forecasted
changes to the hydrologic conditions of a re-
gion of the United States; to the Committee
on Transportation and Infrastructure, and in
addition to the Committees on Energy and
Commerce, and Natural Resources, 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 Mr. CARNEY:

H.R. 1279. A bill to carry out pilot pro-
grams to improve skills and job training, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Education and the Workforce.

By Mr. CARNEY:

H.R. 1280. A Dbill to direct the Secretary of
Labor to create a searchable database con-
taining a credentials registry, a skills data-
base, and a jobs bank; to the Committee on
Education and the Workforce.

By Mr. CARNEY:

H.R. 1281. A bill to increase the number of
months of vocational educational training
that may be counted as work under the tem-
porary assistance for needy families pro-
gram; to the Committee on Ways and Means,
and in addition to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce, 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. COHEN (for himself, Mr. WHIT-
FIELD, Mr. CONNOLLY, Ms. CLARKE of
New York, Ms. CLARK of Massachu-
setts, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. POCAN, Mr.
LOWENTHAL, Mr. JONES, Mr. GUINTA,
Ms. TITUs, Mr. HIMES, and Mr.
KEATING):

H.R. 1282. A bill to amend title 49, United
States Code, to prohibit the transportation
of horses in interstate transportation in a
motor vehicle containing 2 or more levels
stacked on top of one another; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

By Mr. COLLINS of Georgia (for him-
self, Mr. JEFFRIES, Mrs. BLACKBURN,
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Mr. NADLER, Mr. ROONEY of Florida,
Mr. COHEN, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr.
CARDENAS, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, Mr.
LOWENTHAL, Mr. COOPER, Mr. DEUTCH,
Ms. JUuDY CHU of California, and Ms.
ROYBAL-ALLARD):

H.R. 1283. A bill to amend title 17, United
States Code, to ensure fairness in the estab-
lishment of certain rates and fees under sec-
tions 114 and 115 of such title, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. CONYERS (for himself and Mr.
BLUMENAUER):

H.R. 1284. A bill to direct the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection
Agency to take certain actions related to
pesticides that may affect pollinators, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Ag-
riculture.

By Mrs. DAVIS of California:

H.R. 1285. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to eliminate origination
fees for Federal Direct Loans; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce.

By Ms. DELAURO (for herself, Mr.
LEVIN, Mr. NEAL, Mr. DOGGETT, Mrs.
BEATTY, Mr. BECERRA, Mr. BEYER,
Mr. BIsHOP of Georgia, Mr. BLU-
MENAUER, Ms. BONAMICI, Ms. BROWN
of Florida, Ms. BROWNLEY of Cali-
fornia, Mrs. BuUSTOS, Mr.
BUTTERFIELD, Mrs. CAPPS, Mr. CAPU-
ANO, Mr. CARDENAS, Mr. CARSON of In-
diana, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Ms. JUDY
CHU of California, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms.
CLARK of Massachusetts, Ms. CLARKE
of New York, Mr. CLAY, Mr. CLEAVER,
Mr. COHEN, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. CON-
YERS, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. CROWLEY,
Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS
of Illinois, Mrs. DAVIS of California,
Mr. DEFAZzIO, Ms. DEGETTE, Ms.
DELBENE, Mr. DESAULNIER, Mrs. DIN-
GELL, Ms. EDWARDS, Mr. ELLISON, Mr.
ENGEL, Ms. EsHOO, Ms. ESsTY, Mr.
FATTAH, Mr. FARR, Ms. FRANKEL of
Florida, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. GARAMENDI,
Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas,
Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Mr. GUTIERREZ, Ms. HAHN, Mr.
HASTINGS, Mr. HECK of Washington,
Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. HIMES, Mr. HONDA,
Mr. HOYER, Mr. ISRAEL, Ms. JACKSON
LEE, Mr. JEFFRIES, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr.
KEATING, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. KILDEE,
Mr. KILMER, Ms. KUSTER, Mr. LAN-
GEVIN, Mr. LARSON of Connecticut,
Ms. LEE, Mr. LEWIS, Mr. LOEBSACK,
Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. BEN
RAY LUJAN of New Mexico, Mr.
LyNCcH, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr.
MCGOVERN, Mr. MEEKS, Ms. MOORE,
Mr. NADLER, Mr. NOLAN, Ms. NORTON,
Mr. PALLONE, Mr. PASCRELL, Ms.
PELOSI, Mr. PIERLUISI, Ms. PINGREE,
Mr. PoCAN, Mr. PRICE of North Caro-
lina, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. RICHMOND, Ms.
ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. RUSH, Mr. RYAN
of Ohio, Mr. SABLAN, Ms. LINDA T.
SANCHEZ of California, Mr. SARBANES,
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. DAVID SCOTT of
Georgia, Mr. ScoTT of Virginia, Mr.
SERRANO, Ms. SEWELL of Alabama,
Mr. SIRES, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Ms.
SPEIER, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. THOMPSON
of California, Ms. TITUS, Mr. TONKO,
Mrs. TORRES, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. VAN
HOLLEN, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. VEASEY,
Mr. WALZ, Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ,
Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California,
Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. WELCH,
Ms. WILSON of Florida, and Mr. YAR-
MUTH):

H.R. 1286. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to eliminate the lower
threshold for the refundable portion of the
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child tax credit, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. DESANTIS (for himself, Mr.
BI1sHOP of Utah, Mr. CLAWSON of Flor-
ida, Mr. COFFMAN, Mr. DESJARLAIS,
Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. FRANKS of Ari-
zona, Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr. HUDSON,
Mr. HUELSKAMP, Mr. JONES, Mr.
MASSIE, Mr. MULVANEY, Mr. PALMER,
Mr. PERRY, Mr. POMPEO, Mr. OLSON,
Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. ROONEY of Florida,
Mr. SALMON, Mr. WALKER, Mr. WIL-
SON of South Carolina, Mr. YOHO, Mr.
ZINKE, Mr. GOSAR, and Mrs. LOVE):

H.R. 1287. A bill to amend the eligibility
requirements for funding under title IV of
the Higher Education Act of 1965; to the
Committee on Education and the Workforce.

By Mr. BUTTERFIELD (for himself
and Mr. JONES):

H.R. 1288. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Homeland Security to accept additional doc-
umentation when considering the applica-
tion for veterans status of an individual who
performed service as a coastwise merchant
seaman during World War II, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs, and in addition to the Committee on
Armed Services, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. DESAULNIER:

H.R. 1289. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior to acquire approximately 44
acres of land in Martinez, California, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Natural
Resources.

By Mr. ELLISON:

H.R. 1290. A bill to provide for a study by
the Transportation Research Board of the
National Academies on the impact of divert-
ing certain freight rail traffic to avoid urban
areas, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture.

By Ms. ESTY (for herself, Mr. SEAN
PATRICK MALONEY of New York, Mr.
HiMES, Ms. BROWNLEY of California,
and Mr. PASCRELL):

H.R. 1291. A bill to improve highway-rail
grade crossing safety, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure.

By Mr. FORTENBERRY:

H.R. 1292. A bill to amend title 10, United
States Code, to extend military commissary
and exchange store privileges to veterans
with a compensable service-connected dis-
ability and to their dependents; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

By Mr. HASTINGS (for himself, Mr.
TAKANO, Mr. CUMMINGS, Ms. WILSON
of Florida, Mr. GRAYSON, Ms.
FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. RICHMOND,
and Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of
Texas):

H.R. 1293. A bill to amend the Public
Health Service Act to establish a grant pro-
gram to provide supportive services in per-
manent supportive housing for chronically
homeless individuals and families, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce.

