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House of Representatives

The House met at noon and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. DENHAM).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

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

WASHINGTON, DC,
September 28, 2015.

I hereby appoint the Honorable JEFF
DENHAM to act as Speaker pro tempore 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 1:50 p.m.

————
HONDURAS MUST PROTECT
HUMAN RIGHTS, VULNERABLE
COMMUNITIES

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

Mr. McCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, last
week I joined a fact-finding delegation
to Honduras led by WOLA, the Wash-
ington Office on Latin America. We
looked at the problem of violence and
the lack of opportunity in order to un-
derstand why families and young peo-
ple continue to flee the country. We
wanted to learn what the Honduran

Government and people were doing in
response to the problems that confront
their country and how the United
States might help. We met with fami-
lies, young people, and community
leaders in several marginal and violent
communities, including those who ben-
efit from programs at Casa Alianza.

The delegation also visited an inno-
vative USAID-sponsored violence pre-
vention program. It not only offers pro-
grams for young people in a poor and
dangerous neighborhood, but brings to-
gether community leaders and local in-
stitutions to tackle local problems. By
strengthening local leaders and groups
and working with trained and vetted
local police, crime levels have dropped
and new opportunities for youth have
been created. These are hopeful results
for a community that 1 year ago was
under siege by violent criminal actors.

We also met with many NGOs,
human rights defenders, and inter-
national organizations to understand
the intertwined problems of human
rights, Democratic governance, and
corruption. We had substantial con-
versations with Honduran President
Juan Orlando Hernandez and met with
our Ambassador, James Nealon, and
his team, and I am grateful for how
generous they were with their time.

I would like to share with my col-
leagues a few thoughts and conclusions
from this trip.

First, I have no doubt that violence
or lack of opportunity are driving fam-
ilies and young people to flee Hon-
duras. I saw the marginal communities
and heard the stories from families
about the problems young people face.
The best thing we can do is support ef-
forts that break the cycle of violence
and help build opportunities for youth
in Honduras and elsewhere in Central
America. At Casa Alianza and the
USAID project, we saw the kind of pro-
grams that actually make a difference.
That is where we should be directing
our assistance.

Additionally, I also heard how long-
term drought is exacerbating hunger,
malnutrition, and the loss of liveli-
hoods in rural central Honduras and ig-
niting a new wave of migration.

Second, I heard from returned mi-
grants and the families of migrants, in-
cluding those whose loved ones have
disappeared and never been heard from
again. Migrants face abuse as they
travel. They are extorted by authori-
ties in Mexico and sometimes Guate-
mala and robbed or kidnapped and held
for ransom by criminal groups. Young
women run the risk of being trafficked
and forced into prostitution.

We heard from returned migrants, es-
pecially those who had been stopped in
Mexico, about the return journey and
the lack of services at the El Corinto
border crossing. We met migrants who
had fled gang violence only to be forced
to return to the same dangers.

I was moved by many of these sto-
ries. Migrants, even those traveling
without legal documents, have basic
rights, and we should be working with
the Governments of Mexico and Hon-
duras to ensure that they get decent
treatment, access to needed services,
and the protection they deserve.

Third, human rights abuses continue
to be a serious problem in Honduras.
Longtime human rights defenders,
journalists, and gay, lesbian, and
transgender activists described ongoing
threats, attacks, and even assassina-
tions, and the response by the police
and the attorney general has not im-
proved. In fact, a U.S.-supported spe-
cial investigative unit that was sup-
posed to focus on attacks on the LGBT
community, journalists, and others has
investigated even fewer cases this year
than last.

I am troubled by the government’s
focus on special military police units,
whose human rights record isn’t good. I
support the U.S. decision not to pro-
vide aid to the military police. Instead,
the Honduran Government needs to
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clean up and strengthen civilian police
and the Attorney General’s Office.

My trip to Honduras was both chal-
lenging and inspiring. I saw troubling
problems of poverty and violence,
heard painful stories about migrant
abuses and disappearances, and saw
major problems in the area of human
rights and the protection of human
rights defenders and activists.

But I also saw hope. I met with
young people who dream of bright fu-
tures for themselves in Honduras, with
student and youth Ileaders who are
campaigning selflessly and coura-
geously to build mechanisms to tackle
corruption, and with LGBT activists,
human rights defenders, and journal-
ists who are standing up to threats. I
saw community-led projects to combat
violence and poverty that are making a
real difference.

Mr. Speaker, last week our Nation
was graced by the presence of Pope
Francis. I was deeply moved by his call
for us to welcome the stranger, to help
the most vulnerable among us, and to
work together for the common good. I
believe each of those calls to action
apply to the case of Honduras, both in
how we respond to Hondurans fleeing
to the United States to find safe haven
and a new life and how we help
Hondurans respond to their own prob-
lems inside their country.

I look forward, Mr. Speaker, to work-
ing with my colleagues to help the
Honduran people deal successfully with
these challenges.

——

DKI APCSS 20TH ANNIVERSARY
VIDEO MESSAGE

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

Mr. TAKAI. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to celebrate the 20th anniversary of the
Asia-Pacific Center for Security Stud-
ies, located in Waikiki, Hawaii. I want
to extend my congratulations to the
Center on reaching this important
milestone.

For the last 20 years, the Asia-Pacific
Center for Security Studies has made
significant strides in educating, con-
necting, and empowering security prac-
titioners. I would like to thank the
Center for their leadership. I am
pleased to see the APCSS renamed as
the Daniel K. Inouye Center, honoring
the legacy of the late Senator who ad-
vocated strongly for peace and sta-
bility around the world.

As the United States shifts its focus
to the Asia-Pacific region, the Daniel
K. Inouye Center will be uniquely situ-
ated to play a critical role in driving
our Nation’s security policy.

The U.S. rebalance to Asia will rely
heavily on Hawaii’s location and rela-
tionship with our partner nations in
the region.

I can think of no better venue than
the Inouye Center for bringing to-
gether representatives from different
countries to discuss joint cooperation
on important issues.
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As I have witnessed firsthand, the
Center is focused on producing results.
This will be crucial as we continue to
move forward with the rebalance and
begin to tackle some of the most press-
ing security-related issues.

Once again, I want to extend my con-
gratulations on 20 years of service and
my warmest thanks—mahalo—for the
tremendous work being done there.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until 2
p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 8 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

———
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. HARRIS) at 2 p.m.

——
PRAYER

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

Dear Lord, we give You thanks for
giving us another day.

We come to You as a Nation in the
midst of significant imminent transi-
tion, even as important disagreements
on policy promise vigorous debate in
the days and weeks to come. As people
look for causes and solutions, the
temptation is great to seek ideological
position.

We ask that You might send Your
spirit of peace and reconciliation; that
instead of ascendancy over opponents,
the Members of this people’s House and
all elected to represent our Nation
might work together humbly, recog-
nizing the best in each other’s hopes,
to bring stability and direction toward
a strong future.

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

Amen.

————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

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

———
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE)
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. KILDEE led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-

lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

——
CYBER WEEK

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

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, this week the House Armed
Services Committee, led by Chairman
MAC THORNBERRY, marks Cyber Week,
a week that highlights the importance
of cyber to our families and to our
military. This week of hearings, with
witnesses from private corporations
and the Department of Defense, is a fit-
ting start as we also recognize Cyber
Security Awareness Month during Oc-
tober.

Recent cyber attacks, like the dev-
astating attack on the Office of Per-
sonnel Management, have made it
clear that cyber is the new domain of
attacks on American families. Per-
sonal data, such as Social Security
numbers, financial information, and se-
curity clearance documents, were sto-
len, putting the personal and financial
security of our citizens at risk. The at-
tack underscores the increased reports
of cyber attacks against our military
Web sites, government data, and busi-
nesses.

As chairman of the Subcommittee on
Emerging Threats and Capabilities,
with dedicated staff members like Pete
Villano, Kevin Gates, and Nevada
Schadler, I look forward to Cyber
Week’s focus to protect American fam-
ilies.

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

——
GOP GOVERNMENT SHUTDOWN

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

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, almost
unbelievably here we are just 2 days
away from another GOP government
shutdown. Republicans, who control
both Houses of Congress, have yet to
bring a budget agreement, just a couple
of days before the government shuts
down, that would Kkeep government
open. Democrats stand ready to nego-
tiate, to talk, to come up with an
agreement that can move this country
forward, that can Kkeep government
open, at the very least.

We just can’t afford another govern-
ment shutdown. The last time this hap-
pened, it cost the economy billions of
dollars and people lost their jobs. Shut-
ting this government down, allowing
the government to be shut down over a
partisan ideological point, is reckless,
and it ought to be avoided at all costs.

You don’t have to look very far in
the headlines to see that the Repub-
lican Conference is in some disarray. I
understand that. The politics of that
are just going to have to work them-
selves out.

Meanwhile, the business of the Amer-
ican people has to be attended to. We
have got to get this country back to
work. If we don’t do that, we will not
be doing the jobs that people sent us
here to do.
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THE CITY OF CARPINTERIA’S 50TH
ANNIVERSARY

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

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
commemorate the 50th anniversary of
the city of Carpinteria.

Incorporated on September 28, 1965,
the city of Carpinteria is home to over
13,000 residents on the central coast of
California. It is known as one of Amer-
ica’s finest small towns, and
Carpinteria has also been recognized as
one of the American cities with the
highest quality of life.

The city of Carpinteria is a leader in
environmental stewardship, working to
protect California’s precious coastline.
In fact, Carpinteria City Beach has
been recognized as the world’s safest
beach. Their local economy has thrived
with its vibrant cultural history, and
this unique agricultural region is home
to California’s famed avocado festival.

I am proud to honor the city of
Carpinteria on their 50th anniversary.
It is a key treasure on the central
coast.

————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, September 25, 2015.
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on
September 25, 2015 at 5:12 p.m.:

That the Senate passed S. 2082.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS.

———

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 3 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 7 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

————
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AFTER RECESS
The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. SIMPSON) at 3 o’clock
p.m.

——————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

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

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later.

———

PROTECTING AFFORDABLE
COVERAGE FOR EMPLOYEES ACT

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1624) to amend title I of the Pa-
tient Protection and Affordable Care
Act and title XXVII of the Public
Health Service Act to revise the defini-
tion of small employer, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1624

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 ‘“Protecting
Affordable Coverage for Employees Act’.
SEC. 2. REVISION OF DEFINITION OF SMALL EM-

PLOYER UNDER HEALTH INSUR-
ANCE MARKET PROVISIONS.

(a) PPACA AMENDMENTS.—Section 1304(b)
of the Patient Protection and Affordable
Care Act (42 U.S.C. 18024(b)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘101" and
inserting ‘‘51"’;

(2) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘100’ and
inserting ‘‘50”’; and

(3) by amending paragraph (3) to read as
follows:

¢“(3) STATE OPTION TO EXTEND DEFINITION OF
SMALL EMPLOYER.—Notwithstanding para-
graphs (1) and (2), nothing in this section
shall prevent a State from applying this sub-
section by treating as a small employer,
with respect to a calendar year and a plan
year, an employer who employed an average
of at least 1 but not more than 100 employees
on business days during the preceding cal-
endar year and who employs at least 1 em-
ployee on the first day of the plan year.”.

(b) PHSA AMENDMENTS.—Section 2791(e) of
the Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C.
300gg-91(e)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘101"’ and
inserting ‘‘51’;

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘100"’ and
inserting ‘‘50’’; and

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

““(7) STATE OPTION TO EXTEND DEFINITION OF
SMALL EMPLOYER.—Notwithstanding para-
graphs (2) and (4), nothing in this section
shall prevent a State from applying this sub-
section by treating as a small employer,
with respect to a calendar year and a plan
year, an employer who employed an average
of at least 1 but not more than 100 employees
on business days during the preceding cal-
endar year and who employs at least 1 em-
ployee on the first day of the plan year.”.

(c) DEPOSIT OF SAVINGS INTO MEDICARE IM-
PROVEMENT FUND.—Section 1898(b)(1) of the
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395iii(b)(1)) is
amended by striking “$0” and inserting
¢‘$205,000,000"".

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent that all Members may
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have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials in the
RECORD on H.R. 1624.

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

There was no objection.

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

The bipartisan bill before us today is
a much-needed fix for small-business
owners and employees struggling to
comply with the healthcare law. H.R.
1624 is a bill to amend the Patient Pro-
tection and Affordable Care Act and
the Public Health Service Act to revise
the definition of small employer. The
bill would allow the States to continue
defining the small group health insur-
ance market as employers with 1 to 50
employees.

Section 1304 of the Patient Protec-
tion and Affordable Care Act changed
the Federal definition of the small
group market to include employers
with 1 to 100 employees. The States,
however, have been allowed to continue
defining the small group market as em-
ployers with 1 to 50 employees until
January 1, 2016.

But beginning on or after January 1,
2016, plans sold or renewed for employ-
ers with 51 to 100 employees will be
subject to the various small group
health plan regulations established by
PPACA. These more restrictive rating
rules will increase health insurance
premiums for these employers and re-
duce flexibility in benefit design.

The new requirements could also lead
some employers with 51 to 100 employ-
ees to self-insure to avoid higher pre-
miums. If that happens, this could re-
sult in adverse selection in the small
group pool and higher premiums for
employers with 1 to 50 employees.

Unless this current law is reversed,
the disruption in the marketplace will
be significant. For example, it is esti-
mated that, under current law, more
than 3 million employees will experi-
ence a double-digit percent increase in
their healthcare premiums.

Ultimately, cost increases for small
employers will change their choices re-
garding offering coverage, could
change their business model, and will
ultimately be felt by millions of work-
ers.

Because the impact of current law
will vary by State, defining the small
group market should be left to the
States, which is a policy envisioned in
H.R. 1624.

I am pleased to say there is consider-
able support for this legislation in the
House and the Senate.

The flexibility that would be given to
States with immediate passage of H.R.
1624 would help ensure stable, small
group health insurance markets that
reflect the unique characteristics in
each of the States.

If Congress passes H.R. 1624, pre-
miums will be lower and allow millions
of employees and employers to Kkeep
the plan they have and like. This is a
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commonsense policy that deserves our
bipartisan support.

I urge my colleagues to vote in favor
of H.R. 1624.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. CARDENAS. Mr. Speaker, at this
point, I reserve the balance of my time
so that Congressman GUTHRIE can
speak first.

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Ken-
tucky (Mr. GUTHRIE), the vice chair of
the Health Subcommittee on Energy
and Commerce.

Mr. GUTHRIE. Mr.
pleased to be here.

I rise in support of H.R. 1624, the Pro-
tecting Affordable Coverage for Em-
ployees Act. This bill, which I intro-
duced along with my friend from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CARDENAS), Congressman
MARKWAYNE MULLIN of Oklahoma, and
KYRSTEN SINEMA of Arizona will pro-
tect smaller employers from increased
healthcare costs and will prevent their
employees from being forced out of
their current healthcare plans.

The small group market is currently
defined as 1 to 50 employees, but a pro-
vision in the healthcare law will ex-
pand the group’s size from 1 to 100 on
January 1. With this expansion comes
more onerous regulations and the ex-
pectation of dramatic rate hikes.

One estimate by Oliver Wyman pre-
dicts that those in the 51 to 100 group
will see an average of an 18 percent pre-
mium increase in 2016 based on the new
rating rules alone. H.R. 1624 stops the
mandated expansion of the small group
market that will occur on January 1
and allows States to define their own
market.

Mr. Speaker, I have heard from many
Kentuckians who would be impacted by
this change, and their concerns are
real. Small businesses are afraid to ex-
pand, and mid-sized businesses have no
idea what the costs would be or how
they can plan for this new change.

This issue has widespread support,
with over half the House as cosponsors
and nearly a third of the Senate as co-
sponsors. Members on both sides of the
aisle agree that we must act now to
stop this new mandate.

It has been a great pleasure working
with the gentleman from California
(Mr. CARDENAS). It is an issue that we
see is happening in Washington, that is
happening out in our districts, out
across to the businesses.

Both sides of the aisle have come to-
gether to say: Let’s change the law.
Let’s make sure that the small busi-
nesses and medium-sized businesses are
not affected, and let’s move forward.

It wasn’t just that we signed our
names as cosponsors. There was a lot of
hard work that I know the gentleman
from California (Mr. CARDENAS) did to
bring more and more cosponsors to this
bill. This is a significant change. It is
significant for the people who live in
our districts. I encourage support.

I appreciate Mr. CARDENAS,
SINEMA, and Mr. MULLIN.

Mr. CARDENAS. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Speaker, I am

Ms.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Mr. Speaker, I would like to first
thank my colleague from Kentucky
(Mr. GUTHRIE). It has been a pleasure
and honor to serve with him on this
bill.

It is really important for us to under-
stand how monumental this moment
is. This isn’t the biggest bill in the
world. But, yet, at the same time, if
you are a small business in the United
States of America and you have 1 to 50
employees or now even 1 to 100 employ-
ees, this bill hopefully will help affect
your business and your employees in a
way that is better.

I rise in support of H.R. 1624. I truly
appreciate the willingness to work on a
bipartisan bill, as demonstrated today,
which is going to positively impact so
many communities across the country
through the small businesses it will af-
fect.

H.R. 1624, the Protecting Affordable
Coverage for Employees Act, intro-
duced by my colleagues, once again,
Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. MULLIN, Ms. SINEMA,
and myself—two Republicans and two
Democrats is a true bipartisan effort—
would stop a potential health insur-
ance rate shock by allowing States to
determine the appropriate size of their
small group market.

As a former small-business owner
myself, I recognize the struggle there
is to live out the American Dream. I
know how difficult it can be when a
specific sector of small business is af-
fected by regulations and laws created
by local, State, or Federal govern-
ments.

I have seen the impact in neighbor-
hoods throughout my district when a
small local business opens their doors
or closes their doors. Their supply
chain is local. Their employees have a
vested interest in their success. Their
customers treasure the connection a
small hometown business brings.

I know I echo the view of the entire
U.S. House of Representatives when I
applaud these small businesses, the
risks that they have taken, and the
celebration of their successes.

The Affordable Care Act isn’t perfect.
By no means is the Affordable Care Act
perfect. But I am grateful for all the
benefits that the law has provided
since its enactment.

Today more than 16 million Ameri-
cans have gained access to affordable
health insurance that did not have it
before enacting the act. My district is
one of only two districts in the United
States to see a double-digit increase in
insured residents since the implemen-
tation of the Affordable Care Act.

The Affordable Care Act is the big-
gest change to American health care in
the past 70 years. It brings down costs,
covering more Americans and making
dozens of other crucial changes to how
our Nation views health care. However,
no law is perfect.

When it was first created, Social Se-
curity didn’t cover agricultural and do-
mestic workers. Medicaid didn’t begin
to cover mammograms until 1991. Even
with these fundamental programs of
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our Nation’s safety net, improvement
and compromise was necessary to lead
to more perfect laws.

While certain States, like California,
have decided to move forward with the
expansion, this bill still provides
States the flexibility to ensure market
stability for small businesses across
the country.

I appreciate the bipartisan effort to
bring this bill to the floor. I look for-
ward to advancing the PACE Act and
continuing to build on a record of
working together in a bipartisan fash-
ion.

I was just sharing a moment with my
colleague from Kentucky, Congress-
man GUTHRIE, in talking about how
proud I am of this moment and how
much I appreciate his willingness to
reach across the aisle and work with us
to make sure that we bring a fix—not
the biggest fix, but a fix—that will help
American businesses and American
workers across this country.

It is an opportunity for us to work
together. But, more importantly, it is
an opportunity for us to do the job that
we were elected to do: to put aside par-
tisan bickering, to make sure that we
look at what is best for America, try
our best to bring a bill to the floor
through both houses, and, hopefully,
get the signature of the President of
the United States.

Again, it was due to this bipartisan
effort that I think that what I just de-
scribed is going to happen. Come Janu-
ary of 2016, it is going to be a better
place for all of us—for our businesses
and our workers—because we were will-
ing to work together.

Once again, it is not the easiest thing
to do, but it is something that, unfor-
tunately, is far too rare. I hope that
this is the beginning, the beginning of
many of us working together and mak-
ing good things happen for America
and its Territories.

I urge my colleagues to vote for H.R.
1624.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, this is a
good bill. It is an important bill. It is
a bipartisan bill. I urge my colleagues
to vote in favor of H.R. 1624.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, since the pas-
sage of the Affordable Care Act, 17.6 million
Americans have gained health insurance cov-
erage and are no longer one accident, injury,
or diagnosis away from financial ruin. This is
the largest reduction in the uninsured in four
decades.

The ACA has increased access and re-
duced financial barriers to important preven-
tive services, such as cancer screenings and
well-woman visits by requiring their coverage
with no cost sharing. The law also stopped in-
surers from discriminating based on pre-
existing conditions or placing annual limits on
how much health care they will cover.

Though the ACA is already helping millions
nationwide, no law is perfect, and there are
certainly ways we can improve the ACA and
build upon its successes. Given the political
theatre that tends to surround the ACA, | am
pleased to see that my Republican colleagues
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are ready to work together on bipartisan pro-
posals such as H.R. 1624 with the goal of
strengthening the law. Unfortunately, though, |
do not agree with the approach this bill takes.

H.R. 1624 would permanently change the
law to make the small group expansion cur-
rently required under the ACA optional for
states and allow states to “opt in” if they
choose. Research tells us that some states
simply are not ready to expand their small
group market and that expansion in these
states could result in higher costs for certain
consumers. However, the small group expan-
sion was included in the ACA for good reason.
The benefits of expansion such as added con-
sumer protections and increased stability for
small employers are important and achievable
goals. States like Washington are already ex-
periencing the benefits of an expanded small
group market.

| am concerned that H.R. 1624 is pre-
mature, and | would instead prefer a few year
transitional delay of the small group expansion
or an “opt out” option for states instead. | be-
lieve these alternatives would ensure that
states continue to work towards the goal of
expansion, rather than disregarding the provi-
sion altogether.