By Mr. HINOJOSA (for himself, Mr.
VELA, Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas, Mr.
CUELLAR, Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Mr.
AL GREEN of Texas, and Ms. JACKSON
LEE):

H.R. 1294. A bill to require the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to ensure that the South
Texas Veterans Affairs Health Care Center in
Harlingen, Texas, includes a full-service De-
partment of Veterans Affairs inpatient
health care facility; to the Committee on
Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. HOLDING (for himself and Mr.
ROSKAM):
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H.R. 1295. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to improve the process for
making determinations with respect to
whether organizations are exempt from tax-
ation under section 501(c)(4) of such Code; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HUNTER (for himself, Mr. CAL-
VERT, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. PETERS, Ms.
LORETTA SANCHEZ of California, Mr.
VARGAS, Mr. COLE, Mr. HUFFMAN, and
Mr. ROHRABACHER):

H.R. 1296. A bill to amend the San Luis Rey
Indian Water Rights Settlement Act to clar-
ify certain settlement terms, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources.

By Mr. JEFFRIES:

H.R. 1297. A bill to amend the Robert T.
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act to provide assistance for hous-
ing cooperatives damaged by a major dis-
aster, to provide relief to homeowners af-
fected by major disasters who have mort-
gages insured by the FHA or owned or guar-
anteed by Fannie Mae or Freddie Mac, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas:

H.R. 1298. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to prevent retroactive
claims of the earned income tax credit by in-
dividuals issued social security numbers, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania (for
himself, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. JOLLY,

Mr. LATTA, Mr. PITTENGER, Mr.
HUELSKAMP, Mr. DUNCAN of South
Carolina, Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr.

PEARCE, Mr. ROTHFUS, Mr. SMITH of
Nebraska, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey,
Mr. HARRIS, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr.
GARRETT, Mr. FLEMING, Mr.
HULTGREN, Mr. PITTS, Mr. FRANKS of
Arizona, Mr. JONES, Mr. MESSER, Mr.
AUSTIN ScoTrT of Georgia, Mr.
PALAZZO, Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. BRADY of
Texas, Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr.
MARINO, Mr. AMODEI, Mr. BARLETTA,
Mr. RENACCI, Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr.
MOONEY of West Virginia, Mrs.
HARTZLER, Mr. MULVANEY, Mr. CLAW-
SON of Florida, Mr. FORBES, Mr.
PoMPEO, Mr. ROUZER, and Mr. SALM-
ON):

H.R. 1299. A bill to ensure that organiza-
tions with religious or moral convictions are
allowed to continue to provide services for
children; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. KING of New York (for himself,
Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. ROONEY of Flor-
ida, and Mr. KATKO):

H.R. 1300. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Homeland Security to make anthrax vac-
cines and antimicrobials available to emer-
gency response providers, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity, 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. KINZINGER of Illinois (for
himself, Mr. COURTNEY, Mr. FRELING-
HUYSEN, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. GRIFFITH,
Mr. KING of New York, Mr. TONKO,
Mr. WOMACK, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr.
FORTENBERRY, Mr. WALBERG, Ms.
JENKINS of Kansas, and Mr. PRICE of
North Carolina):
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H.R. 1301. A bill to direct the Federal Com-
munications Commission to extend to pri-
vate land use restrictions its rule relating to
reasonable accommodation of amateur serv-
ice communications; to the Committee on
Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. LATTA (for himself, Mr. RYAN
of Ohio, Mr. JOYCE, Mr. STIVERS, Mr.
EMMER of Minnesota, Mr. MCKINLEY,
Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. GIBBS, Ms.
BORDALLO, Mr. JONES, Mr. HEN-
SARLING, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. BARR,
Ms. JENKINS of Kansas, Mr.
LOWENTHAL, Mrs. LOVE, Mr. MESSER,
Mr. DEFAZIO, and Mr. MURPHY of
Pennsylvania):

H.R. 1302. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to establish a deadline for
the certification of certain forms by regional
offices of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs; to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Ms. LEE (for herself, Mr. JONES, and
Mr. HONDA):

H.R. 1303. A bill to repeal Public Law 107-
40; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Ms. LEE (for herself, Mr. JONES, and
Mr. HONDA):

H.R. 1304. A bill to repeal the Authoriza-
tion for Use of Military Force Against Iraq
Resolution of 2002; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs.

By Ms. LEE (for herself, Mr. CONYERS,
Mr. ELLISON, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, and
Mr. POCAN):

H.R. 1305. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to limit the deductibility
of excessive rates of executive compensation;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Ms. LOFGREN (for herself, Mr.
HONDA, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mrs. NAPOLI-
TANO, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. CON-
NOLLY, Mr. GUTIERREZ, and Mr.
SWALWELL of California):

H.R. 1306. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Education to conduct a study to determine
the relationship between school start times
and adolescent health, well-being, and per-
formance; to the Committee on Education
and the Workforce.

By Ms. LOFGREN (for herself, Ms.
ESHOO0, and Mr. HONDA):

H.R. 1307. A bill to combat trade barriers
that threaten the maintenance of an open
Internet, that mandate unique technology
standards as a condition of market access
and related measures, and to promote online
free expression and the free flow of informa-
tion; to the Committee on Ways and Means,
and in addition to the Committees on For-
eign Affairs, the Judiciary, and 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. LOWENTHAL (for himself, Mr.
ROHRABACHER, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, and
Mrs. LAWRENCE):

H.R. 1308. A bill to amend title 49, United
States Code, to establish a Multimodal
Freight Funding Formula Program and a Na-
tional Freight Infrastructure Competitive
Grant Program to improve the efficiency and
reliability of freight movement in the United
States, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture, and in addition to the Committee on
Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. LUETKEMEYER (for himself,
Mr. STIVERS, Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. MUR-
PHY of Florida, Ms. SEWELL of Ala-
bama, Mr. DAVID ScoTT of Georgia,
and Ms. SINEMA):

H.R. 1309. A bill to amend the Dodd-Frank
Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protec-
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tion Act to specify when bank holding com-
panies may be subject to certain enhanced
supervision, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Financial Services.

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York (for herself, Mr. MEEHAN,
Mrs. BusTOs, Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana,
Ms. JENKINS of Kansas, Ms. FRANKEL
of Florida, Mr. JOYCE, Ms. KUSTER,
Ms. BonNaMIcI, Ms. DELAURO, Mr.
GUINTA, and Mr. POE of Texas):

H.R. 1310. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 and the Jeanne Clery Dis-
closure of Campus Security Policy and Cam-
pus Crime Statistics Act to combat campus
sexual violence, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force, and in addition to the Committee on
the Judiciary, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York (for herself and Mr. POE of
Texas):

H.R. 1311. A bill to provide for the estab-
lishment of an office within the Internal
Revenue Service to focus on violations of the
internal revenue laws by persons who are
under investigation for conduct relating to
the promotion of commercial sex acts and
trafficking in persons crimes, and to in-
crease the criminal monetary penalty limi-
tations for the underpayment or overpay-
ment of tax due to fraud; to the Committee
on Ways and Means, and in addition to the
Committee 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 Mrs. McMORRIS RODGERS (for
herself, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr.
GUTHRIE, Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois,
Mr. LONG, Mr. GRIFFITH, and Mr.
SCHRADER):

H.R. 1312. A bill to amend the Public
Health Service Act to provide for the partici-
pation of optometrists in the National
Health Service Corps scholarship and loan
repayment programs, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. MCNERNEY:

H.R. 1313. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to enhance the treatment of
certain small business concerns for purposes
of Department of Veterans Affairs con-
tracting goals and preferences; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. MEEHAN (for himself and Mr.
ROSKAM):

H.R. 1314. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide for a right to an
administrative appeal relating to adverse de-
terminations of tax-exempt status of certain
organizations; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. MESSER:

H.R. 1315. A bill to amend section 1105(a) of
title 31, United States Code, to require that
annual budget submissions of the President
to Congress provide an estimate of the cost
per taxpayer of the deficit, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Budget.