Mr. Speaker, | am also disappointed that
this bill was not considered under regular
order. Such an important issue deserves
thoughtful discussion and opportunities for
amendments. | had hoped to offer an amend-
ment that would allow states to “opt out” of
the expansion. Since | was unable to discuss
this amendment and other potential changes
to the bill with my colleagues in a committee
markup, | remain uncertain that this legislation
is the best course of action.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
PiTTs) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1624, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
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GOLD STAR FATHERS ACT OF 2015

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(S. 136) to amend chapter 21 of title 5,
United States Code, to provide that fa-
thers of certain permanently disabled
or deceased veterans shall be included
with mothers of such veterans as pref-
erence eligibles for treatment in the
civil service.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 136

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 ‘‘Gold Star
Fathers Act of 2015”.

SEC. 2. PREFERENCE ELIGIBLE TREATMENT FOR
FATHERS OF CERTAIN PERMA-

NENTLY DISABLED OR DECEASED
VETERANS.
Section 2108(3) of title 5, United States
Code, is amended by striking subparagraphs
(F) and (G) and inserting the following:
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“(F) the parent of an individual who lost
his or her life under honorable conditions
while serving in the armed forces during a
period named by paragraph (1)(A) of this sec-
tion, if—

‘‘(1) the spouse of that parent is totally and
permanently disabled; or

‘“(ii) that parent, when preference is
claimed, is unmarried or, if married, legally
separated from his or her spouse;

‘“(G) the parent of a service-connected per-
manently and totally disabled veteran, if—

‘(i) the spouse of that parent is totally and
permanently disabled; or

‘(ii) that parent, when preference is
claimed, is unmarried or, if married, legally
separated from his or her spouse; and’’.

SEC. 3. EFFECTIVE DATE.

The amendment made by this Act shall
take effect 90 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. WALBERG) and the gen-
tleman from  Massachusetts (Mr.
LYNCH) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of S. 136, the Gold Star Fathers Act of
2015. This important piece of legisla-
tion supports fathers of permanently
disabled or deceased veterans in their
search for employment with the Fed-
eral Government.

Mr. Speaker, under current law,
mothers of certain permanently dis-
abled or deceased veterans receive pref-
erence in hiring for civil service posi-
tions in recognition of their sacrifice.
That preference applies when the
mother is widowed, divorced, or sepa-
rated, or if their husband is totally or
permanently disabled.

The Gold Star Fathers Act of 2015 ex-
tends this same benefit to fathers. The
bill also grants preference in hiring to
parents who never married along with
those that are widowed, divorced, or le-
gally separated.

I thank Senators WYDEN, BROWN, and
CoLLINS for their work over several
Congresses on this important issue,
and Congresswoman ESTY for spon-
soring the House companion bill.

Mr. Speaker, we owe a debt of grati-
tude to our veterans and to the moth-
ers and fathers of our veterans. I urge
my colleagues to support this bipar-
tisan legislation.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of S. 136, the Gold Star Fathers Act of
2015, bipartisan legislation introduced
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by my colleague, Senator RON WYDEN
of Oregon, last January and cospon-
sored by Senators SHERROD BROWN of
Rhode Island and SUSAN COLLINS of
Maine. This bill passed the TUnited
States Senate by unanimous consent in
May of this year and was favorably re-
ported out of the House Oversight and
Government Reform Committee in
July.

This legislation also has bipartisan
support in the House in the form of
identical legislation, H.R. 1222, intro-
duced by my colleague, Representative
ELIZABETH ESTY, of Connecticut.

In appreciation of the sacrifices that
Gold Star families have made on behalf
of our grateful Nation, the Gold Star
Fathers Act would extend the 10-point
hiring preference for Federal civilian
jobs to the fathers of servicemembers
who have been permanently disabled or
who lost their lives while serving on
Active Duty. This would be identical to
the Federal hiring preference that has
been available to our Gold Star Moth-
ers since 1948.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation is re-
flective of the immense gratitude that
we hold as a nation for the parents of
our fallen and disabled heroes. It also
recognizes the profound sacrifice that
our Gold Star families continue to en-
dure every day. It is a burden that is
shouldered by the very few on behalf of
the entire Nation.

Back in South Boston, my mother-in-
law, Helen Shaughnessy, originally
Helen Bailey, is a Gold Star sister. She
lost her brother, Arnie Bailey, in April
of 1944 on his first jump over the Rhine
close to the end of the Second World
War in Europe. I know that their fam-
ily continues to carry that pain and
that burden each and every day.

I urge my colleagues on both sides of
the aisle to support Ms. ESTY in her ef-
forts, along with Senator WYDEN and
others in the Senate, to support S. 136.

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as she
may consume to the gentlewoman from
Connecticut (Ms. EsTY). I would like to
introduce and welcome her remarks.
She is the lead sponsor of this bill in
the House and has been a true cham-
pion on behalf of veterans all over this
country.

Ms. ESTY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
in support of S. 136, the Senate com-
panion to my bill in the House, the
Gold Star Fathers Act of 2015.

I want to thank Chairman CHAFFETZ
and Ranking Member CUMMINGS for
their support of our Gold Star families
and for prioritizing this bipartisan bill
that would bring equity to the treat-
ment of all Gold Star families, and I
want to thank my friends Mr. WALBERG
and Mr. LYNCH for their support today.

Mr. Speaker, on Memorial Day last
year, I met with Gold Star families in
Waterbury, Connecticut, and I heard
the stories of how deeply they feel the
loss of their loved ones, whether that
loss was a year ago, 20 years ago, or 40
years ago. I heard from mothers and I
heard from fathers about the difficulty
of continuing on without a member of
their family that they held so dear.
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Those willing to make the ultimate
sacrifice for their country deserve to
know that we will support and care for
their loved ones they leave behind.
After talking with these families, I
knew that we needed to do more for
these grieving families and we needed
to do more to recognize the sacrifice of
their loved ones. That is why I intro-
duced the House bill companion of the
Gold Star Fathers Act.

Mr. Speaker, our country has long
recognized that mothers who have lost
a child in military service or are caring
for their son or daughter who was per-
manently disabled in the military de-
serve a hand when seeking Federal em-
ployment. Currently, qualifying moth-
ers of certain disabled or deceased vet-
erans are eligible to receive the vet-
erans hiring preference that will no
longer be used by their loved one when
applying for certain Federal service
jobs.

However, mothers are not the only
ones who grieve. The loss of a child is
felt just as strongly by our veterans’
fathers as by their mothers. It is time
to ensure equal treatment of and re-
spect for all parents of deceased or dis-
abled veterans. That is why the Gold
Star Fathers Act would extend this
hiring preference to fathers as well.

In many cases, not only have the par-
ents undergone significant trauma
emotionally, but they have lost a
working-age member of their family;
and in the case of a permanently dis-
abled child, they may have mounting
medical bills to deal with as well. It is
time to establish equality in our Na-
tion’s treatment of the parents of de-
ceased and disabled veterans.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank Sen-
ators WYDEN, COLLINS, and BROWN for
their leadership on the Gold Star Fa-
thers Act in the Senate, and I want to
thank my former colleague Represent-
ative Tim Bishop for his past leader-
ship on this issue as well.

Mr. Speaker, I call on all of my col-
leagues to join us in honoring our Gold
Star families. I urge my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to vote in favor
of this bipartisan, unanimously sup-
ported Gold Star Fathers Act.

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, I urge pas-
sage.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption of this
commonsense bill. It is more than com-
mon sense. We talk about family val-
ues a lot. These are family values.
These are highest family values of par-
ents that have raised young people who
are willing to step forward for our
country without consideration of their
own lives or their futures in most
cases. So I applaud my colleagues’ ef-
forts on this behalf, and I support and
ask that this bill be supported fully by
this body.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
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the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
WALBERG) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, S. 136.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

WOUNDED WARRIORS FEDERAL
LEAVE ACT OF 2015

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 313) to amend title 5, United
States Code, to provide leave to any
new Federal employee who is a veteran
with a service-connected disability
rated at 30 percent or more for pur-
poses of undergoing medical treatment
for such disability, and for other pur-
poses.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 313

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 ‘“Wounded
Warriors Federal Leave Act of 20157,

SEC. 2. ADDITIONAL LEAVE FOR FEDERAL EM-
PLOYEES WHO ARE DISABLED VET-
ERANS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter II of chapter
63 of title 5, United States Code, is amended
by adding at the end the following:

“§ 6329. Disabled veteran leave

‘“(a) During the 12-month period beginning
on the first day of employment, any em-
ployee who is a veteran with a service-con-
nected disability rated at 30 percent or more
is entitled to leave, without loss or reduction
in pay, for purposes of undergoing medical
treatment for such disability for which sick
leave could regularly be used.

“(b)(1) The leave credited to an employee
under subsection (a) may not exceed 104
hours.

‘“(2) Any leave credited to an employee
pursuant to subsection (a) that is not used
during the 12-month period described in such
subsection may not be carried over and shall
be forfeited.

‘“(c) In order to verify that leave credited
to an employee pursuant to subsection (a) is
used for treating a service-connected dis-
ability, such employee shall submit to the
head of the employing agency certification,
in such form and manner as the Director of
the Office of Personnel Management may
prescribe, that such employee used such
leave for purposes of being furnished treat-
ment for such disability by a health care
provider.

‘(d) In this section—

‘(1) the term ‘employee’ has the meaning
given such term in section 2105, and includes
an officer or employee of the United States
Postal Service or of the Postal Regulatory
Commission;

‘“(2) the term ‘service-connected’ has the
meaning given such term in section 101(16) of
title 38; and

“(3) the term ‘veteran’ has the meaning
given such term in section 101(2) of such
title.”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of
sections for chapter 63 of title 5, United
States Code, is amended by adding after the
item relating to section 6328 the following:

©‘6329. Disabled veteran leave.”.
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(c) APPLICATION.—The amendments made
by subsection (a) shall apply with respect to
any employee (as that term is defined in sec-
tion 6329(d)(1) of title 5, United States Code,
as added by subsection (a)) hired on or after
the date that is one year after the date of en-
actment of this Act.

(d) REGULATIONS.—Not later than 9 months
after the date of enactment of this Act—

(1) the Director of the Office of Personnel
Management shall prescribe regulations with
respect to the leave provided by the amend-
ment in subsection (a) for employees, but not
including employees of the United States
Postal Service or the Postal Regulatory
Commission; and

(2) the Postmaster General shall prescribe
regulations for such leave with respect to of-
ficers and employees of the United States
Postal Service and the Postal Regulatory
Commission.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. WALBERG) and the gen-
tleman from  Massachusetts (Mr.
LYNCH) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 313, the Wounded Warriors Fed-
eral Leave Act of 2015, sponsored by my
colleague, Congressman STEPHEN
LyYNCcH. This important piece of legisla-
tion supports wounded warriors newly
hired in the Federal Government.

The Wounded Warriors Federal Leave
Act of 2015 supports our disabled vet-
erans transitioning to civilian careers
by providing sick leave for medical
treatments and appointments that are
related to their service-connected dis-
ability.

Mr. Speaker, this bipartisan legisla-
tion provides immediate access to sick
leave for any new Federal employee
who is a veteran with a service-con-
nected disability rated at 30 percent or
more for the purposes of undergoing
medical treatment for such disability.

Because Federal employees begin
with a zero sick leave balance and ac-
crue sick leave over time, disabled vet-
erans beginning civilian jobs often
have insufficient sick leave to attend
medical appointments required for
treatment of their service-connected
disabilities. This bill provides our
newly hired disabled veterans with im-
mediate access of up to 13 days for sick
leave so that our disabled veterans do
not have to take unpaid leave to care
for their service-connected injuries.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 313 is supported by
a number of veterans and employee or-
ganizations, including the American
Legion, Veterans of Foreign Wars, and
Federal Managers Association.
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I commend Mr. LYNCH for his leader-
ship on this issue and for working with
Mr. FARENTHOLD, Ranking Member
CUMMINGS, Mr. CONNOLLY, and Ms. NOR-
TON to bring this bipartisan legislation
before the committee. I also want to
acknowledge Senators TESTER, MORAN,
and TOOMEY for their work on the Sen-
ate companion bill.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support this important piece of legisla-
tion.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 313, the Wounded Warriors Fed-
eral Leave Act of 2015.

I introduced this bipartisan legisla-
tion in January of this year, and I am
proud that it has now gained the sup-
port of over 30 Democratic and Repub-
lican Members of Congress.

I also want to thank the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. WALBERG), for his
remarks and his support of this bill. At
the outset, I would also like to thank
Chairman JASON CHAFFETZ and Rank-
ing Member ELIJAH CUMMINGS along
with the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
FARENTHOLD) and the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY) of the House
Oversight and Government Reform
Committee for their Ileadership in
bringing H.R. 313 to the floor. I would
also like to thank many of the vet-
erans groups and Federal unions and
workforce organizations that have
joined together to endorse this legisla-
tion. They include the Veterans of For-
eign Wars, the American Legion, and
the 31 unions and member organiza-
tions that make up the Federal Postal
Coalition.

Let me also commend Jennifer Hem-
ingway of the majority staff for the
Oversight and Government Reform
Committee and Lena Chang of the
Democratic staff for our committee for
their great work on this bill.

Mr. Speaker, the Wounded Warriors
Federal Leave Act will address a prob-
lem faced by many wounded warriors
who are transitioning to civilian life
through new careers in the Federal
workforce. Currently, a first-year Fed-
eral employee will begin his or her ca-
reer with zero sick leave in the event of
a medical event. That is because under
current law, full-time Federal employ-
ees only earn 4 hours of paid sick leave
for each pay period that they work.

Obviously, starting from the begin-
ning, they will have zero balance in
their sick leave bank—with a max-
imum of 104 hours of paid sick leave
that is available per year. Neverthe-
less, new employees start with zero.
While Federal workers are able to
carry over unused annual sick leave
from year to year, they begin their
first year on the job with no sick leave
whatsoever.

Now, this lack of initial leave for
newly hired Federal workers is particu-
larly burdensome on those employees
who are also wounded warriors. These
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employees need to make regular visits
to the VA to seek medical treatment
for post-traumatic stress disorder,
traumatic brain injury, and other serv-
ice-connected disabilities, and they are
quickly forced to burn up any sick
leave that they do accrue during their
first year at a Federal agency.
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Several wounded warriors who have
transitioned to the Federal workforce
following their tours of duty in Iraq
and Afghanistan and other assignments
have highlighted this difficulty during
discussions with me and my staff.

These workers reported that, without
sufficient leave during their first year
on the job, they were routinely faced
with the difficult choice between hav-
ing to take a day off work without pay
or simply sKkipping their scheduled VA
appointments altogether. Some wound-
ed warriors reported that the closest
VA facility to their job was located a 2-
or 3-hour drive away.

As additionally noted by the Federal
Managers Association: ‘“‘Young men
and women struggle with available
leave as they attempt to keep service-
related, medically-necessary appoint-
ments, which puts undue stress on both
managers and their Federal employees
as they try to meet their Congression-
ally-mandated missions and goals.”’

Mr. Speaker, we must afford our
wounded warriors the flexibility to re-
ceive medical care as they transition
to serving our Nation in a new capac-
ity, through a Federal civilian job. The
Wounded Warriors Federal Leave Act
would do just that.

This bill will provide first-year Fed-
eral employees who have a VA dis-
ability rating of 30 percent or greater
with 104 hours of wounded warrior
leave from the moment they begin
their Federal workforce careers. This
includes eligible new hires at our Na-
tion’s largest employer of veterans—
the Defense Department—as well as the
United States Postal Service.

H.R. 313 also recognizes that these
dedicated Federal workers will have
accumulated up to 104 hours of tradi-
tional sick leave by the end of their
first year on the job. That is why the
bill also provides that any unused
wounded warrior leave would not carry
over beyond the second year.

The Wounded Warriors Federal Leave
Act will also provide critical impor-
tance, given that the most recent Fed-
eral data on veterans employment indi-
cates that Federal agencies are hiring
a growing number of veterans each
year. In fiscal year 2014, nearly 60,000,
or 33.2 percent, of new hires at Federal
agencies were veterans. That is an in-
crease of 9.2 percent over fiscal year
2009.

With the number of our young people
who have served multiple tours of
duty—three, four, five tours of duty in
Iraq and Afghanistan—this is espe-
cially important. Approximately 16,000
of newly Federal employees were
wounded warriors with a disability rat-
ing of 30 percent or greater.
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Again, I am thankful to Mr.
CHAFFETZ, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. CUM-
MINGS, and Mr. CONNOLLY. And, also, I
want to thank Mr. TESTER. When we
sent this bill over to the Senate look-
ing for a cosponsor in the Senate, Sen-
ator TESTER was quick to step up and
take on this fight in the Senate. I want
to thank him for his work on this bill
in the Senate side.

In closing, I urge all our Members to
vote in favor of H.R. 313.

I yield back the balance of my time.

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

I truly thank Congressman LYNCH for
his leadership on this issue. It is an
issue not only whose time has come,
but probably should have come long be-
fore this. It is a great idea that deals
with the reality of what we face in
dealing with wounded warriors and
their ongoing success that this coun-
try—a grateful country—ought to be
involved with encouraging.

I urge the adoption of the bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
WALBERG) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 313.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

FEDERAL VEHICLE REPAIR COST
SAVINGS ACT OF 2015

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(S. 565) to reduce the operation and
maintenance costs associated with the
Federal fleet by encouraging the use of
remanufactured parts, and for other
purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 565

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 ‘‘Federal Ve-
hicle Repair Cost Savings Act of 2015,

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds that, in March 2013, the
Government Accountability Office issued a
report that confirmed that—

(1) there are approximately 588,000 vehicles
in the civilian Federal fleet;

(2) Federal agencies spent approximately
$975,000,000 on repair and maintenance of the
Federal fleet in 2011;

(3) remanufactured vehicle components,
such as engines, starters, alternators, steer-
ing racks, and clutches, tend to be less ex-
pensive than comparable new replacement
parts; and

(4) the United States Postal Service and
the Department of the Interior both in-
formed the Government Accountability Of-
fice that the respective agencies rely on the
use of remanufactured vehicle components
to reduce costs.

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act—
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(1) the term ‘‘Federal agency’” has the
meaning given that term in section 102 of
title 40, United States Code; and

(2) the term ‘“‘remanufactured vehicle com-
ponent’ means a vehicle component (includ-
ing an engine, transmission, alternator,
starter, turbocharger, steering, or suspen-
sion component) that has been returned to
same-as-new, or better, condition and per-
formance by a standardized industrial proc-
ess that incorporates technical specifica-
tions (including engineering, quality, and
testing standards) to yield fully warranted
products.

SEC. 4. REQUIREMENT TO USE REMANUFAC-
TURED VEHICLE COMPONENTS.

The head of each Federal agency—

(1) shall encourage the use of remanufac-
tured vehicle components to maintain Fed-
eral vehicles, if using such components re-
duces the cost of maintaining the Federal ve-
hicles while maintaining quality; and

(2) shall not encourage the use of remanu-
factured vehicle components to maintain
Federal vehicles, if using such components—

(A) does not reduce the cost of maintaining
Federal vehicles;

(B) lowers the quality of vehicle perform-
ance, as determined by the employee of the
Federal agency responsible for the repair de-
C1s10n; or

(C) delays the return to service of a vehi-
cle.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. WALBERG) and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
LYNCH) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

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

I rise today in support of S. 565, the
Federal Vehicle Repair Cost Savings
Act of 2015. This bill is a bipartisan and
bicameral effort designed to reduce the
costs of maintenance for the Federal
vehicle fleet.

The Federal Vehicle Repair Cost Sav-
ings Act encourages agencies to use re-
manufactured vehicle components
when doing so will reduce maintenance
costs while also maintain quality.

The term ‘‘remanufactured vehicle
components’ refers to components
that have been returned to same-as-
new or better condition and perform-
ance by a standardized industrial proc-
ess that incorporates technical speci-
fications.

In 2013, a Government Accountability
Office report found that remanufac-
tured vehicle components, such as en-
gines, starters, alternators, steering
racks, and clutches, tend to be less ex-
pensive than comparable new parts.

In fact, a 2012 study by the U.S.
International Trade Commission found
that remanufacturing parts can result
in savings of 85 percent of the energy
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and material used to manufacture
equivalent new parts. Further, this
study found that remanufactured parts
are, on average, 20 to 50 percent less ex-
pensive.

Requiring agency heads under this
bill to encourage their Federal vehicle
maintenance staff to use remanufac-
tured components will reduce mainte-
nance costs, which totaled $975 million
in 2011, for 588,000 vehicles.

This bill is also supported by the
Motor and Equipment Manufacturers
Association, which directly employs
over 734,000 people in U.S. manufac-
turing jobs.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank Con-
gressmen HUIZENGA and ASHFORD for
their work on the House companion
bill. T also want to thank Senators
PETERS and LANKFORD for their work
on this legislation.

I urge my colleagues to support this
bipartisan cost savings legislation.

I reserve the balance of my time.

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

I rise in support of S. 565, the Federal
Vehicle Repair Cost Savings Act, intro-
duced by Senator PETERS of Michigan.

I would also like to recognize Rep-
resentative BILL HUIZENGA of Michigan
for his good work on this legislation.

S. 565 passed the United States Sen-
ate by unanimous consent last month.
With today’s House passage, it can go
straight to the President’s desk for his
signature.

The Federal Vehicle Repair Cost Sav-
ings Act would require the head of each
Federal agency to encourage the use of
remanufactured vehicle components if
doing so would reduce costs while
maintaining high quality. The intent
behind this bill is to raise awareness of
the option of using remanufactured
parts and inform agency fleet man-
agers of this cost-saving option.

I would note that the bill encourages
the heads of Federal agencies to use re-
manufactured parts, but the decision
ultimately to do so would remain at
the discretion of fleet managers.