By Mr. MILLER of Florida (for himself,
Mr. MASSIE, Mr. BisHOP of Utah, and
Mr. SMITH of Nebraska):

H.R. 1316. A bill to provide an amnesty pe-
riod during which veterans and their family
members can register certain firearms in the
National Firearms Registration and Transfer
Record, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, and in addition to
the Committees on Ways and Means, and
Veterans’ Affairs, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
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fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Ms. MOORE (for herself, Ms. FUDGE,
Mr. GIBSON, and Mr. STIVERS):

H.R. 1317. A bill to amend the Commodity
Exchange Act and the Securities Exchange
Act of 1934 to specify how clearing require-
ments apply to certain affiliate transactions,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Financial Services, and in addition to the
Committee on Agriculture, 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 Mrs. NOEM (for herself, Mr. LARSEN
of Washington, Mr. TAKAI, and Mr.
DoLD):

H.R. 1318. A bill to reauthorize the Impact
Aid Program under the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act of 1965; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce.

By Mr. O'ROURKE (for himself, Mr.
YoHO, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. JONES, Ms.
TITUS, Mr. JoLLY, Ms. SINEMA, Mr.
RuU1Z, Ms. BROWNLEY of California,
Mr. SWALWELL of California, Mrs.
KIRKPATRICK, Mr. GENE GREEN of
Texas, and Mr. COOK):

H.R. 1319. A bill to direct the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to conduct annual surveys
of veterans on experiences obtaining hospital
care and medical services from medical fa-
cilities of the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs.

By Mr. OLSON (for himself, Mr.
PoMPEO, Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania,
Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina, Mr.
TIPTON, Mr. BABIN, Mr. SALMON, Mr.
SESSIONS, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. PEARCE,
Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. LONG, and Mr.
MCCLINTOCK):

H.R. 1320. A bill to amend the Clean Air
Act with respect to exceptional event dem-
onstrations, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Energy and Commerce.

By Mr. PALLONE (for himself and Mr.
UPTON):

H.R. 1321. A bill to prohibit the sale or dis-
tribution of cosmetics containing synthetic
plastic microbeads; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

By Mr. PETERS (for himself, Mr. KIND,
Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. CONNOLLY, and
Mr. GRIJALVA):

H.R. 1322. A bill to amend the Federal Crop
Insurance Act to require the public disclo-
sure of crop insurance premium subsidies
made on behalf of Members of Congress and
their immediate families, Cabinet Secre-
taries and their immediate families, and en-
tities of which any such individual or com-
bination of such individuals is a majority
shareholder, and to require the public disclo-
sure of the underwriting gains earned by pri-
vate insurance providers and the business ex-
penses covered by the Federal Government;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. PITTS (for himself, Ms. ESHOO,
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr. ELLI-
SON, Mr. PoE of Texas, Mr. JOHNSON
of Georgia, Mr. SALMON, Ms.
DELAURO, Mr. CHABOT, and Mr. BILI-
RAKIS):

H.R. 1323. A Dbill to amend the Inter-
national Religious Freedom Act of 1998 to
further express United States foreign policy
with respect to, and to strengthen United
States advocacy on behalf of, freedom of reli-
gion or belief abroad and individuals per-
secuted in foreign countries on account of re-
ligion or belief, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and in ad-
dition to the Committees on Financial Serv-
ices, and Oversight and Government Reform,
for a period to be subsequently determined
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
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ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. POLIS:

H.R. 1324. A bill to adjust the boundary of
the Arapaho National Forest, Colorado, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources.

By Mr. POMPEO:

H.R. 1325. A bill to give States and local-
ities the option to return unused Federal
grant funds to the general fund of the Treas-
ury for the purpose of deficit reduction; to
the Committee on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, 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. ROSS (for himself, Mr. MILLER
of Florida, Ms. GRAHAM, Mr. YOHO,
Mr. CRENSHAW, Ms. BROWN of Florida,
Mr. DESANTIS, Mr. MIcA, Mr. POSEY,
Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. WEBSTER of Flor-
ida, Mr. NUGENT, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr.
JoLLY, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr.
BUCHANAN, Mr. ROONEY of Florida,
Mr. MURPHY of Florida, Mr. CLAWSON
of Florida, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr.
DEUTCH, Ms. FRANKEL of Florida, Ms.
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. WILSON of
Florida, Mr. DI1AZ-BALART, Mr.
CURBELO of Florida, and Ms. ROS-
LEHTINEN):

H.R. 1326. A bill to designate the facility of
the United States Postal Service located at
2000 Mulford Road in Mulberry, Florida, as
the ‘‘Sergeant First Class Daniel M. Fer-
guson Post Office’’; to the Committee on
Oversight and Government Reform.

By Mr. SALMON (for himself, Mr.
SCHWEIKERT, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona,
and Mr. GOSAR):

H.R. 1327. A bill to amend the Clean Air
Act to delay the review and revision of the
national ambient air quality standards for
ozone; to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

By Mr. SCHWEIKERT (for himself, Mr.
ZINKE, Mr. MULVANEY, Mr. ROE of
Tennessee, Mr. JONES, Mr. BUCK, Mr.
LANCE, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. GUINTA, Mr.
OLSON, Mr. COOK, Mr. DUNCAN of
South Carolina, Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of
Georgia, Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan,
Mr. BROOKS of Alabama, Mr. POSEY,
Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. RICE of South
Carolina, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr.
HARRIS, Mr. BABIN, Mr. ROUZER, Mr.
FRANKS of Arizona, and Mrs.
HARTZLER):

H.R. 1328. A Dbill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to deny the earned income
tax credit to any individual who received
temporary deportation relief and work au-
thorization in accordance with any program
not specifically established by Act of Con-
gress; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. SENSENBRENNER:

H.R. 1329. A Dbill to abolish the Bureau of
Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms, and Explosives,
transfer its functions relating to the Federal
firearms, explosives, and arson laws, violent
crime, and domestic terrorism to the Federal
Bureau of Investigation, and transfer its
functions relating to the Federal alcohol and
tobacco smuggling laws to the Drug Enforce-
ment Administration, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. STIVERS (for himself and Mr.
RICHMOND):

H.R. 1330. A bill to amend the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf Lands Act to require the Sec-
retary of the Interior to conduct offshore oil
and gas leasing, to use revenues from such
leasing to capitalize bonds that provide a
dedicated source of revenue to fund highway,
other transportation, and water infrastruc-
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ture projects, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Natural Resources, and in ad-
dition to the Committees on Ways and
Means, Transportation and Infrastructure,
and 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. WALZ (for himself and Mr.