According to a March 2013 Govern-
ment Accountability Office report,
Federal agencies spent about $1 billion
on vehicle repair and maintenance in
2011. The report also found that re-
manufactured vehicle components tend
to be much less expensive. For exam-
ple, the Postal Service and the Depart-
ment of Interior informed GAO that
they rely on remanufactured vehicle
components to reduce costs.

Mr. Speaker, this is a commonsense
piece of legislation that seeks to save
taxpayer dollars and better ensure that
the Federal Government is purchasing
high-quality products.

I urge Members on both sides of the
aisle to vote for this bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. HUIZENGA),
my good friend and colleague.

Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I thank the chairman.
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Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank
the Oversight and Government Reform
Committee, especially my friend,
Chairman CHAFFETZ, and my friend,
Mr. WALBERG, here from Michigan, as
well as Ranking Member CUMMINGS, for
bringing this bipartisan, bicameral bill
to the floor to save taxpayer dollars
and create jobs.

I often hear, like most of us do, from
our constituents: Why can’t Congress
work together and get something done
and eliminate wasteful spending and
create jobs? Well, we have got it, folks.
Here we go.

With the Federal Vehicle Repair Cost
Savings Act, I teamed up with Senator
GARY PETERS, also of Michigan. We are
going to save literally millions of tax-
payer dollars by reducing spending on
Federal vehicle maintenance and cre-
ate good manufacturing jobs.

Our commonsense bill calls on Fed-
eral agencies to use remanufactured
components to repair and maintain the
Federal vehicle fleet when using those
parts would lower costs, achieve higher
safety standards, and maintain quality
and performance.

Remanufactured parts are less expen-
sive than brand-new parts and have
been returned to same-as-new condi-
tion. I know this from firsthand experi-
ence, owning a small sand and gravel
operation where we oftentimes use re-
manufactured parts on our own trucks.
The component may be an engine, may
be a transmission, may be a drivetrain,
may be a rear end or an alternator.
Each of those repairs presents an op-
portunity to be more fiscally respon-
sible with taxpayer dollars.

In 2013, a GAO report found that the
Federal Government owns a fleet of ap-
proximately 588,000 vehicles. The cost
of maintaining that fleet has ballooned
to nearly $1 billion.

While it is clear there needs to be a
fleet of these Federal vehicles to have
access to a reliable motor pool, it is
important that these vehicles be main-
tained efficiently and effectively to en-
sure that those tax dollars—our pre-
cious tax dollars—are used in the most
effective way possible.

In addition to eliminating wasteful
spending, this legislation serves as an
important boost to good-paying jobs
and remanufacturing suppliers.

According to the Motor and Equip-
ment Manufacturers Association, re-
manufacturing of motor vehicle parts
is responsible for over 30,000 full-time
jobs across the United States. For ex-
ample, in my district, Valley Truck
Parts, headquartered in Wyoming, em-
ploys 250 Michiganders. In Kentwood,
Michigan, North America Fuel Sys-
tems Remanufacturing employs more
than 150 people.

These companies, among so many
others across Michigan and so many
other States, demonstrate how re-
manufacturing supports good-paying
middle class jobs in States like Michi-
gan and Ohio and North Carolina and
Pennsylvania and so many others. It is
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going to play an expanded role, I be-
lieve, in making this Federal Govern-
ment even more efficient.

I encourage my colleagues to join us
in this effort to save millions of tax-
payer dollars, support good jobs, and
make the Federal Government run
more efficiently.

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

In closing, having heard the com-
ments on this, I urge the adoption of
this commonsense bill that encourages
also us doing an environmental thing
as well in using resources that we have.

I ask that my colleagues support this
commonsense bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
WALBERG) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, S. 565.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

GRANTS OVERSIGHT AND NEW
EFFICIENCY ACT

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3089) to close out expired grants,
and for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3089

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 ‘“‘Grants Over-
sight and New Efficiency Act’ or the “GONE
Act”.

SEC. 2. IDENTIFYING AND CLOSING OUT EXPIRED
GRANTS.

(a) EXPIRED GRANT REPORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Director of the Office of Management
and Budget shall instruct the head of each
agency, in coordination with the Secretary,
to submit to Congress and the Secretary a
report, not later than December 31 of the
first calendar year beginning after the date
of the enactment of this Act, that—

(A) lists each covered grant held by such
agency;

(B) provides the total number of covered
grants, including the number of grants—

(i) by time period of expiration;

(ii) with zero dollar balances; and

(iii) with undisbursed balances;

(C) for an agency with covered grants, de-
scribes the challenges leading to delays in
grant closeout; and

(D) for the 30 oldest covered grants of an
agency, explains why each covered grant has
not been closed out.

(2) USE OF DATA SYSTEMS.—An agency may
use existing multiagency data systems in
order to submit the report required under
paragraph (1).

(3) EXPLANATION OF MISSING INFORMATION.—
If the head of an agency is unable to submit
all of the information required to be in-
cluded in the report under paragraph (1), the
report shall include an explanation of why
the information was not available, including

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

any shortcomings with and plans to improve
existing grant systems, including data sys-
tems.

(b) NOTICE FROM AGENCIES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year
after the date on which the head of an agen-
cy submits the report required under sub-
section (a), the head of the agency shall pro-
vide notice to the Secretary specifying
whether the head of the agency has closed
out grant awards associated with all of the
covered grants in the report and which cov-
ered grants in the report have not been
closed out.

(2) NOTICE TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 90
days after the date on which all of the no-
tices required pursuant to paragraph (1) have
been provided or March 31 of the calendar
year following the calendar year described in
subsection (a)(1), whichever is sooner, the
Secretary shall compile the notices sub-
mitted pursuant to paragraph (1) and submit
to Congress a report on such notices.

(c) INSPECTOR GENERAL REVIEW.—Not later
than one year after the date on which the
head of an agency provides notice to Con-
gress under subsection (b)(2), the Inspector
General of such agency with more than
$500,000,000 in grant funding shall conduct a
risk assessment to determine if an audit or
review of the agency’s grant closeout process
is warranted.

(d) REPORT ON ACCOUNTABILITY AND OVER-
SIGHT.—Not later than 6 months after the
date on which the second report is submitted
pursuant to subsection (b)(2), the Director of
Office of Management and Budget, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Health and
Human Services, shall submit to Congress a
report on recommendations for legislation to
improve accountability and oversight in
grants management, including the timely
closeout of a covered grant.

(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

(1) AGENCY.—The term ‘‘agency’ has the
meaning given that term in section 551 of
title 5, United States Code.

(2) CLOSEOUT.—The term ‘‘closeout’ means
a closeout of a grant account conducted in
accordance with part 200 of title 2, Code of
Federal Regulations, including sections
200.16 and 200.343 of such title, or any suc-
cessor thereto.

(3) COVERED GRANT.—The term ‘‘covered
grant’ means a grant in an agency cash pay-
ment management system held by the
United States Government for which—

(A) the grant award period of performance,
including any extensions, has been expired
for not less than 2 years; and

(B) closeout has not yet occurred in ac-
cordance with section 200.343 of title 2, Code
of Federal Regulations, or any successor
thereto.

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. WALBERG) and the gen-
tleman from  Massachusetts (Mr.
LYNCH) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

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

There was no objection.
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Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I introduced H.R. 3089, the Grants
Oversight and New Efficiency, or
GONE, Act, to bring much-needed ac-
countability to the Federal grant-mak-
ing process.

This bipartisan bill requires each
agency to report to Congress on the
amount of expired and empty grant ac-
counts that remain open on the govern-
ment’s books.

Under the bill, the agencies must ex-
amine the 30 grants that have been ex-
pired for the longest period of time and
explain why these grants have not been
closed.

One year after this initial report,
these agencies will update Congress, re-
porting on which accounts previously
identified have been closed and which
remain open. These reports will help
Congress better understand why ex-
pired grant accounts remain open at
taxpayer expense.

Mr. Speaker, in fiscal year 2014, Fed-
eral grant expenditures exceeded $529
billion, and that is real money. This
enormous amount of money demands
strong financial management to pro-
tect taxpayer dollars from waste.

In 2012, GAO released a report on the
timeliness of grant closeouts by Fed-
eral agencies. The report found nearly
$1 billion remaining in undisbursed
funds within expired grant accounts.

Within one of the grant management
systems GAO examined, there were al-
most 1,000 accounts that had been ex-
pired for 5 years or more and still had
not been closed out.
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GAO found out that this same man-
agement system contained 28,000 ex-
pired grant accounts with no funds in
them. Mr. Speaker, expired grant ac-
counts create multiple levels of waste.

First, the undisbursed funds remain-
ing in expired accounts could be better
used for their appropriated purpose or
returned to the Treasury to help bring
down the deficit and mounting debt.

Second, agencies pay a monthly fee
for each account that remains open
within the Federal payment manage-
ment system. As a result, agencies
could be spending roughly $2 million
per year to maintain these 28,000 ac-
counts with no funds in them, assum-
ing they have not been closed. Surely
we can find a better use for these tax-
payer dollars rather than wasting
funds maintaining expired accounts.

Finally, grants that are not properly
closed out slow the grant-making agen-
cy from conducting the necessary over-
sight to ensure that funds were prop-
erly spent and that taxpayer money is
not being wasted. The GONE Act is a
response to these issues.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3089 utilizes the
Department of Health and Human
Services to coordinate with agencies to
provide these reports to Congress. HHS
was chosen for this role because of
some of its successful closeout efforts
implemented in 2011. HHS’s commend-
able work on grant closeout is exactly



bjneal
Text Box
 CORRECTION

March 17, 2016 Congressional Record
Correction To Page H6271
September 28, 2015, on page H6271, the following appeared: (S. 3089) to close out expired grants,

The online version should be corrected to read: (H.R. 3089) to close out expired grants,


H6272

why we added a provision to this bill
requiring HHS to coordinate with the
Office of Management and Budget in
reporting to Congress on legislative
changes needed to improve the process
of grants administration.

H.R. 3089 strengthens oversight by
asking the inspectors general of the
largest grant-making agencies to con-
duct a risk assessment of their agen-
cy’s grant closeout processes.

I thank Senators FISCHER and
MANCHIN for their work on the Senate
companion bill, S. 1115, including their
work on the bill before the House
today.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
bring some commonsense steps to the
Federal grant-making process by sup-
porting this bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, the legislation under
consideration, H.R. 3089, the Grant
Oversight and New Efficiency Act, was
introduced by my friend Mr. WALBERG
of Michigan in July of this year; and it
was reported out of the House Over-
sight Committee with the support of
Mrs. BRENDA LAWRENCE, also of Michi-
gan, this month. This bill would re-
quire one-time reports from Federal
agencies on expired grants.

As noted earlier by Mr. WALBERG, in
a report by the Government Account-
ability Office, Federal agencies do not
always close out expired grants prop-
erly. In fact, GAO has found that in
2011, nearly $800 million in undisbursed
balances remained in expired grant ac-
counts. That money could be returned
to the Treasury and spent on any num-
ber of pressing priorities here in the
House and Senate.

In particular, Mr. WALBERG’s bill,
H.R. 3089, would require agencies to re-
port to the Secretary of Health and
Human Services and Congress on
grants that have expired and whether
they have undisbursed balances. The
bill would also require agencies to
make recommendations on which
grants should be closed out imme-
diately as well as explain why certain
grants were not properly closed out to
begin with.

I commend the Representatives from
Michigan, both Mr. WALBERG, our lead
sponsor on this bill, and Mrs. LAW-
RENCE, for their work on this bipar-
tisan bill. This is a commonsense, good
government measure that every Mem-
ber should support.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for his support and lead-
ership on the floor. I thank the chair-
man and ranking member of our com-
mittee. Most importantly, I thank my
good friend and colleague from Michi-
gan, Congresswoman BRENDA LAW-
RENCE, for her support and helpful addi-
tions to this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I urge adoption of this
commonsense bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
WALBERG) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3089, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

AIRPORT AND AIRWAY EXTENSION
ACT OF 2015

Mr. LOBIONDO. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3614) to amend title 49, United
States Code, to extend authorizations
for the airport improvement program,
to amend the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 to extend the funding and expendi-
ture authority of the Airport and Air-
way Trust Fund, and for other pur-
poses.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3614

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 ‘“‘Airport and Airway Extension Act of
2015.

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

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.

TITLE I—ATRPORT AND AIRWAY
PROGRAMS

Extension of airport improvement
program.

Extension of expiring authorities.

Federal Aviation Administration
operations.

Air navigation facilities and equip-
ment.

Research, engineering, and develop-
ment.

106. Funding for aviation programs.

107. Essential air service.

TITLE II-REVENUE PROVISIONS

201. Expenditure authority from Air-
port and Airway Trust Fund.

202. Extension of taxes funding Airport
and Airway Trust Fund.

TITLE I—AIRPORT AND AIRWAY

PROGRAMS
101. EXTENSION OF AIRPORT IMPROVE-
MENT PROGRAM.

(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 48103(a) of title 49,
United States Code, is amended by striking
the period at the end and inserting ‘‘and
$1,675,000,000 for the period beginning on Oc-
tober 1, 2015, and ending on March 31, 2016.”".

(2) OBLIGATION OF AMOUNTS.—Subject to
limitations specified in advance in appro-
priation Acts, sums made available pursuant
to the amendment made by paragraph (1)
may be obligated at any time through Sep-
tember 30, 2016, and shall remain available
until expended.

(3) PROGRAM IMPLEMENTATION.—For pur-
poses of calculating funding apportionments
and meeting other requirements under sec-
tions 47114, 47115, 47116, and 47117 of title 49,
United States Code, for the period beginning
on October 1, 2015, and ending on March 31,
2016, the Administrator of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration shall—
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(A) first calculate such funding apportion-
ments on an annualized basis as if the total
amount available under section 48103 of such
title for fiscal year 2016 were $3,350,000,000;
and

(B) then reduce by 50 percent—

(i) all funding apportionments calculated
under subparagraph (A); and

(ii) amounts available pursuant to sections
47117(b) and 47117(£)(2) of such title.

(b) PROJECT GRANT AUTHORITY.—Section
47104(c) of title 49, United States Code, is
amended in the matter preceding paragraph
(1) by striking ‘‘September 30, 2015,”” and in-
serting ‘“‘March 31, 2016,”’.

SEC. 102. EXTENSION OF EXPIRING
TIES.

(a) Section 47107(r)(3) of title 49, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘Octo-
ber 1, 2015’ and inserting ‘‘April 1, 2016”°.

(b) Section 47115(j) of title 49, United
States Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘and
for the period beginning on October 1, 2015,
and ending on March 31, 2016 after ‘‘fiscal
years 2012 through 2015°.

(c) Section 47124(b)(3)(E) of title 49, United
States Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘and
not more than $5,175,000 for the period begin-
ning on October 1, 2015, and ending on March
31, 2016,” after ‘‘fiscal years 2012 through
2015,

(d) Section 47141(f) of title 49, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2015 and inserting ‘‘March 31,
2016”".

(e) Section 50905(c)(3) of title 51, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘Octo-
ber 1, 2015,”” and inserting ‘‘April 1, 2016,”’.

(f) Section 186(d) of the Vision 100—Cen-
tury of Aviation Reauthorization Act (117
Stat. 2518) is amended by inserting ‘‘and for
the period beginning on October 1, 2015, and
ending on March 31, 2016, after ‘‘fiscal years
2012 through 2015".

(g) Section 409(d) of the Vision 100—Cen-
tury of Aviation Reauthorization Act (49
U.S.C. 41731 note) is amended by striking
“September 30, 2015 and inserting ‘‘March
31, 2016,

(h) Section 140(c)(1) of the FAA Moderniza-
tion and Reform Act of 2012 (49 U.S.C. 47113
note) is amended by striking ‘‘fiscal years
2013 through 2015, and inserting ‘‘fiscal
years 2013 through 2016,

(i) Section 411(h) of the FAA Modernization
and Reform Act of 2012 (49 U.S.C. 42301 prec.
note) is amended by striking ‘‘September 30,
2015’ and inserting ‘“March 31, 2016”".

(j) Section 822(k) of the FAA Moderniza-
tion and Reform Act of 2012 (49 U.S.C. 47141
note) is amended by striking ‘‘September 30,
2015’ and inserting ‘‘March 31, 2016°°.

SEC. 103. FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
OPERATIONS.

Section 106(k) of title 49, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)—

(A) in subparagraph (C) by striking ‘‘and”
at the end;

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

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (D) the
following:

“(BE) $4,870,350,000 for the period beginning
on October 1, 2015, and ending on March 31,
2016.”’; and

(2) in paragraph (3) by inserting ‘‘and for
the period beginning on October 1, 2015, and
ending on March 31, 2016 after ‘‘fiscal years
2012 through 2015’.

SEC. 104. AIR NAVIGATION
EQUIPMENT.

Section 48101(a) of title 49, United States
Code, is amended by adding at the end the
following:

““(5) $1,300,000,000 for the period beginning
on October 1, 2015, and ending on March 31,
2016.”".

AUTHORI-
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SEC. 105. RESEARCH, ENGINEERING, AND DEVEL-
OPMENT.

Section 48102(a) of title 49, United States
Code, is amended—

(1) in paragraph (7) by striking ‘“‘and” at
the end;

(2) in paragraph (8) by striking the period
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

“(9) $78,375,000 for the period beginning on
October 1, 2015, and ending on March 31,
2016.”".

SEC. 106. FUNDING FOR AVIATION PROGRAMS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 48114 of title 49,
United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(2) by striking 2015
and inserting ‘‘2016”’; and

(2) in subsection (c)(2) by striking 2015’
and inserting ‘‘2016°.

(b) COMPLIANCE WITH FUNDING REQUIRE-
MENTS.—The budget authority authorized in
this Act, including the amendments made by
this Act, shall be deemed to satisfy the re-
quirements of subsections (a)(1)(B) and (a)(2)
of section 48114 of title 49, United States
Code, for the period beginning on October 1,
2015, and ending on March 31, 2016.

SEC. 107. ESSENTIAL AIR SERVICE.

Section 41742(a) of title 49, United States
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘and $93,000,000
for fiscal year 2015’ and inserting ‘‘$93,000,000
for fiscal year 2015, and $77,500,000 for the pe-
riod beginning on October 1, 2015, and ending
on March 31, 2016,”".

TITLE II—REVENUE PROVISIONS
SEC. 201. EXPENDITURE AUTHORITY FROM AIR-
PORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 9502(d)(1) of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘October 1, 2015 in the
matter preceding subparagraph (A) and in-
serting ‘“‘April 1, 2016”°, and

(2) by striking the semicolon at the end of
subparagraph (A) and inserting ‘‘or the Air-
port and Airway Extension Act of 2015;".

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
9502(e)(2) of such Code is amended by striking
“October 1, 2015’ and inserting ‘“‘April 1,
2016”’.

SEC. 202. EXTENSION OF TAXES FUNDING AIR-
PORT AND AIRWAY TRUST FUND.

(a) FUEL TAXES.—Section 4081(d)(2)(B) of
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended
by striking ‘‘September 30, 2015’ and insert-
ing ‘“March 31, 2016”°.

(b) TICKET TAXES.—

(1) PERSONS.—Section 4261(k)(1)(A)({ii) of
such Code is amended by striking ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2015 and inserting ‘‘March 31,
2016”°.

(2) PROPERTY.—Section 4271(d)(1)(A)({ii) of
such Code is amended by striking ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2015 and inserting ‘‘March 31,
2016”".

(¢) FRACTIONAL OWNERSHIP PROGRAMS.—

(1) TREATMENT AS NON-COMMERCIAL AVIA-
TION.—Section 4083(b) of such Code is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘October 1, 2015’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘April 1, 2016”".

(2) EXEMPTION FROM TICKET TAXES.—Sec-
tion 4261(j) of such Code is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘September 30, 2015 and inserting
“March 31, 2016”°.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. LOBIONDO) and the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LOBIONDO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 3614.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, on September 30, 2015,
the authorization for the Federal Avia-
tion Administration programs and
taxes that fund those programs will ex-
pire. H.R. 3614 is a clean, 6-month ex-
tension of all necessary authorizations
through March 31 of 2016.

As the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Aviation, I believe it is
critical for Congress to come together
in a bipartisan, long-term FAA reau-
thorization bill.

On the Aviation Subcommittee,
Chairman SHUSTER and I have had
great working partnerships with Con-
gressman DEFAZIO and Congressman
LARSEN. I want to thank Congressman
DEFAZzIO and Congressman LARSEN for
their bipartisan cooperation in this
very important area.

Without an extension, the FAA will
not be able to spend funds from the
Airport and Airway Trust Fund. There-
fore, airport construction projects
across the country will be halted, con-
tractors that support FAA will not be
paid, construction jobs will be lost, and
thousands of FAA employees could be
furloughed.

In my district in New Jersey, I have
the privilege of representing approxi-
mately 4,000 FAA employees and con-
tractors who work at the FAA’s pre-
mier technical center in the Nation.
They contribute an extraordinary
amount of energy and dedication to
making sure that aviation continues to
move forward. Without them, the state
of aviation in our country would suffer,
and we cannot afford them to be at
home for failing because we failed to do
our work and pass an extension bill.

A lapse in the authorization will also
result in the halt of certification and
registration of new aviation products,
greatly disrupting the aviation manu-
facturing industry and jeopardizing
more good paying jobs. The FAA’s air-
craft registry would close, delaying de-
liveries of new aircraft. As many as
10,000 aircraft a month could be
grounded if registration cannot be re-
newed.

H.R. 3614 will allow us to continue
developing a bipartisan, long-term re-
authorization bill which will improve,
rebuild, and modernize our Nation’s
safe, yet highly antiquated, aviation
system.

I urge support of H.R. 3614.