DENHAM):

H.R. 1331. A bill to amend title 38, United
States Code, to improve the treatment of
medical evidence provided by non-Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs medical profes-
sionals in support of claims for disability
compensation under the laws administered
by the Secretary of Veterans Affairs, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs.

By Mr. WEBER of Texas (for himself,
Mr. YOHO, Mr. JONES, Mr. BYRNE, Mr.
PoOSEY, Mr. BROOKS of Alabama, Mr.
RICE of South Carolina, and Mr.
SCHWEIKERT):

H.R. 1332. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to disallow the earned in-
come tax credit and the child tax credit for
individuals who are not lawfully present in
the United States or who have received work
authorization pursuant to certain deferred
action programs; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. WESTMORELAND (for himself,
Mr. JONES, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona,
Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr.
COOK, Mr. OLSON, Mr. DUNCAN of Ten-
nessee, Mr. CONAWAY, and Mr.
BROOKS of Alabama):

H.R. 1333. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to clarify eligibility for the
child tax credit; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. WOMACK (for himself, Mr.
HiMES, Mrs. WAGNER, and Mr.
DELANEY):

H.R. 1334. A bill to amend the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934 to make the share-
holder threshold for registration of savings
and loan holding companies the same as for
bank holding companies; to the Committee
on Financial Services.

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska (for himself,
Mr. BisHOP of Utah, Mrs. RADEWAGEN,
and Mr. BYRNE):

H.R. 1335. A bill to amend the Magnuson-
Stevens Fishery Conservation and Manage-
ment Act to provide flexibility for fishery
managers and stability for fishermen, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources.

By Mr. YOUNG of Indiana (for himself,
Mr. DELANEY, Mr. REED, Mr. LARSON
of Connecticut, Mr. REICHERT, Mr.
PoLis, Mr. SCHOCK, Mr. KENNEDY, and
Mr. DOLD):

H.R. 1336. A bill to encourage and support
partnerships between the public and private
sectors to improve our nation’s social pro-
grams, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition
to the Committee on Financial Services, for
a period 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 Mrs. BEATTY (for herself, Ms.
WELL of Alabama, Mr. BYRNE,
HURD of Texas, Ms. PELOSI, Mr.
GREEN of Texas, Mr. HIGGINS,
BisHOP of Georgia, Ms. NORTON, Ms.
KELLY of Illinois, Mr. KIND, Mr. RAN-
GEL, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Ms.
JACKSON LEE, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN,
Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. COOPER, Mr.
FATTAH, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Ms. HAHN,
Ms. CLARKE of New York, Mr. BRADY
of Pennsylvania, Mr. COHEN, Mr.
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HONDA, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. BECERRA, Ms.
KAPTUR, Mr. WELCH, Ms. FRANKEL of
Florida, Mr. HASTINGS, Ms. WILSON of
Florida, Mr. RUSH, Ms. MATSUI, Ms.
McCoLLUM, Mr. CONYERS, Mr.
ASHFORD, Mr. TONKO, Mrs. CAROLYN
B. MALONEY of New York, Mrs.
BUSTOS, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. DOG-
GETT, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. BRENDAN
F. BOoYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. SIRES,
Ms.  WASSERMAN  SCHULTZ, Mr.
CLEAVER, Mr. DAVID ScoTT of Geor-
gia, Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. MEEKS, Ms.
MOORE, Ms. FUDGE, Ms. MICHELLE
LUJAN GRISHAM of New Mexico, Ms.
MAXINE WATERS of California, Mr.
CLAY, Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. BEN RAY
LUJAN of New Mexico, Ms. BASS, Ms.
LEE, Mr. WALz, Mr. VEASEY, Mr.
ScoTT of Virginia, Mr. TED LIEU of
California, Mrs. DAVIS of California,
Mr. DANNY K. DAvIs of Illinois, Ms.
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of Texas, Mr.
CLYBURN, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, Mr. HECK of Washington, Ms.
ADAMS, Mr. JEFFRIES, Ms. BROWNLEY
of California, Ms. ESTY, Mr. VAN HOL-
LEN, Mr. PALLONE, Ms. JUuDY CHU of
California, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr.
LOWENTHAL, Mrs. LOWEY, Ms. RoOY-
BAL-ALLARD, Ms. CLARK of Massachu-
setts, Mr. VARGAS, Mr. MCGOVERN,
Mr. SHERMAN, Ms. PINGREE, Mr. LAR-
SON of Connecticut, Ms. LINDA T.
SANCHEZ of California, Mr. RICHMOND,
Ms. EDWARDS, Mr. WESTERMAN, Miss
RICE of New York, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr.
LARSEN of Washington, Mr. HOYER,
Mr. CAPUANO, Ms. BROWN of Florida,
Mrs. LAWRENCE, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr.
MURPHY of Florida, Mr. RENACCI, Mr.
JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. GRIJALVA,
Mr. ELLISON, and Ms. PLASKETT):

H. Con. Res. 23. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of Congress that the
United States Postal Service should issue a
commemorative stamp honoring the 50th an-
niversary of the three civil rights marches
from Selma, Alabama to Montgomery, Ala-
bama that took place over the course of sev-
eral weeks in March 1965; to the Committee
on Oversight and Government Reform.

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania (for
himself, Mr. NEAL, Mrs. WALORSKI,
Mr. VISCLOSKY, Mr. KING of New
York, Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of
Pennsylvania, Mr. RATCLIFFE, Ms.
JACKSON LEE, Mr. POE of Texas, Mr.
FITZPATRICK, Mr. TED LIEU of Cali-
fornia, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. WALBERG,
Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana, Mr. CARSON
of Indiana, Mr. YOUNG of Indiana, and
Mr. MCGOVERN):

H. Con. Res. 24. Concurrent resolution hon-
oring the life and memory of Reverend Theo-
dore M. Hesburgh, C.S.C., president emeritus
of the University of Notre Dame; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Government Re-
form.

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT (for himself, Ms.
NorTON, Ms. LEE, Ms. JuDY CHU of
California, Mr. PETERS, and Mr.
HONDA):

H. Res. 142. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives that in
order to better understand water avail-
ability, sustainability, and security at a na-
tional scale, the United States should
prioritize the assessment of the quality and
quantity of surface water and groundwater
resources, and produce a national water cen-
sus with the same sense of urgency that was
incorporated in the ‘“Man on the Moon”
project to address the inevitable challenges
of ‘“Peak Water’’; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Energy and Commerce, Agri-
culture, and Transportation and Infrastruc-
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ture, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.
By Ms. JACKSON LEE (for herself and

Mr. CHABOT):

H. Res. 143. A resolution urging the Gov-
ernment of Nigeria to move forward expedi-
tiously with national general elections; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Ms. HAHN:

H. Res. 144. A resolution recognizing and
celebrating the centennial of the United
States Navy Reserve; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York (for herself and Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY):

H. Res. 145. A resolution expressing the
sense of the House of Representatives that
the Senate should ratify the Convention on
the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimina-
tion Against Women (CEDAW); to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Ms. MOORE (for herself, Mr. CAR-
SON of Indiana, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr.
LANGEVIN, Ms. LEE, Mr. LEVIN, Mr.
LOEBSACK, Mr. POCAN, and Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY):

H. Res. 146. A resolution expressing support
for designation of the week of March 1, 2015,
through March 7, 2015, as ‘‘School Social
Work Week’; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

By Ms. WILSON of Florida:

H. Res. 147. A resolution supporting efforts
to bring an end to violence perpetrated by
Boko Haram, and urging the Government of
Nigeria to conduct transparent, peaceful,
and credible elections; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

———

PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XII,

Mr. ROSS introduced a bill (H.R. 1337) to
waive the time limitations specified by law
for the award of certain medals to persons
who served in the Armed Forces to permit
the award of the Distinguished-Service Cross
to Edward Halcomb for acts of extraordinary
heroism during the Korean War; which was
referred to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices.