I reserve the balance of my time

Mr. DEFAZIO. 1 yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I agree with my good
friend, the gentleman from New Jersey,
that it is essential that we pass H.R.
3614—the Senate passed it expedi-
tiously—and it be signed by the Presi-
dent. We cannot afford even, you know,
the thought of a shutdown of the FAA.
We have actually gone down that road
in the past.
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Chairman MICA, in July of 2011, put
some provisions into an FAA reauthor-
ization that were objectionable to two
very powerful Senators, and we actu-
ally went through a shutdown. What
we lost was $400 million of revenue be-
cause the excise tax expired.

Now, one airline, to give them credit,
did pass the savings through, the excise
tax, Alaska Airlines. All the other air-
lines kept the money, and we lost $400
million from the trust fund.

Capital programs ground to a halt.
Airport construction ground to a halt,
threatening tens of thousands of jobs.
Airport inspectors had to work. They
were essential employees. They weren’t
paid, and they couldn’t get government
vouchers, so they had to use their per-
sonal credit cards to purchase tickets
to go to work to do their job, which
they weren’t being paid for.

I mean, this was the ultimate of ab-
surdity. I only go into some detail on
that because that is relevant to this
extension.

This is a 6-month extension. That
should give us more than ample time
to agree upon a long-term FAA author-
ization. Much work has already been
done on major portions of the bill, but
some disagreements remain over the
future of the air traffic organization.

My preference would be to insulate
the entire FAA from future vicissi-
tudes of Congress going off the rails
with a shutdown and furloughs and pro-
visions that are unacceptable to the
Senate that cause a temporary lapse in
authorization. You know, we can get
there. We are very close now. This
year, all but 7 percent of the FAA’s
budget will be paid for by user fees, ex-
cise taxes, and others, so we are quite
close.

We would like to reform procure-
ment, to streamline it and make it
work better at the FAA. When I was a
very young Member of Congress, I got
to witness the airport air traffic con-
troller’s workstation of the future.
That was 1987. Well, it is 2015, and they
don’t have them yet.

The FAA is the only agency of gov-
ernment worse at procurement than
the Pentagon. Congress has tried to re-
form it; it didn’t stick. We have got to
try something different to get it to be
more agile to give us the 21st century
equipment and software that we need.

Then there are issues of the actual
sort of shape of the FAA bureaucracy,
a little bit like that in the middle.
Congress, also back in 1986, gave the
FAA license to reform personnel prac-
tices to deal with some of that mid-
level management bulge and stream-
line the agency and decisionmaking
process, but that didn’t take either.

So the three problems are the pre-
dictability of funding and the agency
being able to look into the future with-
out having to worry about shutdowns,
furloughs—I don’t know how much
time they spent over the last couple of
weeks getting ready for this shutdown
that everyone thought would come this
week before Speaker BOEHNER an-
nounced his retirement; that has got to
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be dealt with—and then also the pro-
curement reform and the personnel.

The chairman’s solution is to sepa-
rate only the air traffic organization
from the FAA and insulate that from
Congress and those sorts of problems
and make it, you know, free of the pro-
curement rules and a lot of the per-
sonnel rules. I would prefer to do that
with the entire agency, because there
are functions—we do have the best air
traffic control system in the world. We
are busier in the U.S. with more planes
under instrument flight rules on a
daily basis, about 20 percent more on
an IFR average, than Canada, U.K.,
France, and Germany combined.

So we know we have a safe system.
We move massive amounts of air traf-
fic. We don’t want to mess that up. And
I understand, but I also don’t think we
can isolate it from other decision-
makers in the agency and leave them
subject to the vicissitudes of Congress.

The people who do the certifications,
who do the inspections, who do the
safety, it seems to me it should all be
moved; and I propose a 2lst century
constitutionally chartered corporation
in order to accomplish those goals and
make it self-funding, self-sufficient,
and not subject to appropriations or
shutdowns or anything else that a fu-
ture Congress might imagine. So that
is the hangup. We haven’t agreed on
that part yet, but I think we can.

We share common objectives, and 6
months should be more than ample
time. I am hopeful that early this fall
the chairman and I can resolve those
issues with other members of the com-
mittee, and then we can go forward
with our colleagues in the Senate and
hopefully have, you know, a bill on the
President’s desk early, early next year,
if not by the end of this year, although
December promises to be perhaps a bit
chaotic around here.
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In any case, 6 months should be
ample time. I do not anticipate mul-
tiple short-term extensions. I don’t
want them, nor does the chairman, nor
do, I believe, any other thoughtful
members of the committee.

I see the gentleman from New Jersey
shaking his head. We couldn’t agree
more. We have been down that road be-
fore, down that runway before. We
don’t want to go down that runway
again.

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

Mr. LOBIONDO. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Washington (Mr. LAR-
SEN).

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I rise in support of the tem-
porary measure to extend the author-
ization of the FAA today, but I do so
with great disappointment. We could
be on the floor today to enact a longer
term FAA reauthorization bill.
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In the last 2 years, the Subcommittee
on Aviation, led by my colleague from
New Jersey, Mr. LOBIONDO, has held 16
hearings on a variety of topics. We
have heard from stakeholders that
there is a long list of things that we
need to do to stay competitive with our
economic rivals and keep our airspace
the safest and most efficient in the
world:

We need to reform aircraft certifi-
cation so that manufacturers can get
the newest, safest equipment to mar-
ket.

We need to set clear rules for un-
manned aerial vehicles and accelerate
efforts for their safe use.

We need to advance NextGen pro-
grams to move air traffic faster and
more efficiently.

Chairman SHUSTER, Chairman LOBI-
ONDO, Ranking Member DEFAZIO, and I
have achieved a bipartisan agreement
on most of these major key issues that
we need to address. That bill is ready
to go.

We didn’t hear during these hearings
that we needed to privatize air traffic
control. Now, some people want to pri-
vatize air traffic control. I know that
they want to do this in good faith. But
we don’t need to do it, and it is pre-
venting the things that we need to do
from getting done.

An entire bipartisan bill is being held
up because we can’t agree yet on the
details of what would be a very com-
plex proposal. I fail to understand why
at this juncture such a proposal is nec-
essary, particularly when it prevents
significant and much-needed reform
from taking place.

There is no dispute that today we
safely operate the most complex and
congested airspace in the world. Last
year the Government Accountability
Office asked 76 aviation stakeholders
whether the FAA is capable of oper-
ating an efficient air traffic control
system. The overwhelming majority, 64
of those, said the FAA is, in fact, capa-
ble of doing so. Privatizing the current
system is clearly not a pressing need.
It is a want.

I wish I could say today I am sur-
prised that we find ourselves here
today, but many people have been say-
ing for a long time that this was the
situation that we would be facing on
September 30. In fact, when we held a
hearing on air traffic privatization
back in March, I predicted we were
headed down this road of multiple
short-term reauthorizations.

The bipartisan portions of the bill
that Chairman SHUSTER, Chairman
LoBIoNDO, Ranking Member DEFAZIO,
and I have agreed to would have imme-
diate benefits all over the country.

In my home State of Washington, it
would protect and create American
jobs through airport construction and
aerospace manufacturing; it would im-
prove aviation safety; it would improve
the way the aircraft and parts are cer-
tified to get newer and safer tech-
nology to market; it would build on the
safety improvements that this body
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has made following the tragic Colgan
flight 3407 in 2009; it would improve the
regulation and the development of un-
manned aerial systems, which continue
to proliferate in our airspace.

We need a strong regulatory system
in place to safely grow the unmanned
aircraft industry, and until we act,
that system cannot be in place. For
every day of this extension, travelers
and the aerospace industry will not re-
ceive the improvements and protec-
tions that we have crafted in the bipar-
tisan portions of the bill that we are
close to agreeing on. We will continue
to fall behind other countries that are
making similar improvements.

As many lawmakers and aviation
stakeholders recall, the last FAA reau-
thorization bill came after a period of 5
years and 23 short-term extensions. I
had hoped we would avoid serial exten-
sions this time around, but today we
start down that path.

Yes, it is with disappointment that I
am here to support a temporary exten-
sion and strongly urge all my col-
leagues to make sure this is the only
temporary extension before enactment
of a long-term bill.

We have a long list of things that we
need to do today to improve our air-
space. We should focus on those things
instead of the things only that we want
to do.

Mr. LOBIONDO. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
SHUSTER), the chairman of the com-
mittee.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, here we
are with a short-term extension for 6
months. I believe it is critical that we
do this, obviously, as it is about to ex-
pire. There are things that not only do
we want to do, but we need to do, to
make sure that we have the safest air-
space in the world.

We also need to make sure it is the
most efficient airspace in the world.
We can do that if we deploy the tech-
nology and the things we have been
talking about for almost 2 years now to
transform the FAA into something
that can move quicker, that can deploy
the technology that is available to us.

When we look around the world,
there are over 50 countries that have
taken the air traffic control organiza-
tion out of government and have been
able to maintain the highest levels of
safety, but deploy technology that
makes their airspace more efficient.
That is the kind of thing we are look-
ing at.

I think we are at a critical time.
What we have been talking about is not
anything new. It is something that we
have been talking about for 20 years. In
fact, the Clinton administration had a
similar proposal, the Bush administra-
tion had a similar proposal, and here
we are today talking about it. But I
think that we have different groups
that are looking positively at this.

We are very close to putting some-
thing together that, as I said, will
transform the air traffic control sys-
tem while keeping back in government
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the safety and regulatory oversight to
this agency to make sure that we are
streamlining the certification process
for our aviation industry that is manu-
facturing everything from Boeings to
Gulfstreams, to the avionics, to the
parts that go into these flying systems.

We have got to maintain our lead in
the world. The way we do that is to
streamline the certification process.
The gentleman from Washington, who
has Boeing in his district, agrees with
me on that issue. There is a lot more in
this that we need to do to move for-
ward.

I think, as we get through September
and into October, we are going to be
able to see the bill that we have put
forth that is going to have, I believe,
bipartisan support not only from Con-
gress, but around the country, around
Washington, D.C., and, as I said, here
in the House. In talking to the Senate,
I am encouraged by what they have
said about what we are looking at pro-
posing.

Again, I would encourage all Mem-
bers to support this 6-month extension
to give us the time to get our bill on
and off the floor and let the Senate
work on it so we can truly do some-
thing that is bold, do something that is
transformational, and do something
that will be very, very positive for
aviation, not only travel, but for the
manufacturing industry in this coun-
try.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Mr. Speaker, I have
requests to speak from Members who
aren’t here.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. LOBIONDO. Mr. Speaker, again, I
would like to thank Mr. SHUSTER, Mr.
DEFAzIO, and Mr. LARSEN. I urge all
my colleagues to support the legisla-
tion.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, with passage of
H.R. 3614 today, the House will “kick the can
down the road” on a long-term FAA reauthor-
ization for another six months. | certainly rec-
ognize the dire need to keep our airports and
air travel system functioning in the face of an
expiration of the FAA’s authorization in less
than 72 hours. However, I'm very disappointed
that this bill does not contain any changes to
current policy regarding aircraft noise impacts
on communities surrounding airports.

Over the last several months, constituents
throughout my Congressional District have ex-
perienced an alarming increase in aircraft
noise due to the implementation of new flight
paths under the FAA’s Next Gen program.
The new flight paths have caused certain
communities to be hit especially hard by air-
plane noise, and other rural communities that
have never experienced it are now being
bombarded by noise. Many of these commu-
nities received little or no advance notice or
opportunity to comment on the flight path
changes before they were implemented, and
they were blindsided when the changes went
into effect earlier this year.

In July, | joined the Congressional Quiet
Skies Caucus so that together we could make
recommendations for the Transportation Com-
mittee to include in an FAA reauthorization bill.
These recommendations include: ensuring that
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FAA completes a robust community engage-
ment process before flight paths are changed;
requiring the FAA to use a new method of
measuring noise that captures the true levels
of noise on the ground; removing the categor-
ical exclusion from full environmental reviews
for flight path changes; and mandating inde-
pendent research on the health impacts of
aviation noise. These important reforms would
substantially improve the FAA’s process of ad-
dressing and avoiding noise impacts.

Once again, | wish to express my dis-
appointment that the bill before us today sim-
ply reauthorizes the FAA for another six
months with none of these important changes
included. As the debate over a long-term FAA
reauthorization continues, | hope these rec-
ommendations will be carefully considered and
ultimately included in the final legislation. The
ability to get a good night's sleep for thou-
sands of my constituents depends on it.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
LoBI1oNDO) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3614.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

EQUITABLE ACCESS TO CARE AND
HEALTH ACT

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker,
I move to suspend the rules and pass
the bill (H.R. 2061) to amend section
5000A of the Internal Revenue Code of
1986 to provide an additional religious
exemption from the individual health
coverage mandate, and for other pur-
poses, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2061

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 ‘‘Equitable Ac-
cess to Care and Health Act” or the “EACH
Act”.

SEC. 2. ADDITIONAL RELIGIOUS EXEMPTION
FROM HEALTH COVERAGE RESPON-
SIBILITY REQUIREMENT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5000A(d)(2)(4A) of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended to
read as follows:

“(A) RELIGIOUS CONSCIENCE EXEMPTIONS.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Such term shall not include
any individual for any month if such individual
has in effect an exemption under section
1311(d)(4)(H) of the Patient Protection and Af-
fordable Care Act which certifies that—

“(I) such individual is a member of a recog-
nized religious sect or division thereof which is
described in section 1402(g)(1), and is adherent
of established tenets or teachings of such sect or
division as described in such section, or

“(II) such individual is a member of a reli-
gious sect or division thereof which is not de-
scribed in section 1402(g)(1), who relies solely on
a religious method of healing, and for whom the
acceptance of medical health services would be
inconsistent with the religious beliefs of the in-
dividual.

““(ii) SPECIAL RULES.—

“(I) MEDICAL HEALTH SERVICES DEFINED.—For
purposes of this subparagraph, the term ‘med-
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ical health services’ does mot include routine
dental, vision, and hearing services, midwifery
services, vaccinations, necessary medical serv-
ices provided to children, services required by
law or by a third party, and such other services
as the Secretary of Health and Human Services
may provide in implementing section
1311(d)(4)(H) of the Patient Protection and Af-
fordable Care Act.

“(II) ATTESTATION REQUIRED.—Clause (i)(II)
shall apply to an individual for months in a
taxable year only if the information provided by
the individual under section 1411(b)(5)(A) of
such Act includes an attestation that the indi-
vidual has not received medical health services
during the preceding taxable year.”’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by subsection (a) shall apply to taxable years
beginning after December 31, 2013.

(c) CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in the amend-
ment made by subsection (a) shall preempt any
State law requiring the provision of medical
treatment for children, especially those who are
seriously ill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. RYAN) and the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. LEVIN) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.R. 2061 currently under consider-
ation.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I rise to speak in favor of the EACH
Act. This bill would expand the reli-
gious liberty exemption to the indi-
vidual mandate. Right now the exemp-
tion is minuscule. To qualify, you have
to believe as a matter of faith in giving
up any private or public insurance, in-
cluding Social Security. That includes
the Amish, the Order of Mennonites,
and that is about it. That is way too
strict.

Let’s remember the reason for this
mandate in the first place. The other
side said that, if you get sick and you
don’t have insurance, the rest of us will
have to pay for your health care. Well,
we are talking about people who do not
use health care. So why should they
have to be forced to buy insurance for
health care that they don’t use?

I don’t think we should force any-
body to buy health insurance against
their will, for that matter, but I think
it is especially wrong to force people to
buy insurance against their faith. This
bill simply says: If you, as a matter of
faith, don’t use health care, then you
are exempt from the individual man-
date.

I am glad we are working on this
long overdue change today. I would
note that this came out of committee
on a voice vote. I encourage Members
to support it.
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

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

The current religious exemption from
ACA mirrors other religious exemp-
tions used in the Internal Revenue
Code. The EACH Act provides that any-
one who ‘‘is a member of a religious
sect that relies solely on religious
methods of healing and for whom med-
ical care is inconsistent with religious
beliefs’” can claim a religious exemp-
tion from the individual mandate re-
quirement.

As a step to maintain a narrowly de-
fined religious exemption and meet
concerns, this legislation is written
more precisely than the previous bill
that passed unanimously in this House.

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

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. RODNEY DAVIS), the
author of the EACH Act.

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I thank Chairman RYAN for
his leadership on this issue. I really ap-
preciate the Committee on Ways and
Means allowing me, a noncommittee
member, to be able to take this impor-
tant piece of legislation to the floor
today.

Today this Congress has an oppor-
tunity to work in a bipartisan way to
promote religious liberty and, frankly,
Mr. Speaker, fairness. H.R. 2061, the
EACH Act, does this by modestly ex-
panding the religious conscience ex-
emption under the Affordable Care Act
to include individuals like Christian
Scientists, who rely solely on religious
methods of healing.

The existing religious conscience ex-
emption under the Affordable Care Act
exclusively applies, as Chairman RYAN
said, to a few certain sects of faith. As
a result, many Americans—as I men-
tioned Dbefore, the Christian Sci-
entists—are required to purchase med-
ical health insurance that does not
cover the health care of their religious
practice or choice. Alternatively, they
are forced to pay tax penalties for not
purchasing such insurance.

A similar version of the EACH Act
passed this House unanimously under
the suspension of the rules during the
last Congress. In order to improve the
bill, as Mr. LEVIN, my colleague stated,
modest changes to this bill’s language
were made, with input from the De-
partment of Treasury, the Department
of Health and Human Services, and
other key stakeholders.

Under this bill’s new language, appli-
cants must annually attest to the ex-
change that they are a member of a re-
ligious group, that they rely solely on
a religious method of healing, and that
they have not received medical health
services during the preceding taxable
year.

Additionally, with the help of input
from the American Academy of Pediat-
rics, the bill now makes it clear that
the legislation does not preempt any
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State laws requiring the provision of
medical treatment for children. Fur-
ther, if a parent needs to provide nec-
essary medical services to a child,
doing so would not invalidate the indi-
vidual’s exemption.

The EACH Act is truly an example of
bipartisan legislation with input from
stakeholders to make it better. As of
today, it has more than 100 Republican
and more than 60 Democratic cospon-
SOrs.

I am particularly proud to have
worked with my friend and colleague,
Mr. KEATING, on moving this legisla-
tion forward. He knows this issue well.
His home State of Massachusetts es-
tablished a similar religious conscience
exemption in State law, and it is work-
ing just as planned.

Mr. Speaker, 1 also represent
Principia College in Elsah, Illinois. It
is a college for Christian Scientists. I
am proud to stand up and promote
their religious liberty and that of
many others in this great Nation.

I urge a ‘‘yes’ vote.
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Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield back
the balance of my time.

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker,
I think Mr. DAVIS captured it quite
well.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
RYAN) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, H.R. 2061, as amend-
ed.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

ENSURING ACCESS TO CLINICAL
TRIALS ACT OF 2015

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker,
I move to suspend the rules and pass
the bill (S. 139) to permanently allow
an exclusion under the Supplemental
Security Income program and the Med-
icaid program for compensation pro-
vided to individuals who participate in
clinical trials for rare diseases or con-
ditions.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 139

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 ‘“‘Ensuring
Access to Clinical Trials Act of 2015,
SEC. 2. ELIMINATION OF SUNSET PROVISION.

Effective as if included in the enactment of
the Improving Access to Clinical Trials Act
of 2009 (Public Law 111-255, 124 Stat. 2640),
section 3 of that Act is amended by striking
subsection (e).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. RYAN) and the gen-

September 28, 2015

tleman from Texas (Mr. DOGGETT) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Wisconsin.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on S. 139, currently under consider-
ation.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I rise in support of S. 139, the Ensur-
ing Access to Clinical Trials Act.

The National Institutes of Health
says that there are 7,000 rare diseases
affecting people in the United States,
and if we are going to find cures for
those diseases, the first thing we need
to do is to get people to participate in
clinical trials. All too often, research-
ers cannot find enough participants be-
cause so few people have these diseases
in the first place.

Now—no surprise here—the govern-
ment used to make it more difficult for
researchers to find people. Say you had
a rare disease and you were on public
assistance, like SSI or Medicaid. If you
got compensated for participating in
one of these trials, you got smaller
benefits. That is why, in 2010, we passed
the Improving Access to Clinical Trials
Act.

For the past 5 years, this law has al-
lowed people to collect up to $2,000 per
year by participating in rare-disease
clinical trials without threat of losing
their SSI or Medicaid benefits. The
GAO says the law is working. Ever
since we passed this law, more people
on SSI have been participating in clin-
ical trials as a result of it.

The problem is this law expires next
week, on October 5, so this bill would
simply extend current law. That way,
more people can participate in clinical
trials without any reason to worry or
without any threat to a loss of their
benefits, and that way, we will con-
tinue to make strides in fighting these
diseases. CBO tells us this bill will cost
virtually nothing.

My friends, Senator HATCH and Sen-
ator WYDEN, introduced this bill in the
Senate. It passed the Senate by unani-
mous consent. In the House, my col-
leagues Mr. DOGGETT and Mr. MARINO
from Pennsylvania have introduced it
along with 50 other cosponsors.

I will include in the RECORD a letter
listing the many supporters of this leg-
islation. It is a list of over 70 organiza-
tions, including the Cystic Fibrosis
Foundation, the Muscular Dystrophy
Association, and the Huntington’s Dis-
ease Society of America, just to name
a few.
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SEPTEMBER 22, 2015.

Hon. PAUL D. RYAN,

Chairman, Committee on Ways and Means,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

Hon. SANDER M. LEVIN,

Ranking Member, Committee on Ways and
Means, House of Representatives, Wash-
ington, DC.

Hon. CHARLES BOUSTANY, Jr.,

Chairman, Subcommittee on Human Resources,
Committee on Ways and Means, House of
Representatives, Washington, DC.

Hon. LLOYD DOGGETT,

Ranking Member, Subcommittee on Human Re-
sources, Committee on Ways and Means,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMEN RYAN AND BOUSTANY AND
RANKING MEMBERS LEVIN AND DOGGETT: The
undersigned organizations, representing mil-
lions of Americans with rare and genetic dis-
eases, advocates, industry, and academic in-
stitutions, write to express strong support
for H.R. 209/S. 139, the Ensuring Access to
Clinical Trials Act of 2015. This legislation
will permanently remove a barrier to clin-
ical research and allow Supplemental Secu-
rity Income (SSI) and Medicaid recipients to
participate in and benefit from clinical trials
without fear of losing vital benefits.

The Ensuring Access to Clinical Trials Act
of 2015 eliminates the sunset clause from the
Improving Access to Clinical Trials Act of
2009 (IACT), legislation signed into law in
2010, making the IACT a permanent law.
This will allow patients with rare diseases to
continue to receive up to $2,000 in compensa-
tion for participating in clinical trials with-
out that compensation counting towards
their income eligibility limits for SSI and
Medicaid.

Removing barriers to drug trial participa-
tion is particularly important as recent ad-
vances in medical research and technology
allow for the development of new and prom-
ising medications. Securing an adequate
number of clinical trial participants is vital
for therapies that treat rare conditions, but
rare disease researchers in particular often
have difficulty recruiting drug trial partici-
pants, simply because they have a smaller
pool of patients.

Further, with the advent of precision medi-
cine, therapies are being customized to treat
a patient’s specific genetic makeup. These
types of trials often require clinical trial
participants bearing specific genetic
mutations, which necessarily creates an even
more complex and exclusive clinical trial re-
cruitment process. Ensuring that all pa-
tients with rare diseases are able to partici-
pate in clinical trials can help open the door
for the advancement of new targeted thera-
pies in many important areas of medicine,
including cancer and rare diseases like cys-
tic fibrosis.

Now is the time to ensure that all patients
have access to clinical trials for potentially
life-saving treatments. We look forward to
working with you to secure passage of this
bill to enable Social Security beneficiaries
to participate in clinical trials so that re-
search into life-saving treatments may con-
tinue to advance.

Sincerely,

Actavis

Adult CF Program—Northwestern Univer-
sity

Adult Polyglucosan Body Disease Research
Foundation APBDRF

Alpha-1 Foundation

ALS Association

American Association for Respiratory Care
(AARC)

American Autoimmune Related Diseases As-
sociation (AARDA)

Amyloidosis Support Groups Inc.

Ann & Robert H. Lurie Children’s Hospital of
Chicago
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Antonio J. and Janet Palumbo Cystic Fibro-
sis Center, Pediatric and Adult Program,
Children’s Hospital of Pittsburgh UPMC

Association of Clinical Research Organiza-
tions (ACRO)

Association of Gastrointestinal Motility Dis-
orders, Inc. (AGMD)

Batten Disease Support and Research Asso-
ciation

Biotechnology Industry Organization (BIO)

CADASIL Association Inc.

Cardio-Facio-Cutaneous International

CARES Foundation, Inc. (Congenital Adre-
nal hyperplasia Research, Education and
Support Foundation)

CF Care Center at Dayton Children’s Hos-
pital

Congenital
(CHI)

COPD Foundation

Cure CMD

Cure SMA

Cystic Fibrosis Foundation

Cystinosis Foundation

Debra of America

FasterCures

First Focus

Foundation Fighting Blindness

Foundation for Prader-Willi Research

Foundation to Eradicate Duchenne

Friedreich’s Ataxia Research Alliance
(FARA)

Genetic Alliance

Hide & Seek Foundation for Lysosomal Dis-
ease Research

Huntington’s Disease Society of America

International Fibrodysplasia Ossificans
Progressiva Association (IFOPA)

Indiana University School of Medicine, CF
Care Center

International Society of Nurses in Genetics
(ISONG)

Lymphangiomatosis & Gorham’s Disease Al-
liance

Lymphedema Advocacy Group

Maine Medical Center CF Program

M-CM Network

MEBO Research, Inc.

Medical College of Wisconsin, Milwaukee
Cystic Fibrosis Care Center

MitoAction

MLD Foundation

Moebius Syndrome Foundation

Muscular Dystrophy Association

Myotonic Dystrophy Foundation

National Gaucher Foundation, Inc.

National MPS Society

National Organization for Albinism and
Hypopigmentation (NOAH)

National Organization for Rare Disorders
(NORD)

National PKU Alliance

National Spasmodic Torticollis Association

Parent Project Muscular Dystrophy (PPMD)

Parents and Researchers Interested in
Smith-Magenis Syndrome (PRISMS)

Progeria Research Foundation

ProMedica Toledo Children’s Hospital

PXE International

Research! America

Rett Syndrome Research Trust

Stanley Manne Children’s Research Institute

Tarlov Cyst Disease Foundation

The Children’s Hospital of Philadelphia

The Detroit Medical Reserve Corps

The Massachusetts Medical Society

The National Alopecia Areata Foundation
(NAAF)

The State University of New York School of
Medicine and Biomedical Sciences

Trimethylaminuria Foundation

Tuberous Sclerosis Alliance

University of Michigan Health System, Cys-
tic Fibrosis Center

University of Pennsylvania Health System,
Cystic Fibrosis Center

University of Washington, Cystic Fibrosis
Care Center

Hyperinsulinism International
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Vertex Pharmaceuticals

Virginia Commonwealth University Health
System, Adult Cystic Fibrosis Program

Wilson Disease Association

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. This is com-
mon sense, and I urge my colleagues to
adopt this.

There is one more point I would like
to make. Nick Gwyn, the minority
staff director of the Human Resources
Subcommittee on Ways and Means, is
retiring.

I would like to take a minute to rec-
ognize Nick Gwyn for his work on this
issue. He is leaving the staff of Ways
and Means after serving on the com-
mittee since 1998. This should be the
last of many bills that he has helped
our colleagues manage on the floor.

During his time staffing the com-
mittee, Nick has worked on numerous
laws related to welfare, disability, and
unemployment policy. He also worked
closely with our staff to create bipar-
tisan child welfare laws that found
more loving families for children in
need.

We wish Nick well in the next stage
of his career, and we thank him for his
service to the committee, the House,
and the country.

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

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, I also
wanted to honor Mr. Gwyn, and this is
a good opportunity for us to do that.

I yield such time as he may consume
to the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
LEVIN), the ranking Democrat on the
committee.

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. DOGGETT and I will
say a few words, when many, many are
in order.

Nick Gwyn has been, as our chairman
said, a more than valuable member of
this staff and a more than dedicated
member of this staff. He has been in-
valuable. His dedication has been end-
less.

Nick is leaving to pursue family and
other needs. He knows he is going to
leave us in need, in terms of his im-
mense talents. His dedication to the
subject matter that is, by definition, so
directly involved with people is really
beyond estimation.

The subcommittee’s work deals, as I
said, with the everyday challenges that
so many of the citizens in this country
face day in and day out. It was only a
few days ago that we heard from Pope
Francis how important it is for this in-
stitution to focus on the individual
needs of people, including those who
are poor, some with handicaps, but ev-
erybody who is in need of a hand up,
really, as much, if not more than, a
helping hand. And Nick has devoted
over a dozen years to this very purpose.

So, if I might say so, we have worked
together with Nick, and we just want
to thank him for more than a job well
done. We have been very proud to serve
with him.

Mr. DOGGETT. I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

I will just add, Nick, that I know you
have spent some 25 years here on the
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Hill, 17 with our committee. Though I
benefited from your good counsel be-
fore becoming the ranking Democrat
on the Human Resources Sub-
committee, I particularly appreciated
your good counsel during the last 3
years, whether it was working on child
abuse and our successful work with
former Chair Dave Camp and getting a
national commission or dealing with
problems of the unemployed.

Just overall, the jurisdiction of our
subcommittee is about children, chil-
dren in need. Whether they are under
this SSI program or child abuse or
child care, they are children who
should be able to rely on the Tem-
porary Assistance for Needy Family
program for their needs.

Nick has been an able advocate for
children and someone who did work
well, as Chairman RYAN said, with all
members of our committee to advance
these purposes. We wish him well in his
new endeavors, and we thank him for
his service.

Mr. Speaker, if I might talk just a
little bit about the Ensuring Access to
Clinical Trials Act, it is about getting
new treatments quickly into the lives
of patients that are suffering from
dread diseases across America, reau-
thorizing existing law.

Senator RON WYDEN led this effort
successfully in the Senate with Sen-
ator HATCH. And here, my colleagues,
Mr. MARINO and Mr. JIM MCGOVERN, coO-
chairs of the Cystic Fibrosis Caucus,
joined with me in the introduction of
this legislation in the House.

The National Organization for Rare
Disorders, and over 75 other organiza-
tions, has been a strong supporter of
this legislation, and I thank them for
their work on behalf of the legislation.

This bill makes permanent a law that
is due to expire that will allow for indi-
viduals with certain debilitating condi-
tions to exempt a small amount of
their income gained from participating
in medical trials from Supplemental
Security Income, or SSI, and for Med-
icaid eligibility determination.

This exemption removes an impor-
tant barrier to participating in clinical
trials. If it is allowed to expire, pa-
tients contributing to vital research
could face the difficult decision of ei-
ther dropping out of the trials alto-
gether or losing their benefits.

If you have ever met with someone
with cystic fibrosis or someone in your
family has it, you recognize how small
the daily challenges that you face are
compared to theirs.

I think of Nicole Flores in Austin,
who has two children battling with
rare diseases. She explained that pa-
tients shouldn’t have to worry about
losing assistance when they are just
working hard to stay alive.

Over the past several months, I have
heard from a number of families af-
fected by rare diseases. These are par-
ents who shared with me how far-
reaching the modest relief this bill pro-
vides can provide for a number of peo-
ple.
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One couple recently sent me a pic-
ture of their 15-year-old son Mac Rung,
who was diagnosed with cystic fibrosis
at birth. Every morning and every
evening, Mac undergoes chest therapy
in order to clear his lungs and to avoid
serious damage to help him get
through the day. He takes medications
with every meal to help him absorb his
food and gain weight. He is battling a
disease that many Americans have
never heard of at an age where he
shouldn’t have to worry about any-
thing other than school. And because
this disease is progressive, they are
really working against the clock.

Because of the approval of two new
drugs, they told me that they never
have had as much hope for Mac and his
future as they do today. And while
they are not a family that themselves
rely on the bill that we have today be-
fore us, as Chairman RYAN indicated,
they, and anyone with these rare dis-
eases, stand to benefit if we have wide-
spread participation in clinical trials
on the approval of other new promising
drugs like the ones that are already
helping Mac.

Financially penalizing vulnerable
people for participating in research
does nothing to advance that research.
The National Institutes of Health—
NIH, as we know it—estimates that 25
million Americans are suffering be-
cause of rare disease.

I hope now that today, the House will
join the Senate in approving the Ensur-
ing Access to Clinical Trials Act and
that we continue this important effort
to support patients across the country.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker,
I yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. COSTELLO).

Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today in support of H.R.
209, the Emnsuring Access to Clinical
Trials Act, legislation that I have co-
sponsored.

We must continue to ensure barriers
do not stall patients from participating
in rare disease clinical trials. This bill
will continue to encourage rare disease
patients, even those receiving Social
Security Income or Medicaid benefits,
to participate in clinical trials without
jeopardizing their eligibility for those
benefits. All patients should have ac-
cess to these important and often life-
saving trials that will advance medical
research and work towards improving
their health.

The Senate has taken the important
step to pass this legislation, and I en-
courage my colleagues to advance this
commonsense, bipartisan initiative and
send it to the President’s desk for his
signature. I thank the chairman and
all those involved in the House for
their work on this.

Mr. DOGGETT. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Chairman RYAN as well as Chairman
UpTON and Ranking Member FRANK
PALLONE, who marked up this bill, and
urge bipartisan approval of it.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. I also urge
our colleagues to support this bill.
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I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. BOUSTANY. Mr. Speaker, | am pleased
to support S. 139, the Ensuring Access to
Clinical Trials Act of 2015. This bill will ensure
current Supplemental Security Income (SSI)
and Medicaid recipients can maintain those
benefits while participating in clinical trials.
Keeping their benefits will help them, but as a
doctor | know that their participation in such
trials stands to benefit countless others as well
who suffer from rare conditions, both in the
U.S. and abroad. We should ensure that pub-
lic policy encourages that whenever we can,
and that’s what this bill does.

Under current law, the Social Security Ad-
ministration excludes up to $2,000 annually in
compensation received by individuals partici-
pating in rare disease clinical trials when de-
termining their SSI and Medicaid eligibility and
benefits. But this provision, put in place by bi-
partisan legislation in 2010, is set to expire on
October 5, 2015. After that date, all payments
for participating in such clinical trials would be
counted as income for SSI and Medicaid re-
cipients, reducing or even ending their eligi-
bility for those benefits.

A number of people with rare diseases like
Cystic Fibrosis receive SSI benefits. If this pol-
icy is not made permanent, an individual par-
ticipating in a clinical trial for a new treatment
for Cystic Fibrosis could see a reduction or
even the complete elimination of those impor-
tant benefits.

The reality is, most simply won’t take that
risk, and will avoid participating in such trials.
As GAO found in a 2014 report, “some stake-
holders noted that compensation decreased
participation in clinical trials in the past be-
cause individuals were concerned about its
impact on their SSI eligibility and benefits.” On
the other hand, “financial incentives to partici-
pate in clinical trials have generally been
found to encourage participation in trials. This
is likely because of the time, inconvenience,
and expense that may be involved.”

Ultimately, not continuing this policy could
actually prevent clinical trials from occurring,
since it would restrict the already small num-
ber of people able to participate in the trial in
the first place.

That's why the passage of S. 139 is so im-
portant, as it will remove the sunset date for
current law—October 5, 2015. Failing to do so
would force individuals to once again choose
between maintaining their current health and
disability benefits and the chance to partici-
pate in a clinical trial that could improve or
even cure their condition, as well as help oth-
ers like them in the future.

This bill is simple and consistent with cur-
rent SSI program exemptions. S. 139 strikes
the October 5, 2015 sunset date on current
policy, permitting SSI and Medicaid recipients
with rare diseases to participate in such trials
that help to advance research into finding
cures. The Congressional Budget Office esti-
mates that S. 139 will result in insignificant
costs to the Federal government over the next
10 years, meaning no offset for this legislation
is required.

But its true value to people with rare dis-
eases—and those who in the future might
benefit by their participation in clinical trials
permitted under this legislation—could be
enormous. Let's pass this important legisla-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
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the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
RYAN) that the House suspend the rules
and pass the bill, S. 139.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
O 1630

HIGHER EDUCATION EXTENSION
ACT OF 2015

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 3594) to extend tem-
porarily the Federal Perkins Loan pro-
gram, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3594

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 ‘“‘Higher Edu-
cation Extension Act of 2015,

SEC. 2. EXTENSION OF NATIONAL ADVISORY
COMMITTEE ON INSTITUTIONAL
QUALITY AND INTEGRITY.

Section 114(f) of the Higher Education Act
of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 10llc(f)) is amended by
striking ‘2015’ and inserting ‘‘2016’.

SEC. 3. EXTENSION OF FEDERAL PERKINS LOAN
PROGRAM.

(a) AUTHORITY To MAKE LOANS.—Section
461 of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20
U.S.C. 1087aa) is amended—

(1) by amending subsection (b) to read as
follows:

“(b) AUTHORITY TO MAKE LOANS.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—With respect to any stu-
dent who is not described in paragraph (2),
an institution of higher education may make
loans under this part to such a student until
September 30, 2016, from the student loan
fund established under this part by the insti-
tution.

‘(2) ADDITIONAL LOANS FOR CERTAIN STU-
DENTS.—With respect to any student who has
received a loan made under this part for an
academic year ending prior to October 1,
2016, an institution of higher education that
has most recently made such a loan to the
student for an academic program at such in-
stitution may continue making loans under
this part through March 31, 2018, from the
student loan fund established under this part
by the institution to enable the student to
continue or complete such academic pro-
gram, but only if the institution has awarded
all Federal Direct Stafford Loans for which
such student is eligible.

“(3) PROHIBITION ON ADDITIONAL APPROPRIA-
TIONS.—No funds are authorized to be appro-
priated under this Act or any other Act to
carry out the functions described in para-
graphs (1) and (2) for any fiscal year fol-
lowing fiscal year 2015.”’; and

(2) by striking subsection (c).

(b) DISTRIBUTION OF ASSETS FROM STUDENT
LOAN FUNDS.—Section 466 of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1087ff) is amend-
ed—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1),
by striking ‘‘After September 30, 2003, and
not later than March 31, 2004 and inserting
“Beginning October 1, 2016’’; and

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘2003’ and
inserting ‘‘2016°’; and

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘After Oc-
tober 1, 2012’ and inserting ‘‘Beginning Octo-
ber 1, 2016°.
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(c) ADDITIONAL EXTENSIONS NOT PER-
MITTED.—Section 422 of the General Edu-
cation Provisions Act (20 U.S.C. 1226a) shall
not apply to further extend the duration of—

(1) the authority under paragraph (1) of
section 461(b) of the Higher Education Act of
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1087aa(b)), as amended by sub-
section (a)(1) of this section, beyond Sep-
tember 30, 2016, on the basis of the extension
under such subsection; or

(2) the authority under paragraph (2) of
section 461(b) of the Higher Education Act of
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1087aa(b)), as amended by sub-
section (a)(1) of this section, beyond March
31, 2018, on the basis of the extension under
such subsection.

SEC. 4. EXTENSION OF ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON
STUDENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE.

Section 491(k) of the Higher Education Act
of 19656 (20 U.S.C. 1098(k)) is amended by
striking ‘2015’ and inserting ‘2016’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SMITH of Nebraska). Pursuant to the
rule, the gentleman from Michigan
(Mr. BIsSHOP) and the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. POCAN) each will con-
trol 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have 5 legislative days
within which to revise and extend their
remarks and include extraneous mate-
rial on the bill, H.R. 3594.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume, and rise in support of the
Higher Education Extension Act of
2015.

Mr. Speaker, this week, several pro-
visions of the Higher Education Exten-
sion Act are set to expire, including
the Perkins Loan Program.

For several decades, the Perkins
Loan Program has provided low-inter-
est-rate loans to college students with
severe financial need. If we allow this
program to expire, it would be at a
time when our Nation’s higher edu-
cation system is failing many students
trying to earn a college degree and a
lifetime of opportunity and success.

College costs continue to soar, new
rules and regulations discourage inno-
vation and deny access, and students
are struggling to complete their edu-
cation, not to mention find good-pay-
ing jobs.

This is a very bleak reality facing
students from my home State of Michi-
gan and across the country. The Amer-
ican people deserve better. Students
and families in my district and across
the country deserve better, and my
three children, who will one day in the
not-so-distant future begin their col-
lege careers, deserve better. The reau-
thorization of the Higher Education
Extension Act presents Congress an op-
portunity to strengthen higher edu-
cation for students, families, and tax-
payers.

My colleagues and I have already
proposed a number of responsible re-
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forms that promise to promote innova-
tion, strengthen transparency, and
help students complete their edu-
cation. Members are also working to
streamline the confusing maze of fi-
nancial programs so that students can
get the support they need.

As we continue our efforts to reau-
thorize the law, now is not the time to
turn our backs on the students who
rely on the Perkins Loan Program for
their college education. Now is the
time to help meet the immediate need
of students in Michigan and across our
country, and the Higher Education Ex-
tension Act of 2015 will do just exactly
that.

This bipartisan proposal will extend
for 1 year the Perkins Loan Program,
allowing participating colleges and
universities to continue to service
their borrowers. It will also allow cur-
rent Perkins recipients who remain in
the same academic program to be eligi-
ble to receive those funds through
March 2018. The legislation will also
extend other provisions in the Higher
Education Extension Act that aim to
support students, institutions, and pol-
icymakers.

Finally, let me note for my col-
leagues and the American people, by
reforming the Perkins Loan Program,
we ensure that this legislation is fully
paid for, at no additional cost to tax-
payers.

I am proud to lead this bipartisan ef-
fort with the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. POCAN), who shares my
commitment to helping other students
achieve their dream of a college edu-
cation.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘‘yes’” on the Higher Education
Extension Act of 2015.

I reserve the balance of my time.

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

I rise today in support of H.R. 3594,
the Higher Education Extension Act,
and I would like to thank my col-
league, Mr. BISHOP, as well as my col-
leagues, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. MESSER,
and Ranking Member ScoTT, for their
leadership on this issue.

This bill would extend the Perkins
Loan Program for 1 year. Perkins loans
are need-based loans which foster ac-
cess to higher education for low-in-
come students by providing low-inter-
est loans to students in need. Colleges
and universities tailor the program to
best fit borrowers’ and educational in-
stitutions’ situations.

Perkins is a risk-sharing program,
with institutions contributing one-
third of their students’ awards. This
““ownership interest’ also contributes
to the successful management of this
vital program.

We have only 2 days before the Per-
kins Loan Program is set to expire, so
we must act immediately.

Since its inception in 1958, over $28
billion in loans have been made to stu-
dents through almost 26 million aid
awards. Perkins Loan borrowers are
predominantly from lower income fam-
ilies and are often the first in their
family to attend college.
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Perkins loans have a set interest rate
of 5 percent, which begins to accrue 9
months after the borrower ceases to be
a student. However, this program has
not been reauthorized since the 2009 fis-
cal year.

Besides making higher education ac-
cessible for lower income students, this
program serves as an incentive for peo-
ple who wish to go into a public service
by offering targeted loan cancellations
for specific progression in areas of na-
tional need, including teaching, nurs-
ing, and law enforcement.