————

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. JOHNSON of Georgia:

H.R. 1232.

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 14 of the United States Constitu-
tion and its subsequent amendments, and
further clarified and interpreted by the Su-
preme Court of the United States.

By Mr. LUETKEMEYER:

H.R. 1233.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The constitutional authority on which this
bill rests is the explicit power of Congress to
regulate commerce in and among the states,
as enumerate in Article 1, Section 8, Clause
3, the Commerce Clause, of the United States
Constitution.
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Additionally, Article 1, Section 7, Clause 2
of the Constitution allows for every bill
passed by the House of Representatives and
the Senate and signed by the President to be
codified into law; and therefore implicitly al-
lows Congress to repeal any bill that has
been passed by both chambers and signed
into law by the President.

By Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia:

H.R. 1234.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill restores freedom and flexibility in
the states to allow private insurance plans,
health savings accounts, and health flexible
spending arrangements otherwise prohibited
by the Patient Protection and Affordable
Care Act, while affecting interstate com-
merce which Congress has the power to regu-
late under Article I, Section 8, Clause 3.

By Mr. GRAYSON:

H.R. 1235.

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. GRAYSON:

H.R. 1236.

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. GRAYSON:

H.R. 1237.

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. GRAYSON:

H.R. 1238.

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. GRAYSON:

H.R. 1239.

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. GRAYSON:

H.R. 1240.

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. GRAYSON:

H.R. 1241.

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. GRAYSON:

H.R. 1242.

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. GRAYSON:

H.R. 1243.

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. GRAYSON:

H.R. 1244.

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. GRAYSON:

H.R. 1245.

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. GRAYSON:

H.R. 1246.
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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. GRAVES of Missouri:

H.R. 1247.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 of the Con-
stitution, which grants Congress the power
to provide for the common Defense and gen-
eral Welfare of the United States.

By Mr. CHABOT:

H.R. 1248.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This legislation is enacted by Congres-
sional Authority expressed in Article I, Sec-
tion 8, Clause 3 of the United States Con-
stitution.

By Mr. MCHENRY:

H.R. 1249.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8: The Congress shall
have Power To lay and collect Taxes, Duties,
Imposts and Excises, to pay the Debts and
provide for the common Defence and general
Welfare of the United States; but all Duties,
Imposts and Excises shall be uniform
throughout the United States;

By Mr. HARPER:

H.R. 1250.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section XIII, Clause I

By Mr. SCOTT of Virginia:

H.R. 1251.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Con-
stitution

By Mr. SCOTT of Virginia:

H.R. 1252.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Con-
stitution

By Mr. SCOTT of Virginia:

H.R. 1253.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Con-
stitution

By Mr. SCOTT of Virginia:

H.R. 1254.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Con-
stitution

By Mr. SCOTT of Virginia:

H.R. 1255.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Con-
stitution

By Mr. WILLIAMS:

H.R. 1256.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The Congress shall have the power to lay
and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Ex-
cises, to pay the debts and provide for the
common Defence and general Welfare of the
United States; but all Duties, Imposts, and
Excises shall be uniform throughout the
United States.

By Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ:

H.R. 1257.

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
provide for the general welfare of the United
States as enumerated in Article 1, Section 8.

By Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts:

H.R. 1258.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
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Article 1, Section 8
By Mr. BARR:

H.R. 1259.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: ‘“The Con-
gress shall have power . . . To regulate com-
merce with foreign nations, and among the
several states, and with the Indian tribes.”

By Mr. DOGGETT:

H.R. 1260.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article One, Section 8 and the 16th Amend-
ment of the Constitution.

By Mr. DUFFY:

H.R. 1261.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

To make all Laws which shall be necessary
and proper for carrying into Execution the
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the Government of
the United States, or in any Department or
Officer thereof.

By Mr. DUFFY:

H.R. 1262.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

To make all Laws which shall be necessary
and proper for carrying into Execution the
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the Government of
the United States, or in any Department or
Officer thereof.

By Mr. DUFFY:

H.R. 1263.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

To make all Laws which shall be necessary
and proper for carrying into Execution the
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the Government of
the United States, or in any Department or
Officer thereof.

By Mr. DUFFY:

H.R. 1264.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

To make all Laws which shall be necessary
and proper for carrying into Execution the
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the Government of
the United States, or in any Department or
Officer thereof.

By Mr. DUFFY:

H.R. 1265.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

To make all Laws which shall be necessary
and proper for carrying into Execution the
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the Government of
the United States, or in any Department or
Officer thereof.

By Mr. NEUGEBAUER:

H.R. 1266.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3

The Congress shall have Power * * * to
regulate Commerce with foreign Nations,
among the several States, and with the In-
dian Tribes.

By Mr. NEUGEBAUER:

H.R. 1267.

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-
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stitution in the Government of the United
States or in any Department or Officer
thereof.

By Ms. ESHOO:

H.R. 1268.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 and Article IV, Section
3 of the Constitution.

By Mr. REICHERT:

H.R. 1269.

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 power,
and all other powers vested by the Constitu-
tion in the Government of the United States,
or in any Department or Officer thereof.

By Ms. JENKINS of Kansas:

H.R. 1270.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8:

The Congress shall have Power To lay and
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises,
to pay the Debts and provide for the common
Defense and general Welfare of the United
States.

By Mrs. BEATTY:

H.R. 1271.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S.
Constitution.

By Mr. BERA:

H.R. 1272.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8

By Mrs. BLACKBURN:

H.R. 1273.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8.:

“To make all laws which shall be nec-
essary and proper for carrying into execution
the foregoing powers, and all other powers
vested by this Constitution in the govern-
ment of the United States, or in any depart-
ment or officer thereof.”

By Mr. BLUMENAUER:

H.R. 1274.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1

By Mrs. CAPPS:

H.R. 1275.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3

By Mrs. CAPPS:

H.R. 1276.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3

By Mrs. CAPPS:

H.R. 1277.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mrs. CAPPS:

H.R. 1278.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3

By Mr. CARNEY:

H.R. 1279.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United
States Constitution, the Taxing and Spend-
ing Clause: ‘“The Congress shall have Power
To lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts
and Excises, to pay the Debts and provide for
the common Defence and general Welfare of
the United States . . .”



H1616

By Mr. CARNEY:

H.R. 1280.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 18 of section 8 of article 1 of the
Constitution

The Congress shall have Power *** To
make all Laws which shall be necessary and
proper for carrying into Execution the fore-
going Powers, and all other Powers vested by
the Constitution in the Government of the
United States, or in any Department or Offi-
cer thereof.

Clause 3 of section 8 of article 1 of the Con-
stitution

The Congress shall have Power *** To regu-
late Commerce with foreign Nations, and
among the several States, and with the In-
dian Tribes.

By Mr. CARNEY:

H.R. 1281.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 18 of section 8 of article 1 of the
Constitution

The Congress shall have Power *** To
make all Laws which shall be necessary and
proper for carrying into Execution the fore-
going Powers, and all other Powers vested by
the Constitution in the Government of the
United States, or in any Department or Offi-
cer thereof

Clause 3 of section 8 of article 1 of the Con-
stitution

The Congress shall have Power *** To regu-
late Commerce with foreign Nations, and
among the several States, and with the In-
dian Tribes.