Earlier this year, I introduced a bi-
partisan resolution in support of the
Perkins loans with Congressman
MESSER of Indiana, H. Res. 294, with 56
cosponsors. My colleague Representa-
tive LOUISE SLAUGHTER, a leader on
this issue, offered a letter with more
than 90 bipartisan signatures in sup-
port of this important program. Over 33
groups and higher educational institu-
tions have supported this bill’s reau-
thorization.

Bottom line, the Perkins Loan Pro-
gram has helped millions of students
and families struggling to find a way to
pay for college. I applaud my colleague
across the aisle, specifically, a thank-
you to Mr. BISHOP, for helping to en-
sure students have access to Federal fi-
nancial aid that they need to make col-
lege affordable and accessible.

I urge support of this bill, and I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. POCAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from Or-
egon (Ms. BONAMICI).

Ms. BONAMICI. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I thank Congressman
BIisHOP and Congressman POCAN for in-
troducing H.R. 3594, the Higher Edu-
cation Extension Act.

I would also like to thank Chairman
KLINE and Ranking Member ScoTT for
supporting a bipartisan effort to avoid
the expiration of the Federal Perkins
Loan Program, a program that helps
make college affordable for low-income
students across the country.

In my district in Oregon, across the
State, and across the country, colleges
and universities use the Perkins Loan
Program to expand access to higher
education. For example, Linfield Col-
lege and Pacific University, in my dis-
trict, award Perkins loans to hundreds
of students; and University of Oregon
and Oregon State University distribute
Perkins loans to thousands, providing
a clear benefit to students who have
significant financial need.

As Congress works to reauthorize the
Higher Education Extension Act, it is
important that we continue to increase
access to affordable higher education.

I commend my colleague for intro-
ducing the Higher Education Extension
Act, and I ask all of my colleagues to
join me in supporting this bipartisan
bill.

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I continue to reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. POCAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. DESAULNIER).

Mr. DESAULNIER. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank my colleagues for this bipartisan
effort, and I want to thank the gen-
tleman for yielding.

I rise today also in support of the
Higher Education Extension Act.

The Perkins Loan Program provides
low-interest loans to economically dis-
advantaged students to help finance
their postsecondary educations.

The Perkins Loan Program assisted
nearly 540,000 American students na-
tionwide in the 2013-2014 academic year
by providing $1.2 billion in loans. More
than 1,500 colleges and universities
across the United States participate in
this popular program.

While the Perkins Loan Program is
sometimes viewed as benefiting stu-
dents predominately in the Northeast,
California is the second largest recipi-
ent. In California, more than 46,000 stu-
dents received these loans last year.
These loans resulted in more than $105
million in the last year to California
students.

Students from across the country
who attend California schools, like
Saint Mary’s College in my district,
are able to receive a top-notch edu-
cation through assistance programs
like the Perkins Loan Program. In-
creasing access and improving afford-
ability translates to increased opportu-
nities for students and improves the
Nation’s economy by ensuring that to-
day’s students are tomorrow’s highly
trained workforce.

This bill is a necessary step to ensur-
ing that our students continue to re-
ceive the assistance they need and de-
serve. I urge my colleagues to support
this bill.

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I continue to reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. POCAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentlewoman from New
York (Ms. SLAUGHTER), who has been a
leader on this issue.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding, and
I am very grateful to Mr. BISHOP and to
Mr. MESSER and Mr. POCAN and all oth-
ers who worked on this really impor-
tant issue.

Mr. Speaker, the Perkins Loan Pro-
gram is 57 years old. It is the Nation’s
longest running Federal student loan
program. It is unlike any other Federal
student aid program because this crit-
ical program is specifically directed at
helping low-income students afford the
cost of higher education. It helps the
deserving students who would not be
able to afford a college education oth-
erwise, students that save up and work
hard for every credit that they earn.

Without Perkins, 500,000 low-income
students across the country, nearly
50,000 from the State of New York and
over 6,000 in my district alone, would
not have access to a critical safety net.

The Perkins Loan fills the gaps in
student aid, and acts as a lifeline when

September 28, 2015

unforeseen disruptions jeopardize a
student’s ability to pay for college.
They offer an affordable alternative to
private student loans and, furthermore,
they are self-sustaining, meaning that
as graduated students pay back their
loans, they fund the current students’
loans.

This summer, 94 bipartisan col-
leagues joined me in a letter urging
Chairman KLINE and Ranking Member
ScoTT to ensure that the Perkins Loan
Program was not allowed to expire, and
I am grateful for their help here on this
today.

I stood with students and the presi-
dents of colleges and universities in my
district, two of whom have received
Perkins loans themselves, to voice sup-
port for the continuation of the pro-
gram. Among the people attending
were three medical students from the
University of Rochester. Heaven
knows, we cannot afford to lose the
services of three medical students.

I was also privileged to stand with
my good friend Congressman POCAN
and to hear from advocates and stu-
dents who see and experience the bene-
fits of the Perkins loans every day.

While I strongly prefer a long-term
reauthorization and look forward to
working with my colleagues in the
coming months to secure one, I am
pleased that the Higher Education Ex-
tension Act succeeds in keeping the
program alive, ensures that next year’s
incoming class will be able to access
Perkins loans, and buys us some time
to secure a lasting extension.

I urge passage of this bill for all
those students whose education dreams
depend on having the Perkins loans.

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I continue to reserve the balance of
my time.

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

I just want to again thank Rep-
resentative BISHOP for all your work on
this—thank you very much—and Chair-
man KLINE and Ranking Member
ScoTT. This is, I think, a good example
of how we can work together in a com-
mittee to make sure that higher edu-
cational needs are met.

I represent about 75,000 higher edu-
cation students. With UW Madison as
the flagship, about 45,000 students, we
have other campuses for the UW sys-
tem, Beloit College and other smaller
private colleges, Madison College and
others.

This is a really important program,
not just back home in Wisconsin, but
across the country; and the fact that
we are able to get this done in a bipar-
tisan manner shows how I think Con-
gress can work its very best. So I urge
my colleagues to support this.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself the balance of my
time.

Mr. Speaker, first of all, I would like
to thank Mr. POCAN as well and all
those that have come to support the
bill.



September 28, 2015

Helping more individuals access and
complete higher education is a goal we
all share. Research shows that students
who earn a degree or credential are
more likely to succeed in today’s glob-
al economy.

For example, those with an Associate
Degree are expected to earn 27 percent
more than those with a high school di-
ploma over the course of a lifetime, un-
derscoring the value of higher edu-
cation.
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Unfortunately, less than 60 percent of
students complete their studies within
6 years often because they can’t afford
to. Failure to pass the Higher Edu-
cation Extension Act of 2015 will only
make it more difficult for some stu-
dents to access and complete their edu-
cation.

Students across the country—includ-
ing in my home State of Michigan—
count on the Perkins Loan Program to
help afford a college education. By sup-
porting this responsible bipartisan leg-
islation, we will deliver certainty to
students and institutions as we con-
tinue to work on the reauthorization of
the Higher Education Act.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes”
on H.R. 3594.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mrs. LAWRENCE. Mr. Speaker, as we pass
the Higher Education Extension Act of 2015, |
would like to emphasize the importance of
higher education in assisting our young people
in building the knowledge and skills that will
allow them to succeed in the workforce and,
ultimately, help U.S. businesses and industry
to compete in the global market.

Michigan is home to many outstanding col-
leges and universities and | often speak with
families throughout the 14th District and the
state about the financial burden created by the
increasing cost of higher education. Like many
Americans, | firmly believe that making higher
education more affordable and accessible
should be among our foremost priorities. Dur-
ing a recent trip to my District, | spoke with a
student who held a full-time job while in school
because her family could not afford her tuition.
Although work can be extremely rewarding
and helps to build a strong work-ethic, stu-
dents who are forced to work long hours and
attend school full-time often suffer diminished
academic success.

Since 1986, the Federal Perkins Loan Pro-
gram has been an essential part of college fi-
nancial aid packages because it provides a
long-term and low-interest alternative to ex-
pensive private loans for students. Extending
the Perkins Loan Program will provide lower
income students with the funding they need to
attend college with their full focus on their
education. Additionally, the cost of this exten-
sion is not borne by taxpayers. Rather, the
Perkins Loan Program fully funds itself when
past loan recipients pay-off the balance of
their loan.

| am proud that our Chamber has taken this
important step toward ensuring all young peo-
ple have the opportunity to benefit from a
world class education. | want to thank my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle for sup-
porting the fight to make higher education af-
fordable and accessible for all Americans.
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Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, | rise in sup-
port of this bill, which would extend the Per-
kins Loan program for one year, so that stu-
dents who have demonstrated exceptional fi-
nancial need can complete their under-
graduate or graduate education in order to be-
come academically qualified to join our work-
force.

Historically, Perkins loans have served our
students well by offering low-cost loans with
flexible repayment terms and generous for-
giveness options. They are often the dif-
ference between whether or not our students
can afford to attend college, including 12,000
students in Texas.

For the academic year 2013-2014, nearly
500,000 students who needed financial assist-
ance were awarded nearly $1 billion in Perkins
loans. And throughout its 57-year history,
more than 30 million students with need have
benefited from this program.

The Congressional Budget Office has esti-
mated that the federal government will reclaim
nearly $5 billion in revenue from Perkins loans
over the next ten years. That is $5 billion that
should be returned to students to help keep
college affordable for the most financially chal-
lenged students. And that is $5 billion that
would have been lost if the program is not ex-
tended.

Without Perkins loans, schools would lose
the necessary flexibility to help students cover
their expenses after federal grants and Staf-
ford loans are applied or unforeseen cir-
cumstances jeopardize a student’s ability to
pay for college.

If we want the United States of America to
remain a global leader with the competitive
edge necessary to sustain economic growth
and job creation, we need the best, most high-
ly trained workforce to sustain our advantages.
The Perkins Loan program is a major part of
helping our students develop, reach for and
join that workforce.

For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, | urge my
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to extend
the federal Perkins Loan program.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
BisHOP) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3594.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

AMERICAN SAMOA MINIMUM
WAGE INCREASE POSTPONEMENT

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 2617) to amend the
Fair Minimum Wage Act of 2007 to
postpone a scheduled increase in the
minimum wage applicable to American
Samoa, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2617

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

SECTION 1. MINIMUM WAGE FOR AMERICAN
SAMOA.

(a) MINIMUM WAGE.—Paragraph (2) of sec-

tion 8103(b) of the Fair Minimum Wage Act
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of 2007 (29 U.S.C. 206 note) is amended to read
as follows:

‘(2) the minimum wage applicable to
American Samoa under section 6(a)(1) of the
Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 (29 U.S.C.
206(a)(1)) shall be—

‘“(A) the applicable wage rate in effect for
each industry and classification as of Sep-
tember 29, 2015; and

‘“(B) increased by $0.50 an hour (or such
lesser amount as may be necessary to equal
the minimum wage under section 6(a)(1) of
such Act), beginning on December 31, 2016,
and on December 31 of every third year
thereafter, until the minimum wage applica-
ble to American Samoa under this paragraph
is equal to the minimum wage set forth in
such section.”.

(b) GAO REPORTS.—Section 8104 of the Fair
Minimum Wage Act of 2007 (29 U.S.C. 206
note) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) by striking ‘‘September 1, 2011”° and in-
serting ‘““‘April 1, 2017’; and

(B) by striking the second sentence and in-
serting the following: ‘“The Government Ac-
countability Office shall submit a subse-
quent report not later than April 1, 2020.”’;

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘the study
under subsection (a)’”’ and inserting ‘‘any re-
port under subsection (a)’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

“(c) REPORT ON ALTERNATIVE METHODS OF
INCREASING THE MINIMUM WAGE IN AMERICAN
SAMOA.—Not later than 1 year after the date
of enactment of this subsection, the Govern-
ment Accountability Office shall transmit to
Congress a report on alternative ways of in-
creasing the minimum wage in American
Samoa to keep pace with the cost of living in
American Samoa and to eventually equal the
minimum wage set forth in section 6(a)(1) of
the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 (29
U.S.C. 206(a)(1)).”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. BISHOP) and the gen-
tleman from the Northern Mariana Is-
lands (Mr. SABLAN) each will control 20
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members may have b5 legislative days
in which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rials on H.R. 2617.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

I rise today in support of H.R. 2617.
This legislation is simple and straight-
forward. It would delay for 15 months a
minimum wage increase that will take
effect in American Samoa in just 2
days. If this increase takes effect, it
will harm the very people it was in-
tended to help, the hard-working men
and women of American Samoa.

The reason we are here today is also
quite simple. We are here because the
local government in American Samoa
is urging us to do this. We are here be-
cause the employers in American
Samoa, who are few and far between,
are urging us to do this. And, most im-
portantly, we are here because the
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workers in American Samoa are urging
us to do this.

You don’t have to take my word for
it. Those are the facts that have been
reported by the nonpartisan Govern-
ment Accountability Office. For years,
the territory has been plagued by a
weak economy, fewer jobs, and higher
inflation.

The tuna canning industry, an essen-
tial part of the American Samoa econ-
omy, has been hit especially hard. Ac-
cording to our own independent gov-
ernment watchdog, previous wage in-
creases have forced employers to delay
expansion, limit overtime, and cut
labor costs, which means that they
have ultimately had to lay off workers.
Many fear these tough challenges will
only get worse if we fail to act now.

It should be noted that this isn’t the
first time we have had to take this
step. When our Democratic colleagues
were in control a few years back, they
passed legislation delaying the arbi-
trary wage increase they set in motion.
That effort passed with strong bipar-
tisan support, and I expect today’s leg-
islation will as well.

I also want to note that the legisla-
tion will help us end a dangerous pat-
tern of uncertainty and last-minute
delays. Under the bill, the Government
Accountability Office is required to re-
port on alternatives to setting the min-
imum wage in American Samoa.

No doubt there are a number of alter-
natives Congress could consider. For
example, local leaders have proposed
bestowing upon them the responsibility
for setting wages in their local commu-
nities. While this is certainly an inter-
esting idea, it is a debate for another
day.

Today let’s do the right thing by
passing this important legislation.

In closing, I wish to thank my col-
league from American Samoa, Delegate
AMATA RADEWAGEN, for authoring this
legislative proposal and for her tireless
leadership on behalf of her constitu-
ents.

I urge all of my colleagues to stand
with the people of American Samoa
and support this legislation.

I reserve the balance of my time.

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

Mr. Speaker, reducing the income in-
equality between the people I represent
in the Northern Mariana Islands and
Americans in the rest of our Nation is
one of my key goals as a Member of
Congress.

Household median income in the
Marianas was just $20,000 in the last
census compared to $53,000 nationwide.
For that reason, I have always sup-
ported the decision made in the 110th
Congress to raise the minimum wage in
the Marianas to the U.S. level in a se-
ries of graduated steps.

When that decision was enacted in
Public Law 110-28, the locally set min-
imum wage in the Mariana Islands was
just $3.06 per hour and the minimum
wage had been stuck at that level since
the 1990s. Today the minimum wage
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has effectively doubled to $6.05 and will
increase to $6.55 a year from now.

That doubling of the minimum wage
has occurred during a period of eco-
nomic difficulty for the Mariana Is-
lands. Gross domestic product was
dropping by 8 percent, 12 percent, 19
percent in the first 3 years of minimum
wage increase.

I should say, however, that these
drops had nothing to do with the wage
and everything to do with the loss of
manufacturing because of the General
Agreement of Tariffs and Trade and be-
cause of a loss of tourism.

In the most recent year for which
GDP data is available for our islands,
we had economic growth of 4.4 percent,
even as the minimum wage continued
to rise.

The U.S. Bureau of Economic Anal-
ysis says that this economic growth re-
flects a growth in tourism, especially
an increase in tourism from China. But
it also reflects a growth in consump-
tion because workers who are paid
more can spend more, and that is good
for the economy.

So I look forward to next year’s in-
crease of another 50 cents in the min-
imum wage in the Mariana Islands. I
look forward to reaching the national
minimum wage in 2019, and I support
legislation raising the national min-
imum wage because I have now seen in
my district that increasing wages can
have a positive impact on economic ac-
tivity and improve people’s lives.

At the same time, I recognize that
there is such a thing as economic re-
ality. Raising the minimum wage too
quickly could have a detrimental ef-
fect, could cause employment to
shrink. For that reason, over the last 7
years that I have been in Congress, I
worked with Members on both sides of
the aisle to tailor the minimum wage
increases to the specific economic re-
alities in my district.

Instead of raising it by 50 cents every
year, as the original law required, we
skipped the increases in 2011, 2013, and
this year, 2015. We arrived at the deci-
sion to stretch out the time of the in-
creases by listening to employers on
the island and to workers because
workers also understand that increas-
ing wages too quickly could jeopardize
their jobs. We also listened carefully to
the Government Accountability Office
experts who look at the effect of these
minimum wage increases periodically
and report back to Congress.

I think that, so far, as least, we have
successfully walked the fine line. We
have kept the minimum wage increas-
ing—faster than prices, GAO tells us—
without disrupting the economy.

I am very grateful to both Democrats
here in Congress, who agreed to slow
down the increases, and to Repub-
licans, who agreed to let the minimum
wage keep going up. They did so, I
think, because of a recognition that a
relatively isolated island economy
might need special consideration and
because, when it comes to a decision
that only affects a Member’s own dis-
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trict, there is a tradition of deference
here in Congress to the views of that
Member.

This is a very long way around to
saying that I support H.R. 2617, the bill
now under consideration.

The gentlewoman from American
Samoa (Mrs. RADEWAGEN) has made the
determination that what is best for her
constituents is to delay further in-
creases in the minimum wage. She too
represents a relatively isolated island
economy. Her constituents too have in-
comes much below the U.S. average.
The specific economic factors in Amer-
ican Samoa are not the same as in the
Northern Mariana Islands.

So while a delay for American Samoa
may be appropriate, I would not want
to imply a further delay for the North-
ern Marianas is called for at this time.
But I do think that the same courtesy
that the House has provided to me,
when it comes to making a judgment
about the well-being of the people 1
represent, should be given to the Dele-
gate from American Samoa with re-
spect to her own district.

For that reason, I urge Members to
support passage of H.R. 2617.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-
woman from American Samoa (Mrs.
RADEWAGEN).

Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Mr. Speaker, it
is an honor and a privilege for me to
serve the people of American Samoa in
the U.S. House of Representatives. My
home district of American Samoa, an
isolated group of islands, is 6 hours by
plane south of Hawaii.

Sometimes we jokingly refer to our
three main exports as canned tuna,
military personnel, and NFL players.

Today I would like to talk about the
canned tuna, though. Due to an over-
sight, the Fair Minimum Wage Act,
which became law in 2007, contained
language that stipulated that Amer-
ican Samoa must raise its minimum
wage by 50 cents every 3 years starting
in 2009 until it meets the Federal
standard.

Since that time, Congress has gra-
ciously granted two waivers to Amer-
ican Samoa which prevents them from
having to institute the increase, and
wisely so. Had Congress not granted
the waivers, the effects would have
been absolutely devastating to our
local economy, of which the tuna can-
neries comprise 80 percent.

When the Fair Minimum Wage Act
was passed in 2007, American Samoa
had two canneries on the island. As a
direct result of the law and concern
with future wage increases, in 2009, the
day after a deadly tsunami struck our
island, the cannery operated by Chick-
en of the Sea relocated to Thailand,
causing thousands to instantly lose
their jobs and hundreds shortly fol-
lowed.

In Thailand, Chicken of the Sea now
pays their workers a mere $1.25 an hour
and are rumored to be cutting wages
further in 2016, while the workers in
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American Samoa are paid $4.76 an
hour. While $4.76 may not seem like a
large amount here in the States, one
must realize that, in American Samoa,
the cost of living is drastically dif-
ferent.

Due to how the lands are owned and
managed in American Samoa, there is
actually no such thing as rent or a
mortgage, items that often comprise
up to one-half of a person’s monthly
expenses. Because our people do not
have an expense for housing, $4.76 an
hour goes much further than it would
here in the States.

While well-intended, the Fair Min-
imum Wage Act has placed the eco-
nomic well-being of American Samoa
in great jeopardy. No one would like to
see the people of American Samoa
prosper and have their wages increased
more than I.

However, this is neither the time nor
mechanism for such a drastic increase,
as it would surely be the proverbial
nail in the coffin for the local econ-
omy, as the two canneries that are cur-
rently operating out of American
Samoa have stated the strong possi-
bility of having to leave our island be-
cause they simply would not be able to
compete financially against their for-
eign competitors. One of these can-
neries just opened this year and is try-
ing to establish a toehold in the region.
Without the extension, this will be
very difficult for them.

Currently, due to many factors, the
long-term continuity of the Pago Pago-
based canneries is now threatened by
reduced tuna deliveries and supply,
which will negatively affect cannery
production, impact cannery employ-
ment and support services, and could
possibly destroy American Samoa’s
economy altogether.

O 1700

Past decisions by the United States
Government have led to the current
dire situation.

In 2005, the U.S. Government agreed
to reduce fishing opportunities by U.S.
purse seine vessels on the high seas and
within the U.S. EEZ. At the same time,
the U.S. purse seine fleet contracted
from 49 vessels in 1994 to 11 in 2007.

This major shift in the management
of the purse seine fishery should have
been recognized by the United States
Government as significant in terms of
fleet operations and the impact it
would have on American Samoa. Unfor-
tunately, it seems that the territory
was not considered.

That same year, the U.S. allowed
Taiwanese-built vessels to become U.S.
flagged, thereby receiving the same
benefits afforded under the South Pa-
cific Tuna Treaty. These new vessels
fish farther away from American
Samoa and predominantly offload their
catch in Thailand.

In 2013, the U.S. Government agreed
to pay a combined amount, from both
government and industry, of approxi-
mately $90 million, while agreeing to
further reduce the United States fish-
ing effort on the high seas.
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After that, in 2014, the United States
agreed to an inexcusable deal, to the
detriment of American Samoa, reduc-
ing the amount of fishing days avail-
able in Kiribati waters to the United
States fleet from 4,313 to just 300 days
in just 1 year. Kiribati waters are typi-
cally the most productive purse seine
fishing grounds in close proximity to
Pago Pago. However, the American
Samoa-based purse seine vessels are
now forced to travel great distances,
making Pago Pago canneries less desir-
able and increasing transshipping to
foreign ports.