By Mr. COHEN:

H.R. 1282.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitution.

By Mr. COLLINS of Georgia:

H.R. 1283.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 8 of Section 8 of Article I of the U.S.
Constitution.

To promote the progress of Science and
useful Arts, by securing for limited times to
Authors and Inventors the exclusive Right to
their respective Writings and Discoveries.

By Mr. CONYERS:

H.R. 1284.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1. Section 8

By Mrs. DAVIS of California:

H.R. 1285.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section VIII.

By Ms. DELAURO:

H.R. 1286.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 and the Six-
teenth Amendment

By Mr. DESANTIS:

H.R. 1287.

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. BUTTERFIELD:

H.R. 1288.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution.

By Mr. DESAULNIER:

H.R. 1289.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8.

By Mr. ELLISON:

H.R. 1290.
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Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

From Article I, Section 8:

‘“ The Congress shall have power to lay and
collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to
pay the debts and provide for the common
defense and general welfare of the United
States; but all duties, imposts and excises
shall be uniform throughout the United
States . . . To regulate commerce with for-
eign nations, and among the several states,
and with the Indian tribes . . .”

By Ms. ESTY:

H.R. 1291.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clause 18 of section 8 of article I of the
Constitution.

By Mr. FORTENBERRY:

H.R. 1292.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The constitutional authority of Congress
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti-
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu-
tion (clauses 12, 13, 14, 16, and 18), which
grants Congress the power to raise and sup-
port an Army; to provide and maintain a
Navy; to make rules for the government and
regulation of the land and naval forces; to
provide for organizing, arming, and dis-
ciplining the militia; and to make all laws
necessary and proper for carrying out the
foregoing powers

By Mr. HASTINGS:

H.R. 1293.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article One, Section Eight, Clause Three
“To regulate Commerce with foreign Na-
tions, and among the several States, and
with the Indian Tribes.”

By Mr. HINOJOSA:

H.R. 1294.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the con-
stitution

By Mr. HOLDING:

H.R. 1295.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18, which states
““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. HUNTER:
H.R. 1296.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution, which provides Congress with
the power to regulate commerce and rela-
tions between the United States and Native
American Tribes.

By Mr. JEFFRIES:

H.R. 1297.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United
States Constitution.

By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas:

H.R. 1298.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania:

H.R. 1299.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United
States Constitution

By Mr. KING of New York:

H.R. 1300.
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Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 of the Con-
stitution of the United States, which grants
Congress the power to provide for the com-
mon Defence of the United States.

By Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois:

H.R. 1301.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The Fourteenth Amendment, Section 1
[Rights Guaranteed]; the means em-
ployed to effect its exercise may be niether
arbitrary nor oppressive but must bear a real
and substantial relation to an end that is
public, specifically, the public health, safety,
or morals, or some other aspect of the gen-
eral welfare.

By Mr. LATTA:

H.R. 1302.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 14

To make Rules for the Government and
Regulation of the land and naval Forces;

And

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18

To make all Laws which shall be necessary
and proper for carrying into Execution the
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the Government of
the United States, or in any Department or
Officer thereof

By Ms. LEE:

H.R. 1303.

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 of the
United States Constitution and its subse-
quent amendments, and further clarified and
interpreted by the Supreme Court of the
United States.

By Ms. LEE:

H.R. 1304.

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 of the
United States Constitution and its subse-
quent amendments, and further clarified and
interpreted by the Supreme Court of the
United States.

By Ms. LEE:

H.R. 1305.

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 of the
United States Constitution and its subse-
quent amendments, and further clarified and
interpreted by the Supreme Court of the
United States.

By Ms. LOFGREN:

H.R. 1306.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, section 8, clauses 1 and 3.

By Ms. LOFGREN:

H.R. 1307.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-
tion

By Mr. LOWENTHAL:

H.R. 1308.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Spending Authorization

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1

The Congress shall have Power to lay and
collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises,
to pay the Debts and provide for the common
Defense and general Welfare of the United
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises
shall be uniform throughout the United
States.

Necessary and Proper Regulations to Effec-
tuate Powers



March 4, 2015

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
Powers, and all other Powers vested by the
Constitution in the Government of the
United States, or in any Department or Offi-
cer thereof.

By Mr. LUETKEMEYER:

H.R. 1309.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The constitutional authority on which this
bill rests lies in Article 1, Section 7, Clause
2 of the Constitution, which allows for every
bill passed by the House of Representatives
and the Senate and signed by the President
to be codified into law; and therefore implic-
itly allows Congress to repeal any bill that
has been passed by both chambers and signed
into law by the President.

Additionally, the Constitution grants to
Congress the explicit power to regulate com-
merce in and among the states, as enumerate
in Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3, the Com-
merce Clause.

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York:

H.R. 1310.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18, which reads:
The Congress shall have Power * * * To
make all Laws which shall be necessary and
proper for carrying into Excution the fore-
going Powers, and all other Powers vested by
the Constitution in the Government of the
United States, or in any Department or Offi-
cer thereof.

By Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of
New York:

H.R. 1311.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution which provides Congress with
the power to lay and collect taxes and regu-
late commerce among the several states.

By Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS:

H.R. 1312.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The Constitutional authority in which this
bill rests is the power of the Congress to reg-
ulate Commerce as enumerated by Article I,
Section 8, Clause 1 as applied to providing
for the general welfare of the United States
through the administration of the National
Health Service Corps.

By Mr. MCNERNEY:

H.R. 1313.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, section 8 of the United States
Constitution.

By Mr. MEEHAN:

H.R. 1314.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Clauses 1 and 18 of Section 8 of Article I of
the United States Constitution.

By Mr. MESSER:

H.R. 1315.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1, which pro-
vides that, ‘“The Congress shall have the
Power to lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Im-
posts and Excises, to pay the Debts and pro-
vide for the common Defence and general
Welfare of the United States; but all Duties,
Imposts and Excises shall be uniform
throughout the United States,”” and Article
1, Section 9, Clause 7, which provides that,
““No money shall be drawn from the Treas-
ury, but in Consequence of Appropriations
made by Law; and a regular Statement and
Account of the Receipts and Expenditures of
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all public Money shall be publish from time
to time.”

Section 1105(a) of Title 31, United States
Code, requires the President to submit to
Congress the Administration’s annual budget
request and stipulates the contents of that
submission. It is within the Constitutional
Authority of Congress to provide oversight
and guidance on these requirements.

By Mr. MILLER of Florida:

H.R. 1316.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 & Amendment II to The
Constitution of the United States

By Ms. MOORE:

H.R. 1317.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8

By Mrs. NOEM:

H.R. 1318.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3

To regulate Commerce with foreign Na-
tions, and among the several States, and
with the Indian Tribes.

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2

The Congress shall have Power to dispose
of and make all needful Rules and Regula-
tions respecting the Territory or other Prop-
erty belonging to the United States.

By Mr. O'ROURKE:

H.R. 1319.

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
Powers, and all other Powers vested by the
Constitution in the Government of the
United States, or in any Department of Offi-
cer thereof

By Mr. OLSON:

H.R. 1320.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Con-
stitution: The Congress shall have power to
regulate Commerce with foreign Nations,
and among the several States, and with the
Indian Tribes.