In addition, the expansion of the Pa-
cific Remote Islands Marine National
Monument and the high seas effort
limit have further reduce the fishing
grounds available to the American
Samoa-based purse seine fleet, lending
to the dire situation facing American
Samoa’s local canneries. These are
waters that have been fished by our
people for many centuries.

Like other small island developing
states and territories in the Pacific,
American Samoa and the fishing indus-
try it supports should be afforded spe-
cial recognition, not crushed by the
worst aspects of capitalism—and I say
this as a devout capitalist.

Until we begin to safeguard our fish-
ery interests in the region, American
Samoa’s tuna fisheries will continue to
wither, creating economic ruin in
American Samoa, the other Pacific ter-
ritories, and even Hawaii, leaving the
United States as a passive observer in
the world’s largest tuna fishery, leav-
ing other nations such as China to run
roughshod over fisheries to the det-
riment of not only the people, but the
environment as well.

We must reverse some of the
missteps the United States has taken
over the years which have left the
American Samoa economy in this high-
ly vulnerable position. The closing off
of large swaths of ocean, under the
guise of national monuments, which
cover thousands of square miles of tra-
ditional fishing grounds that our peo-
ple have used for centuries, to the re-
duction in allotted fishing days that
have gone from over 4,000 to under 500
in just 1 year, this is certainly not the
time to put further pressure on an in-
dustry that is seemingly under attack
from all sides, a local industry that op-
erates at a loss in comparison to its
competitors when it comes to labor,
due to their longstanding relationship
with the people of American Samoa,
for which we are very grateful.

Mr. Speaker, I have heard some con-
cern about Congress continuing to kick
the can down the road on this issue. To
those, I extend willing and eager hands
for cooperation and assistance in fixing
the mechanism by which the wages are
set in American Samoa. The playing
fields between the United States and
American Samoa are too drastically
different to place on the same wage
scale, and to keep American Samoa
tied to the current standard is dan-
gerous and irresponsible. It is my plan
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to use the time granted in the exten-
sion to work on a new mechanism for
setting the minimum wage rate in
American Samoa, and I happily encour-
age fellow Members to join me in this
mission.

If there is ever any bill that I intro-
duce that I wish I could vote against,
this would be it. However, while it is
difficult, I also know that it must be
done. Oftentimes, the things that are
the most difficult are also the most im-
portant, and currently, there is no
issue more important to the economic
well-being of American Samoa than
this.

I respectfully and wholeheartedly ask
my colleagues in both the House and
Senate to support this legislation that
is so absolutely critical to the eco-
nomic stability of American Samoa.

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

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield the gentlewoman an addi-
tional 3 minutes.

Mrs. RADEWAGEN. Without it, Mr.
Speaker, I am afraid we will be back
here in just a few months trying to fig-
ure out a way to subsidize what is al-
ready the most economically chal-
lenged territory or State in our Nation.

The tuna canning industry is all we
have. There is no Coca-Cola or IBM. We
have no Silicon Valley there to provide
massive revenue and employment op-
portunity to the territory. There aren’t
numerous military and government fa-
cilities that provide sources of eco-
nomic growth. We are not surrounded
by fellow States that enable us to ex-
pand to other markets. All we have is
the tuna industry, and we are grateful
for them.

So again, I graciously ask my fellow
colleagues to support this unfortunate,
yet essential, piece of legislation. If
you cannot support it, all T ask is that
you do not block it, because it would
be absolutely devastating to our peo-
ple.

I want to thank Chairman KLINE,
Ranking Member ScoTT, and the com-
mittee staff for their assistance in get-
ting this measure to the floor, as well
as the numerous other staff and Mem-
bers who put in many hours of hard
work to get us here today.

Mr. SABLAN. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further speakers, and I do urge my col-
leagues to please support H.R. 2617.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself the balance of my
time.

Mr. Speaker, as I noted earlier, this
effort is supported by local leaders in
American Samoa. It is supported by
employers in American Samoa, and,
most importantly, it is supported by
the working men and women of Amer-
ican Samoa.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
support the legislation.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
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the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
BisHOP) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2617, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———————

CROSS-BORDER RAIL SECURITY
ACT OF 2015

Ms. MCSALLY. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2786) to require the Commissioner
of U.S. Customs and Border Protection
to submit a report on cross-border rail
security, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2786

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 ‘‘Cross-Border
Rail Security Act of 2015,

SEC. 2. CROSS-BORDER RAIL SECURITY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Commissioner of U.S. Customs and Bor-
der Protection (CBP) shall submit to the
Committee on Homeland Security of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs of the Senate a report on the following:

(1) The number of shipments entering the
United States by rail annually that are de-
termined to be high-risk by the Commis-
sioner.

(2) Specific details on the status of radi-
ation detection units, by type, at each rail
crossing on the northern and southern land
borders as of such date of enactment.

(3) An assessment of whether additional ra-
diation detection equipment is necessary to
ensure that all such high-risk cross-border
rail shipments are examined with appro-
priate equipment.

(4) A plan for ensuring that all relevant
CBP personnel receive adequate training and
guidance on the proper use of CBP’s Auto-
mated Targeting System for such high-risk
cross-border rail shipments, the use of appro-
priate radiation detection equipment for ex-
amination of such high-risk cross-border rail
shipments, and requirements for recording
examination results.

(b) GAO AuDIT.—The Comptroller General
of the United States shall periodically audit
U.S. Customs and Border Protection oper-
ations at rail crossings on the northern and
southern international borders to ensure rail
shipments are targeted, examined, and the
results of such examinations properly docu-
mented.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Arizona (Ms. MCSALLY) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. VELA) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Arizona.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. MCSALLY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include any extraneous ma-
terial on the bill under consideration.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 2786, the Cross-Border Rail Se-
curity Act of 2015.

First, I would like to thank the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. VELA), the
ranking member of the Subcommittee
on Border and Maritime Security, for
introducing this thoughtful bill and
working in a collaborative manner as
this legislation moved through the
committee process.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation requires
the Commissioner of Customs and Bor-
der Protection to submit a report to
Congress that outlines how and when
high-risk rail shipments entering the
United States are scanned for potential
risks.

The impetus for this legislation was
a recent inspector general report that
found CBP was inadequately targeting
high-risk rail shipments arriving in the
U.S. from Canada and Mexico. This bill
will help Congress better understand
the frequency and location of such
high-risk shipments and detail the cur-
rent state of radiation detection equip-
ment on our international railways.

Mr. Speaker, as many of my col-
leagues who also live along the border
know, each year approximately 2.7 mil-
lion containers enter the United States
by rail. While most of the commodities
transferred by rail do not pose signifi-
cant homeland security threats, we
must ensure that we are properly iden-
tifying and targeting those shipments
which are high risk and conduct phys-
ical scanning when necessary.

To ensure proper oversight, it is very
important to understand the capabili-
ties of CBP, including the number, lo-
cation, and type of detection equip-
ment used at each cross-border rail
crossing. We also need to understand
what additional equipment and train-
ing is necessary to ensure our rail
cargo system is secure.

As we know, proper training is an im-
portant force multiplier which will
help maximize effectiveness of our Cus-
toms and Border Protection Officers,
reducing wait times and increasing se-
curity.

Finally, H.R. 2786 requires the Gov-
ernment Accountability Office to per-
form a series of audits over CBP’s tar-
geting of cross-border rail shipments.

Mr. Speaker, rail cargo is expected to
increase over the next 10 years. This
bill will ensure CBP adequately ad-
dresses this vulnerability and imple-
ments proper standards of screening
and targeting for rail cargo. I urge my
colleagues to support H.R. 2786.

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

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

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 2786, the Cross-Border Rail Se-
curity Act.
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Mr. Speaker, in March of this year,
the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity’s inspector general released a re-
port on high-risk cross-border rail
cargo. The report concluded that U.S.
Customs and Border Protection, or
CBP, did not always use the required
radiation detection equipment to ex-
amine shipments it determined to be
high risk. Additionally, some ports of
entry lacked the appropriate equip-
ment to conduct these screenings, and
training and oversight of targeting and
examining such shipments was lacking.

In response to these troubling find-
ings, my bill would require the CBP
Commissioner to submit to the rel-
evant congressional committees within
180 days of enactment a report regard-
ing high-risk cross-border rail cargo
shipments entering the United States.

Mr. Speaker, my bill would require
the report to include information on
the number of high-risk shipments
crossing the border by rail, details on
the radiation detection units at rail
crossings, an assessment of whether ad-
ditional equipment is necessary, and a
plan for ensuring that all relevant CBP
personnel receive appropriate training
to appropriately target, examine, and
record the disposition of such ship-
ments. The bill requires the Govern-
ment Accountability Office to audit pe-
riodically CBP operations at rail cross-
ings to ensure rail shipments are being
appropriately targeted, examined, and
documented.

The community I represent has a
vested interest in securing cross-border
rail cargo. This past August, I was
proud to be a part of the opening of the
West Rail Bypass International Bridge
located in Brownsville, Texas, the first
international new rail crossing be-
tween the U.S. and Mexico in over a
century.

Both of our land borders are dotted
with these crossings, and, in fact, the
majority of them are located on the
northern border. The cargo that
crosses by rail is destined for locations
all over the United States, making the
effective targeting and examining of
high-risk shipments a national con-
cern.

Mr. Speaker, my committee col-
leagues unanimously supported this
bill, and I urge all of my colleagues to
help strengthen the cross-border rail
security by supporting H.R. 2786.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.
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Ms. MCSALLY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I once again urge my
colleagues to support H.R. 2786.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, as a sen-
ior member of the Homeland Security Com-
mittee, | rise in support of H.R. 2786, the
“Cross-Border Rail Security Act of 2015,”
which directs U.S. Customs and Border Pro-
tection (CBP) to report to Congress on its in-
spection of high-risk shipments entering the
United States by rail.
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Specifically, H.R. 2786 requires the CBP to
report on the following matters related to
homeland security:

the number of high-risk rail shipments annu-
ally entering the country;

the status of radiation detection units at
each border rail crossing; and

an assessment of whether additional radi-
ation detection equipment is necessary.

The bill also requires CBP to develop a plan
for ensuring that all relevant CBP personnel
receive adequate training and guidance on the
proper use of CBP’s Automated Targeting
System for such shipments, and in the use of
appropriate radiation detection equipment for
shipment examination, and requirements for
recording examination results.

H.R. 2786 bill also requires the General Ac-
countability Office to periodically audit CBP
operations at rail crossings on borders to en-
sure rail shipments are targeted, examined,
and the examination results are well docu-
mented.

Mr. Speaker, this bill is good for our nation
and for my congressional district, which is
centered in Houston, Texas.

Houston has been the hub of railroad hub of
Texas since the 1880s and is known as the
place “where 17 railroads meet the sea.”

It is also the “the energy capital of the
world.”

Freight from the Houston area goes by rail-
road to destinations all over the United States,
including Los Angeles, Long Beach, New York
City, Charleston, and Savannah.

Over 1 billion tons of freight travels through
Houston area each year; no other state comes
close to the level of trade the metropolitan
Houston region experiences.

One billion tons of freight leaves the Hous-
ton area each year, nearly two/ thirds of which
(645 million tons) involve goods come from
foreign sources.

The top foreign freight origination point for
the City of Houston is Mexico.

Mexico supplies over 50% of all
national freight in the Houston area.

Europe and Canada are Houston’s second
largest foreign freight trading partners, ac-
counting for over 27% of international freight
in the Houston area.

Mr. Speaker, | ask that my colleagues join
me in supporting H.R. 2786 because the safe-
ty of rail transit is critical to the security of the
homeland and strength of our economy.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Arizona (Ms.
McSALLY) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2786.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. VELA. Mr. Speaker, on that I de-
mand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

inter-

———

BORDER JOBS FOR VETERANS ACT
OF 2015

Ms. MCSALLY. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 2835) to actively recruit members
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of the Armed Forces who are sepa-
rating from military service to serve as
Customs and Border Protection offi-
cers, as amended.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The text of the bill is as follows:
H.R. 2835

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 ‘“Border Jobs
for Veterans Act of 2015”.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds the following:

(1) Customs and Border Protection officers
at United States ports of entry carry out
critical law enforcement duties associated
with screening foreign visitors, returning
United States citizens, and imported cargo
entering the United States.

(2) It is in the national interest for United
States ports of entry to be adequately
staffed with Customs and Border Protection
officers in a timely fashion, including meet-
ing the congressionally funded staffing tar-
get of 23,775 officers for fiscal year 2015.

(3) An estimated 250,000 to 300,000 members
of the Armed Forces separate from military
service every year.

(4) Recruiting efforts and expedited hiring
procedures must be enhanced to ensure that
individuals separating from military service
are aware of, and partake in, opportunities
to fill vacant Customs and Border Protection
officer positions.

SEC. 3. EXPEDITED HIRING OF APPROPRIATE
SEPARATING SERVICE MEMBERS.

The Secretary of Homeland Security shall
consider the expedited hiring of qualified
candidates who have the ability to perform
the essential functions of the position of a
Customs and Border Protection officer and
who are eligible for a veterans recruitment
appointment authorized under section 4214 of
title 38, United States Code.

SEC. 4. ENHANCEMENTS TO EXISTING PROGRAMS
TO RECRUIT SERVICE MEMBERS
SEPARATING FROM MILITARY SERV-
ICE FOR CUSTOMS AND BORDER
PROTECTION OFFICER VACANCIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Home-
land Security, in consultation with the Sec-
retary of Defense, and acting through exist-
ing programs, authorities, and agreements,
where applicable, shall enhance the efforts of
the Department of Homeland Security to re-
cruit members of the Armed Forces who are
separating from military service to serve as
Customs and Border Protection officers.

(b) ELEMENTS.—The enhanced recruiting
efforts under subsection (a) shall—

(1) include Customs and Border Protection
officer opportunities in relevant job assist-
ance efforts under the Transition Assistance
Program;

(2) place U.S. Customs and Border Protec-
tion officials or other relevant Department
of Homeland Security officials at recruiting
events and jobs fairs involving members of
the Armed Forces who are separating from
military service;

(3) provide opportunities for local U.S. Cus-
toms and Border Protection field offices to
partner with military bases in the region;

(4) include outreach efforts to educate
members of the Armed Forces with Military
Occupational Specialty Codes and Officer
Branches, Air Force Specialty Codes, Naval
Enlisted Classifications and Officer Designa-
tors, and Coast Guard competencies that are
transferable to the requirements, qualifica-
tions, and duties assigned to Customs and
Border Protection officers of available hiring
opportunities to become Customs and Border
Protection officers;
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(5) identify shared activities and opportu-
nities for reciprocity related to steps in hir-
ing Customs and Border Protection officers
with the goal of minimizing the time re-
quired to hire qualified applicants;

(6) ensure the streamlined interagency
transfer of relevant background investiga-
tions and security clearances; and

(7) include such other elements as may be
necessary to ensure that members of the
Armed Forces who are separating from mili-
tary service are aware of opportunities to fill
vacant Customs and Border Protection offi-
cer positions.

SEC. 5. REPORT TO CONGRESS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
and by December 31 of each of the next three
years thereafter, the Secretary of Homeland
Security, in consultation with the Secretary
of Defense, shall submit a report to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and the Com-
mittee on Armed Services of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs and the Committee on Armed Services
of the Senate that includes a description and
assessment of the efforts of the Department
of Homeland Security to hire members of the
Armed Forces who are separating from mili-
tary service as Customs and Border Protec-
tion officers under section 4.

(b) CONTENT.—The report required under
subsection (a) shall include—

(1) a detailed description of the efforts to
implement section 4, including—

(A) elements of the enhanced recruiting ef-
forts and the goals associated with such ele-
ments; and

(B) a description of how the elements and
goals referred to in subparagraph (A) will as-
sist in meeting statutorily mandated staff-
ing levels and agency hiring benchmarks;

(2) a detailed description of the efforts that
have been undertaken under section 4;

(3) the estimated number of separating
service members made aware of Customs and
Border Protection officer vacancies;

(4) the number of Customs and Border Pro-
tection officer vacancies filled with sepa-
rating service members; and

(5) the number of Customs and Border Pro-
tection officer vacancies filled with sepa-
rating service members under Veterans Re-
cruitment Appointment authorized under
section 4214 of title 38, United States Code.
SEC. 6. RULES OF CONSTRUCTION.

Nothing in this Act may be construed—

(1) as superseding, altering, or amending
existing Federal veterans’ hiring preferences
or Federal hiring authorities; or

(2) to authorize the appropriation of addi-
tional amounts to carry out this Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Arizona (Ms. MCSALLY) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. VELA) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Arizona.

GENERAL LEAVE

Ms. McSALLY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Arizona?

There was no objection.

Ms. MCSALLY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to support
H.R. 2835, the Border Jobs for Veterans
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Act of 2015. This bill, which I intro-
duced in June, seeks to increase the
hiring of military veterans for Customs
and Border Protection officer positions
vital to our security here at home.

The Border Jobs for Veterans Act ad-
dresses two critical priorities: ensuring
full staffing at our ports of entry and
helping separating servicemembers
transition to civilian life.

My district includes over 80 miles of
the U.S. border as well as several ports
of entry. I visited our ports in Nogales
and Douglas numerous times to hear
about their operations firsthand and
have seen the critical law enforcement
duties carried out by CBP officers at
these ports, such as screening visitors,
returning U.S. citizens, and cargo en-
tering the United States.

In June, the Port Authority chair for
the Mariposa port of entry in Nogales,
just outside my district, reported that,
while staffing numbers have grown na-
tionally, ‘‘staffing numbers at Nogales
and the Tucson Sector have remained
essentially stagnant in recent memory
while demand continues to grow.”

The port also estimates that CBP’s
Tucson field office is currently oper-
ating at a 20-percent staffing deficit.
While new hires have occurred since
then, CBP estimates the Tucson field
office still needs to fill roughly 200 offi-
cer positions.

In my conversations with CBP offi-
cers, they have repeatedly told me that
inadequate staffing levels hamper their
ability to do their jobs. They cite prob-
lems with recruiting and retention of
new officers as well as lengthy and
cumbersome hiring process, including
delays due to backlogs of the necessary
background checks. After a recent re-
duction in that process by roughly 50
percent, it still takes 180 days to hire a
new officer at ports where there is a
strong need now.

These hurdles to hiring acts as an
impediment to cross-border trade that
powers both Arizona and the Nation’s
economy. According to the Arizona-
Mexico Commission, more than 41.6 bil-
lion dollars’ worth of trade flows
through Arizona’s ports of entry, $16
billion of which is attributed to bilat-
eral trade with Mexico.

But inadequate staffing at these
ports of entry slows the flow of trade
coming across the border, costing busi-
nesses millions of dollars, and ulti-
mately hurts our attractiveness as a
transportation and trade hub, some-
thing we simply cannot afford.

Each year approximately 250,000 to
300,000 members of the Armed Forces
separate from military service. I re-
cently visited the Veterans One-Stop
Center in Pima County in my district,
which helps veterans find employment
after they leave the military, and I lis-
tened to their challenges and their sto-
ries firsthand.

Who better to address this shortfall
and help to secure our ports than the
highly trained patriotic Americans
who just recently separated from the
Armed Forces?
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That is why H.R. 2835 requires the
Secretary of Homeland Security to
work with the Department of Defense
to enhance our efforts to recruit mem-
bers of the military who are separating
to serve as Customs and Border Protec-
tion officers.

These efforts must include participa-
tion in relevant job fairs, transition
programs, partnerships between CBP
field offices and local military bases,
and the identification of ways to
streamline the transfer of background
checks and security clearances.

This bill offers the men and women of
our military another opportunity to
serve the Nation. All DHS has to do is
make sure that they are aware of the
opportunities available at our Nation’s
329 ports of entry.

I want to thank my colleagues, Sen-
ators FLAKE, MCCAIN, JOHNSON, and
SCHUMER, and their staffs for working
on the Senate companion legislation
and their help on the text of this bill.

I also want to thank Chairman
THORNBERRY and his staff for working
with us to move this bill forward.

I urge all Members to join me in sup-
porting the Border Jobs for Veterans
Act of 2015.

I reserve the balance of my time.

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, September 25, 2015.
Hon. MICHAEL MCCAUL,
Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I write concerning
H.R. 2835, the Border Jobs for Veterans Act
of 2015, which has been referred to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. In order to expe-
dite this legislation for floor consideration,
the committee will forgo action on this bill.

The committee’s waiver is conditional on
our mutual understanding that you will
amend H.R. 2835 to reflect the changes
agreed to by our staffs. Forgoing consider-
ation of the bill does not prejudice the com-
mittee with respect to the appointment of
conferees or to any future jurisdictional
claim over the provisions contained in the
bill or similar legislation that fall within the
committee’s Rule X jurisdiction. I request
that you urge the Speaker to appoint mem-
bers of the committee to any conference
committee convened to consider such provi-
sions.

Please place a copy of this letter and your
response acknowledging our jurisdictional
interest into the committee report on H.R.
2835 and into the Congressional Record dur-
ing consideration of the measure on the
House floor.

Sincerely,
WILLIAM M. “MAC”’ THORNBERRY,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY,
Washington, DC, September 28, 2015.
Hon. MAC THORNBERRY,
Chairman, House Armed Services Committee,
Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN THORNBERRY: Thank you
for your letter regarding H.R. 2835, the ‘‘Bor-
der Jobs for Veterans Act of 2015.” I appre-
ciate your support in bringing this legisla-
tion before the House of Representatives,
and accordingly, understand that the House
Armed Services Committee will forego ac-
tion on the bill.