By Mr. PALLONE:

H.R. 1321.

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. PETERS:
H.R. 1322.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the United States
Constitution

By Mr. PITTS:

H.R. 1323.

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 regu-
late Commerce with foreign Nations, and
among the several States, and with the In-
dian Tribes:” as enumerated in Article 1,
Section 8 of the United States Constitution.

By Mr. POLIS:

H.R. 1324.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The constitutional authority of Congress
to enact this legislation is provided by Arti-
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cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu-
tion, specifically clause 1 (relating to the
power of Congress to provide for the general
welfare of the United States) and clause 18
(relating to the power to make all laws nec-
essary and proper for carrying out the pow-
ers vested in Congress), and Article IV, sec-
tion 3, clause 2 (relating to the power of Con-
gress to dispose of and make all needful rules
and regulations respecting the territory or
other property belonging to the United
States).
By Mr. POMPEO:

H.R. 1325.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The principal constitutional authority for
this legislation is Article I, Section 9, Clause
7 of the Constitution of the United States
(the appropriation power), which states: ‘“No
Money shall be drawn from the Treasury, but
in Consequence of Appropriations made by
Law. . .”

By Mr. ROSS:

H.R. 1326.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

U.S. Const. art. I, §8, cl. 7.

By Mr. SALMON:

H.R. 1327.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 [The Congress
shall have the Power] To regulate Commerce
with the foreign Nations, and among the sev-
eral states and the Indian Tribes.

By Mr. SCHWEIKERT:

H.R. 1328.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1. Section 8.

By Mr. SENSENBRENNER:

H.R. 1329.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8, clause 1.

By Mr. STIVERS:

H.R. 1330.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2: ‘“The Con-
gress shall have Power to dispose of and
make all needful Rules and Regulations re-
specting the Territory or other Property be-
longing to the United States; and nothing in
this Constitution shall be so construed as to
Prejudice and Claims of the United States,
or of any particular State.”

By Mr. WALZ:

H.R. 1331.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

This bill is enacted pursuant to Section 8
of Article I of the United States Constitu-
tion.

By Mr. WEBER of Texas:

H.R. 1332.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 1, Clause 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.

Article 1, Section 9, Clause 7,

No money shall be drawn from the Treas-
ury, but in consequence of appropriations
made by law; and a regular statement and
account of the Receipts and expenditures of
all public money shall be published from
time to time.

By Mr. WESTMORELAND:

H.R. 1333.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1—The Con-
gress shall have Power to lay and collect
Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay
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the Debts and provide for the common de-
fense and general welfare of the United
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises
shall be uniform throughout the United
States.

By Mr. WOMACK:

H.R. 1334.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article One, Section Eight of the United
States Constitution.

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska:

H.R. 1335.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3

By Mr. YOUNG of Indiana:

H.R. 1336.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United
States Constitution, to ‘“‘provide for the com-
mon Defence and general Welfare of the
United States.”

By Mr. ROSS:

H.R. 1337.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 16

———

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows:

H.R. 131: Mr. VALADAO, Mr. GOSAR, and Mr.
POSEY.

H.R. 169: Mr. ZINKE.

H.R. 214: Mr. BEYER.

H.R. 228: Mr. BARLETTA.

H.R. 235: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr.
RIBBLE, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. PETERS, Mr.
KLINE, Mr. REICHERT, Mr. UPTON, Mr.
KINZINGER of Illinois, and Mr. SCALISE.

H.R. 242: Mr. ELLISON, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. NOR-
CROSS, and Mr. PETERS.

H.R. 292: Mr. Ro0Ss, Mrs. BEATTY, Mr.
SCHIFF, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. COL-
LINS of New York, Mr. KILMER, Ms. PINGREE,
and Mr. RYAN of Ohio.

H.R. 335: Mr. SABLAN.

H.R. 402: Mr. POSEY.

H.R. 411: Mr. VEASEY.

H.R. 412: Mrs. COMSTOCK.

H.R. 420: Mr. AUSTIN ScOTT of Georgia, Mr.
ROUZER, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. STUTZMAN,
Mr. BROOKS of Alabama, Mr. BARR, Mr.
ROKITA, and Mr. DESJARLAIS.

H.R. 426: Mr. WITTMAN.

H.R. 427: Mrs. HARTZLER and Mr. ALLEN.

H.R. 456: Mr. SCHIFF, Miss RICE of New
York, Mr. CLAWSON of Florida, Mr.
DESANTIS, and Mr. LATTA.

H.R. 501: Mr. MCGOVERN.

H.R. 511: Mr. UPTON.

H.R. 532: Mr. NORCROSS.

H.R. 542: Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. YOUNG of Alas-
ka, Mr. DAVID ScoTT of Georgia, Mr. PERL-
MUTTER, and Mr. HASTINGS.

H.R. 546: Mr. CLEAVER and Mr. KINZINGER
of I1linois.

H.R. 578: Mr. AMODEL

H.R. 588: Mr. HANNA.

H.R. 592: Mr. PALAZZO and Mr. DAVID SCOTT
of Georgia.

H.R. 594: Mr. BRAT and Mr. BARLETTA.

H.R. 605: Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania.

H.R. 606: Mr. GUINTA.

H.R. 624: Mr. ROHRABACHER and Mr. CAPU-
ANO.

H.R. 631: Ms. FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. Fos-
TER, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. PAULSEN.

Mr. KILMER, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. NUGENT,
Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. BERA, Mr. STIVERS, and
Mrs. BUSTOS.

H.R. 647: Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr.
DESJARLAIS, Ms. NORTON, and Mr. KILMER.
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H.R. 648: Ms. BROWN of Florida, Mr. DAVID
ScoTT of Georgia, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Ms. NOR-
TON, Mr. KILMER, and Mr. POLIS.

H.R. 650: Mr. PEARCE and Mrs.
PATRICK.

H.R. 653: Mr. CARTER of Georgia, Mr.
FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. ALLEN,
Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. BYRNE, and Mr. TIPTON.

H.R. 662: Mr. AMODEI, Mr. MEADOWS, Mr.
MULVANEY, Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, Mr.
THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, and Mr. ROUZER.

H.R. 667: Mr. COHEN and Mr. HASTINGS.

H.R. 670: Mr. BARLETTA.

H.R. 685: Mr. KLINE.

H.R. 686: Mr. CURBELO of Florida.

H.R. 699: Mr. BRAT.

H.R. 703: Mr. ToMm PRICE of Georgia and
Mrs. LUMMIS.

H.R. 704: Ms. PINGREE, Mr. BENISHEK, and
Mr. BARLETTA.

H.R. 721: Mr. VELA, Ms. FRANKEL of Flor-
ida, Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. KINZINGER of I1-
linois, Ms. MATSUI, Mr. CARTER of Texas, and
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia.

H.R. 727: Ms. PINGREE, Mr. PRICE of North
Carolina, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr.
THOMPSON of California, and Mr. WALZ.

H.R. 729: Mr. COHEN.

H.R. 731: Mr. AMODEI.

H.R. 742: Mr. BEYER.

H.R. 746: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Ms.
TITUS, Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. RANGEL, Mr.
QUIGLEY, Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts, Mr.
PRrICE of North Carolina, Mr. WELCH, and Mr.
O’ROURKE.

H.R. 767: Mr. DIAZ-BALART.

H.R. 771: Mr. BIsHOP of Georgia, Mr. RUSH,
and Mr. OLSON.

H.R. 775: Ms. GRANGER, Mr. ROGERS of Ken-
tucky, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, and Mr.
BARLETTA.

H.R. 793: Mr. CARTER of Georgia.

H.R. 803: Mr. WITTMAN and Mr. BRADY of
Texas.

H.R. 815: Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Mr.
ALLEN, Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER, and Mr. YAR-
MUTH.

H.R. 816: Mr. KLINE, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr.
GIBBS, and Mr. PEARCE.

H.R. 822: Mr. BUCSHON.

H.R. 825: Mr. DESANTIS and Mr. MESSER.

H.R. 835: Mr. LANGEVIN and Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 842: Mr. BURGESS and Mr. THOMPSON of
Mississippi.

H.R. 845: Mr. BARR, Mr. NEWHOUSE, Mr.
LAMBORN, and Mr. BEN RAY LUJAN of New
Mexico.

H.R. 846: Mr. JEFFRIES and Mr. GALLEGO.

H.R. 8565: Mr. DIAZ-BALART.

H.R. 868: Mr. DESANTIS, Mr. JOLLY, Mr.
NEWHOUSE, Mr. NOLAN, Mrs. LOVE, Mr. PAs-
CRELL, and Mr. BARR.

H.R. 874: Ms. ESTY.

H.R. 882: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK.

H.R. 885: Ms. ESTY and Ms. TSONGAS.

H.R. 888: Mr. HINOJOSA.

H.R. 903: Mr. GROTHMAN and Mr. LATTA.

H.R. 908: Mr. FARR.

H.R. 916: Mr. ISRAEL.

H.R. 920: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. LEE,
Mr. PoLis, and Mr. CUMMINGS.

H.R. 921: Mr. POMPEO.

H.R. 923: Mr. GRAVES of Georgia.

H.R. 928: Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of California.

H.R. 932: Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. HASTINGS, and
Mr. LOWENTHAL.

H.R. 967: Mr. JONES.

H.R. 969: Mrs. NOEM, Mr. YOHO, Mr. SMITH
of Texas, and Mr. WELCH.

H.R. 975: Mr. CARTER of Georgia and Mr.
STUTZMAN.

H.R. 977: Mr. GIBBS.

H.R. 978: Mr. SMITH of Nebraska, Mr.
REICHERT, Mr. KIND, Mr. RICHMOND, and Ms.
DELBENE.

H.R. 985: Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. OLSON, and Mr.
HUIZENGA of Michigan.

H.R. 989: Mr. LOEBSACK, Ms. DELBENE, and
Mr. AGUILAR.
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H.R. 997: Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. WHITFIELD,
Mr. MEADOWS, and Mr. HUELSKAMP.

H.R. 999: Mr. WHITFIELD, Mr. WESTERMAN,
Mr. CLAWSON of Florida, and Mr. BILIRAKIS.

H.R. 1003: Mr. OLSON.

H.R. 1017: Mrs. NOEM, Mrs. BROOKS of Indi-
ana, and Mr. SALMON.

H.R. 1023: Ms. MENG.

H.R. 1031: Mr. CLAY and Mrs. KIRKPATRICK.

H.R. 1055: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY.

H.R. 1058: Mr. HULTGREN and Mr. REICHERT.

H.R. 1059: Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania and
Mr. MARCHANT.

H.R. 1062: Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr.
KINZINGER of Illinois, Mr. RIBBLE, and Mr.
FLORES.

H.R. 1066: Mr. BUCSHON.

H.R. 1089: Mr. NOLAN.

H.R. 1092: Mr. DESANTIS.

H.R. 1094: Mr. CONAWAY, Mr. OLSON, and
Mr. TIPTON.

H.R. 1102: Mr. GRIJALVA.

H.R. 1105: Mr. GOSAR, Mr. MESSER, Mr.
HOLDING, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, and Mr.
TIPTON.

H.R. 1106: Mr. DESANTIS and Mr. DUNCAN of
Tennessee.

H.R. 1123: Mr. HONDA.

H.R. 1126: Mr. DEFAZIO.

H.R. 1142: Mr. STIVERS.

H.R. 1143: Mr. RENACCI.

H.R. 1147: Mr. BROOKS of Alabama, Mr.
LANCE, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. FRANKS of Arizona,
Mr. STIVERS, Mr. GUINTA, Mr. MARCHANT, Mr.
SAM JOHNSON of Texas, and Mr. PITTENGER.

H.R. 1148: Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas, Mr.
MARCHANT, Mr. ROGERS of Alabama, Mr.
PITTENGER, and Mr. GUINTA.

H.R. 1154: Mr. BUCSHON and Mr. GOSAR.

H.R. 1158: Ms. ESTY.

H.R. 1172: Ms. DELBENE and Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 1180: Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. JoDY B. HICE
of Georgia, Mr. WESTERMAN, Mr.
FARENTHOLD, Mr. JONES, Mr. CARTER of
Texas, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. LOUDERMILK,
Mr. GOSAR, Mr. MULLIN, Mr. MICA, Mr. YOHO,
and Mr. MESSER.

H.R. 1188: Mr. AGUILAR and Mr. TAKANO.
H.R. 1193: Mr. GUINTA and Mr. CARNEY.
H.R. 1197: Ms. ESHOO.

H.R. 1210: Mr. RICE of South Carolina.

H.R. 1212: Mr. GIBBS, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr.
ROONEY of Florida, Mr. SCHWEIKERT, Mr.
WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. WEBER of
Texas, Mr. ROUZER, Mr. POSEY, Mr. FRANKS
of Arizona, Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, Mr.
JONES, and Mrs. BLACK.

H.R. 1215: Mr. DUFFY.

H.R. 1218: Mr. KING of New York and Mr.
SIRES.

H.R. 1222: Mr. BRADY of Texas.

H.J. Res. 9: Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. ASHFORD, and
Mr. AMODEL

H.J. Res. 25: Mr. BRENDAN
Pennsylvania.

H. Res. 11: Mr. GUINTA and Mr. OLSON.

H. Res. 12: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Mr.
BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr.
VARGAS, Mrs. TORRES, and Mr. SHERMAN.

H. Res. 54: Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. JOHNSON of
Georgia, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. CLAY, Ms.
TI1TUS, Mr. LOWENTHAL, and Mrs. LAWRENCE.

H. Res. 117: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina.

H. Res. 120: Mr. RUSH.

H. Res. 123: Mr. TAKANO and Ms. FRANKEL
of Florida.

H. Res. 133: Mr. BURGESS, Mr. DUNCAN of
Tennessee, and Mr. NEUGEBAUER.

H. Res. 139: Mr. HULTGREN, Ms. JENKINS of
Kansas, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mrs. BROOKS of In-
diana, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, Mr. WITTMAN, Mrs.
MILLER of Michigan, Mr. STUTZMAN, Mr.
OLSON, Mr. AUSTIN SCcOTT of Georgia, and Mr.
MESSER.

F. BOYLE of

———————

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS

Under clause 9 of rule XXI, lists or
statements on congressional earmarks,
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limited tax benefits, or limited tariff OFFERED BY MRS. MILLER OF MICHIGAN

benefits were submitted as follows: The provisions that warranted a referral to
the Committee on House Administration in
H.R. 1213, to make administrative and tech-
nical corrections to the Congressional Ac-

countability Act of 1995, do not contain any
congressional earmarks, limited tax bene-
fits, or limited tariff benefits as defined in
clause 9 of rule XXI.
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