The Committee on Homeland Security con-
curs with the mutual understanding that the
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language in the bill reflects the negotiations
between our staffs and that by foregoing con-
sideration of this bill at this time, the House
Armed Services Committee does not waive
any jurisdiction over the subject matter con-
tained in this bill or similar legislation in
the future. In addition, should a conference
on this bill be necessary, I would support
your request to have the House Armed Serv-
ices Committee represented on the con-
ference committee.

I will insert copies of this exchange in the
Congressional Record during consideration
of this bill on the House floor. I thank you
for your cooperation in this matter.

Sincerely,
MICHAEL T. MCCAUL,
Chairman.

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

I rise in strong support of H.R. 2835,
the Border Jobs for Veterans Act of
2015.

First of all, I would like to thank my
colleague, Congresswoman MCSALLY,
for introducing this wonderful piece of
legislation. It not only helps us expe-
dite the flow of traffic in trade at our
borders, but it also helps and assists
with our veterans we all represent.

H.R. 2835, the Border Jobs for Vet-
erans Act of 2015, would require the
Secretary of Homeland Security to
consider expediting the hiring of quali-
fied veterans to serve as U.S. Customs
and Border Protection officers.

The bill also authorizes DHS to en-
hance its efforts to recruit members of
the Armed Forces who are separating
from military service to serve as CBP
officers and requires DHS to report to
Congress on its efforts.

Through their service, our Nation’s
veterans have demonstrated their un-
wavering commitment to our country
and its security. CBP would benefit
greatly from their service within the
agency’s ranks.

At the same time, expediting the hir-
ing of qualified veterans could help al-
leviate the continued shortage of CBP
officers at our ports of entry, helping
to better secure our borders while fa-
cilitating legitimate trade and travel.

With that in mind, I urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting H.R.
2835, to facilitate the recruitment and
hiring of America’s military veterans
for new careers serving our country as
U.S. Customs and Border Protection of-
ficers.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Ms. MCSALLY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I once again urge my
colleagues to support H.R. 2835.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, as a sen-
ior member of the Homeland Security Com-
mittee, and Ranking Member of the Sub-
committee on Border and Maritime Security, |
rise in strong support of H.R. 2835, “Border
Jobs for Veterans Act of 2015.” which would
guarantee more jobs for our many deserving
veterans.

This bill requires the Homeland Security De-
partment to prioritize the hiring of U.S. vet-
erans as Custom and Border Protection (CBP)
officers.
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The Bureau of Labor Statistics reports that
the unemployment rate for our veterans is
7.2%, which is roughly 573,000 unemployed
veterans nationally.

A study commissioned by the Department of
Commerce’s International Trade Administra-
tion found that in 2008, delays at POEs at the
U.S.-Mexico border cost the U.S. economy
26,000 jobs, $600 million in lost tax revenue,
and $5.8 billion in lost economic output.

According to CBP, 2,000 additional CBPOs
will lead to the creation of approximately
66,000 new jobs and increase the Gross Do-
mestic Product (GDP) of the U.S. by up to $4
billion.

The bill will ensure that:

CBP officials will be at recruiting events and
jobs fairs for armed service members;

Partnerships are fostered between military
bases in regions where CBP Officers work;

Opportunities for the expedited hiring of cer-
tain service members with qualifications need-
ed by CBP are prioritized; and

Transfers of relevant background investiga-
tions and security clearances are streamlined
to facilitate transitions from military life to em-
ployment at the CBP.

Mr. Speaker, | introduced H.R. 76, the
“Helping to Encourage Real Opportunity for
Veterans Transitioning from Battlespace to
Workplace Act of 2015,” the HEROS Act,
which is very similar to spirit to the bill before
the House.

Studies have shown that more than 80% of
veterans transitioning from military service to
the civilian sector regard employer-provided
Veterans support programs as ‘“critical” or
“important” to their success.

The “HERO Transitioning from Battlespace
to Workplace Act of 2014” addressed these
problems by providing strong incentives for
employers to hire, retain, and employ veterans
in positions that take maximum advantage of
their skills and experience.

Nearly 90% of veterans believe they have
the general skills needed to land their ideal job
such as problem solving, leadership, ethics,
and time management and most believe they
possess specific marketable skills, such as in-
formation technology, health care, mechanical,
and aviation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Arizona (Ms.
McSALLY) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2835, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Ms. MCSALLY. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

———

MANDATORY PRICE REPORTING
ACT OF 2015

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and concur in the
Senate amendment to the bill (H.R.
2051) to amend the Agricultural Mar-
keting Act of 1946 to extend the live-
stock mandatory price reporting re-
quirements, and for other purposes.
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The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the Senate amendment is
as follows:

Senate amendment:

Strike out all after the enacting clause and
insert:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘‘Agriculture Reauthorizations Act of 2015,
(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.
TITLE I—MANDATORY PRICE
REPORTING

Sec. 101. Extension of livestock mandatory
reporting.
Sec. 102. Swine reporting.
Sec. 103. Lamb reporting.
Sec. 104. Study on livestock mandatory re-
porting.
TITLE II—NATIONAL FOREST
FOUNDATION ACT REAUTHORIZATION

Sec. 201. National Forest Foundation Act
reauthorization.

TITLE III-UNITED STATES GRAIN
STANDARDS ACT REAUTHORIZATION

Sec. 301. Reauthorization of United States
Grain Standards Act.

Sec. 302. Report on disruption in Federal

inspection of grain exports.

Sec. 303. Report on policy barriers to grain

producers.
TITLE I—MANDATORY PRICE REPORTING
SEC. 101. EXTENSION OF LIVESTOCK MANDATORY
REPORTING.

(a) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY.—Section 260 of
the Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C.
1636i) is amended by striking ‘‘September 30,
2015 and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2020°°.

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 942 of
the Livestock Mandatory Reporting Act of 1999
(7 U.S.C. 1635 note; Public Law 106-78) is
amended by striking ‘‘September 30, 2015 and
inserting ‘‘September 30, 2020°°.

SEC. 102. SWINE REPORTING.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 231 of the Agricul-
tural Marketing Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C. 1635i) is
amended—

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (9) through
(22) as paragraphs (10) through (23), respec-
tively;

(2) by inserting after paragraph (8) the fol-
lowing:

“(9) NEGOTIATED FORMULA PURCHASE.—The
term ‘negotiated formula purchase’ means a
swine or pork market formula purchase under
which—

“(A) the formula is determined by negotiation
on a lot-by-lot basis; and

“(B) the swine are scheduled for delivery to
the packer not later than 14 days after the date
on which the formula is negotiated and swine
are committed to the packer.”’;

(3) in paragraph (12)(A) (as so redesignated),
by inserting ‘‘negotiated formula purchase,”
after “pork market formula purchase,’’; and

(4) in paragraph (23) (as so redesignated)—

(A) in subparagraph (C), by striking “‘and’ at
the end;

(B) by redesignating subparagraph (D) as sub-
paragraph (E); and

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (C) the
following:

“(D) a negotiated formula purchase; and’’.

(b) DAILY REPORTING.—Section 232(c) of the
Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C.
1635j(c)) is amended—

(1) in paragraph (1)(D), by striking clause (ii)
and inserting the following:

““(ii) PRICE DISTRIBUTIONS.—The information
published by the Secretary under clause (i) shall
include—

“(I) a distribution of nmet prices in the range
between and including the lowest net price and
the highest net price reported;
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‘“(II) a delineation of the number of barrows
and gilts at each reported price level or, at the
option of the Secretary, the number of barrows
and gilts within each of a series of reasonable
price bands within the range of prices; and

“(I11) the total number and weighted average
price of barrows and gilts purchased through
negotiated purchases and mnegotiated formula
purchases.”’; and

(2) in paragraph (3), by adding at the end the
following:

“(C) LATE IN THE DAY REPORT INFORMATION.—
The Secretary shall include in the morning re-
port and the afternoon report for the following
day any information required to be reported
under subparagraph (A) that is obtained after
the time of the reporting day specified in that
subparagraph.”.

SEC. 103. LAMB REPORTING.

Not later than 180 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary of Agriculture
shall revise section 59.300 of title 7, Code of Fed-
eral Regulations, so that—

(1) the definition of the term ‘‘importer’—

(4) includes only those importers that im-
ported an average of 1,000 metric tons of lamb
meat products per year during the immediately
preceding 4 calendar years; and

(B) may include any person that does mnot
meet the requirement referred to in subpara-
graph (A), if the Secretary determines that the
person should be considered an importer based
on their volume of lamb imports; and

(2) the definition of the term “‘packer’—

(A) applies to any entity with 50 percent or
more ownership in a facility;

(B) includes a federally inspected lamb proc-
essing plant which slaughtered or processed the
equivalent of an average of 35,000 head of lambs
per year during the immediately preceding 5 cal-
endar years; and

(C) may include any other lamb processing
plant that does not meet the requirement re-
ferred to in subparagraph (B), if the Secretary
determines that the processing plant should be
considered a packer after considering the capac-
ity of the processing plant.

SEC. 104. STUDY ON LIVESTOCK MANDATORY RE-
PORTING.

(a) STUDY REQUIRED.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Agri-
culture, acting through the Agricultural Mar-
keting Service in conjunction with the Office of
the Chief Economist and in consultation with
cattle, swine, and lamb producers, packers, and
other market participants, shall conduct a study
on the program of information regarding the
marketing of cattle, swine, lambs, and products
of such livestock under subtitle B of the Agricul-
tural Marketing Act of 1946 (7 U.S.C. 1635 et
seq.).

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The study shall—

(A) analyze current marketing practices in the
cattle, swine, and lamb markets;

(B) identify legislative or regulatory rec-
ommendations made by cattle, swine, and lamb
producers, packers, and other market partici-
pants to ensure that information provided under
the program—

(i) can be readily understood by producers,
packers, and other market participants;

(ii) reflects current marketing practices; and

(iii) is relevant and useful to producers, pack-
ers, and other market participants;

(C) analyze the price and supply information
reporting services of the Department of Agri-
culture related to cattle, swine, and lamb; and

(D) address any other issues that the Sec-
retary considers appropriate.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than March 1, 2018,
the Secretary of Agriculture shall submit to the
Committee on Agriculture of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Agriculture,
Nutrition, and Forestry of the Senate a report
containing the findings of the study conducted
under subsection (a).
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TITLE II—NATIONAL FOREST
FOUNDATION ACT REAUTHORIZATION
SEC. 201. NATIONAL FOREST FOUNDATION ACT

REAUTHORIZATION.

(a) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO PROVIDE
MATCHING FUNDS FOR ADMINISTRATIVE AND
PROJECT EXPENSES.—Section 405(b) of the Na-
tional Forest Foundation Act (16 U.S.C. 583j—
3(b)) is amended by striking “‘for a period of five
years beginning October 1, 1992’ and inserting
“during fiscal years 2016 through 2018”°.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—Sec-
tion 410(b) of the National Forest Foundation
Act (16 U.S.C. 583j-8(b)) is amended by striking
“during the five-year period’’ and all that fol-
lows through ‘31,000,000 annually’ and insert-
ing ‘‘there are authoriced to be appropriated
$3,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2016 through
2018”.

(c) TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS.—

(1) AGENT.—Section 404 of the National Forest
Foundation Act (16 U.S.C. 5837-2) is amended—

(A4) in subsection (a)(4), by inserting ‘‘notice
or”’ after “‘authorized to accept’’; and

(B) in subsection (b), by striking ‘“‘under this
paragraph’ and inserting by subsection
(@)(4)”.

(2) ANNUAL REPORT.—Section 407(b) of the Na-
tional Forest Foundation Act (16 U.S.C. 583j—
5(b)) is amended by striking the comma after
“The Foundation shall’.

TITLE ITI—UNITED STATES GRAIN
STANDARDS ACT REAUTHORIZATION
SEC. 301. REAUTHORIZATION OF UNITED STATES
GRAIN STANDARDS ACT.

(a) OFFICIAL INSPECTION AND WEIGHING RE-
QUIREMENTS.—

(1) DISCRETIONARY WAIVER AUTHORITY.—Sec-
tion 5(a)(1) of the United States Grain Stand-
ards Act (7 U.S.C. 77(a)(1)) is amended in the
first proviso by striking ‘“‘may waive the fore-
going requirement in emergency or other cir-
cumstances which would not impair the objec-
tives of this Act” and inserting ‘‘shall waive the
foregoing requirement in emergency or other cir-
cumstances that would not impair the objectives
of this Act whenever the parties to a contract
for such shipment mutually agree to the waiver
and documentation of such agreement is pro-
vided to the Secretary prior to shipment’.

(2) WEIGHING REQUIREMENTS AT EXPORT ELE-
VATORS.—Section 5(a)(2) of the United States
Grain Standards Act (7 U.S.C. 77(a)(2)) is
amended n the DProviso by striking
“intracompany shipments of grain into an ex-
port elevator by any mode of transportation,
grain transferred into an export elevator by
transportation modes other than barge,”” and in-
serting ‘‘shipments of grain into an export ele-
vator by any mode of transportation’’.

(3) DISRUPTION IN GRAIN INSPECTION OR
WEIGHING.—Section § of the United States Grain
Standards Act (7 U.S.C. 77) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following:

‘““(d) DISRUPTION IN GRAIN INSPECTION OR
WEIGHING.—In the case of a disruption in offi-
cial grain inspections or weighings, including if
the Secretary waives the requirement for official
inspection due to an emergency under sub-
section (a)(1), the Secretary shall—

‘(1) immediately take such actions as are nec-
essary to address the disruption and resume in-
spections or weighings;

“(2) not later than 24 hours after the start of
the disruption in inspection or weighing, submit
to the Committee on Agriculture of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry of the Senate a
report that describes—

‘““(A) the disruption; and

‘““(B) any actions necessary to address the
concerns of the Secretary relating to the disrup-
tion so that inspections or weighings may re-
sume; and

“(3) once the initial report in paragraph (2)
has been made, provide daily updates until offi-
cial inspection or weighing services at the site of
disruption have resumed.’’.
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(b) OFFICIAL INSPECTION AUTHORITY AND
FUNDING.—

(1) DELEGATION OF OFFICIAL INSPECTION AU-
THORITY.—Section 7(e)(2) of the United States
Grain Standards Act (7 U.S.C. 79(e)(2)) is
amended—

(A) by striking ‘“(2) If the Secretary’ and in-
serting the following:

“(2) DELEGATION OF AUTHORITY TO STATE
AGENCIES.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary’’;

(B) in the first sentence—

(i) by striking “‘and (A)”’ and inserting ‘“‘and
@)

(ii) by striking “‘or (B)(i)”’ and inserting ‘‘or
@)A)”;

(iii) by striking ‘‘(ii)”’ and inserting ‘‘(I1)’’;
and

(iv) by striking “‘(iii)”’ and inserting ‘“‘(I1I1)’’;
and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(B) CERTIFICATION.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Every 5 years, the Secretary
shall certify that each State agency with a dele-
gation of authority is meeting the criteria de-
scribed in subsection (f)(1)(A).

““(ii)) PROCESS.—Not later than 1 year after the
date of enactment of the Agriculture Reauthor-
izations Act of 2015, the Secretary shall estab-
lish a process for certification under which the
Secretary shall—

“(I) publish in the Federal Register notice of
intent to certify a State agency and provide a
30-day period for public comment;

“(II) evaluate the public comments received
and, in accordance with paragraph (3), conduct
an investigation to determine whether the State
agency is qualified;

“(I11) make findings based on the public com-
ments received and investigation conducted; and

“(IV) publish in the Federal Register a notice
announcing whether the certification has been
granted and describing the basis on which the
Secretary made the decision.

“(C) STATE AGENCY REQUIREMENTS.—

‘(i) IN GENERAL.—If a State agency that has
been delegated authority under this paragraph
intends to temporarily discontinue official in-
spection or weighing services for any reason, ex-
cept in the case of a major disaster, the State
agency shall notify the Secretary in writing of
the intention of the State agency to do so at
least 72 hours in advance of the discontinuation
date.

““(i1) SECRETARIAL CONSIDERATION.—The Sec-
retary shall consider receipt of a notice de-
scribed in clause (i) as a factor in administering
the delegation of authority under this para-
graph.”.

(2) CONSULTATION.—Section 7(f)(1) of the
United States Grain Standards Act (7 U.S.C.
79(f)(1)) is amended—

(A) in subparagraph (A)(xi),
“and’’ at the end;

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

(C) by adding at the end the following:

“(C) the Secretary—

‘(i) periodically conducts a consultation with
the customers of the applicant, in a manner that
provides opportunity for protection of the iden-
tity of the customer if desired by the customer,
to review the performance of the applicant with
regard to the provision of official inspection
services and other requirements of this Act; and

“(ii) works with the applicant to address any
concerns identified during the consultation
process.”’.

(3) GEOGRAPHIC BOUNDARIES FOR OFFICIAL
AGENCIES.—

(A) OFFICIAL INSPECTION AUTHORITY.—Section
7(f)(2) of the United States Grain Standards Act
(7 U.S.C. 79(f)(2)) is amended by striking ‘‘the
Secretary may’’ and all that follows through the
end of the paragraph and inserting the fol-
lowing: ‘‘the Secretary shall allow a designated
official agency to cross boundary lines to carry
out inspections in another geographic area if—

by striking
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‘““(A) the current designated official agency for
that geographic area is unable to provide in-
spection services in a timely manner;

‘““(B) a person requesting inspection services in
that geographic area requests a probe inspection
on a barge-lot basis; or

“(C) the current official agency for that geo-
graphic area agrees in writing with the adjacent
official agency to waive the current geographic
area restriction at the request of the applicant
for service.”’.

(B) WEIGHING AUTHORITY.—Section 7A(i)(2) of
the United States Grain Standards Act (7 U.S.C.
79a(i)(2)) is amended by striking ‘‘the Secretary
may’’ and all that follows through the end of
the paragraph and inserting the following: ‘‘the
Secretary shall allow a designated official agen-
cy to cross boundary lines to carry out weighing
in another geographic area if—

‘““(A) the current designated official agency for
that geographic area is unable to provide weigh-
ing services in a timely manner; or

‘““(B) the current official agency for that geo-
graphic area agrees in writing with the adjacent
official agency to waive the current geographic
area restriction at the request of the applicant
for service.”’.

(4) DURATION OF DESIGNATION AUTHORITY.—
Section 7(g)(1) of the United States Grain Stand-
ards Act (7 U.S.C. 79(g)(1)) is amended by strik-
ing “triennially’’ and inserting ‘‘every 5 years’.

(5) FEES.—Section 7(j) of the United States
Grain Standards Act (7 U.S.C. 79()(1)) is
amended—

(A) by striking “‘(j)(1) The Secretary’ and in-
serting the following:

“(j) FEES.—

‘(1) INSPECTION FEES.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary’’;

(B) in paragraph (1)—

(i) the second sentence, by striking ‘‘The fees’’
and inserting the following:

‘“(B) AMOUNT OF FEES.—The fees’’;

(ii) in the third sentence, by striking ‘‘Such
fees’ and inserting the following:

‘“(C) USE OF FEES.—Fees described in this
paragraph’’; and

(iii) by adding at the end the following:

‘(D) EXPORT TONNAGE FEES.—For an official
inspection at an export facility performed by the
Secretary, the portion of the fees based on ex-
port tonnage shall be based on the rolling 5-year
average of export tonnage volumes.’’;

(C) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para-
graph (5);

(D) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol-
lowing:

‘““(4) ADJUSTMENT OF FEES.—In order to main-
tain an operating reserve of not less than 3 and
not more than 6 months, the Secretary shall ad-
just the fees described in paragraphs (1) and (2)
not less frequently than annually.”’; and

(E) in paragraph (5) (as redesignated by sub-
paragraph (C)), in the first sentence, by striking
2015 and inserting 2020°°.

(c) WEIGHING AUTHORITY.—Section 7A of the
United States Grain Standards Act (7 U.S.C.
79a) is amended—

(1) in subsection (c)(2), in the last sentence, by
striking ‘‘subsection (g) of section 7°° and insert-
ing ‘‘subsections (e) and (g) of section 7°°; and

(2) in subsection (1)—

(A) by striking ‘“‘(1)(1) The Secretary’ and in-
serting the following:

“(1) FEES.—

““(1) WEIGHING FEES.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary’’;

(B) in paragraph (1)—

(i) the second sentence, by striking ‘‘The fees”
and inserting the following:

‘““(B) AMOUNT OF FEES.—The fees’’;

(ii) in the third sentence, by striking ‘‘Such
fees’ and inserting the following:

‘““(C) USE OF FEES.—Fees described in this
paragraph’’; and

(iii) by adding at the end the following:

‘(D) EXPORT TONNAGE FEES.—For an official
weighing at an export facility performed by the
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Secretary, the portion of the fees based on ex-
port tonnage shall be based on the rolling 5-year
average of export tonnage volumes.”’’;

(C) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-
graph (4);

(D) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing:

‘““(3) ADJUSTMENT OF FEES.—In order to main-
tain an operating reserve of not less than 3 and
not more than 6 months, the Secretary shall ad-
just the fees described in paragraphs (1) and (2)
not less frequently than annually.”’; and

(E) in paragraph (4) (as redesignated by sub-
paragraph (C)), in the first sentence, by striking
2015 and inserting “2020°°.

(d) LIMITATION AND ADMINISTRATIVE AND SU-
PERVISORY CoOSTS.—Section 7D of the United
States Grain Standards Act (7 U.S.C. 79d) is
amended by striking ‘2015°° and inserting
2020,

(e) ISSUANCE OF AUTHORIZATION.—Section 8(b)
of the United States Grain Standards Act (7
U.S.C. 84(b)) is amended by striking ‘‘tri-
ennially’ and inserting ‘‘every 5 years’.

(f) APPROPRIATIONS.—Section 19 of the United
States Grain Standards Act (7 U.S.C. 87h) is
amended by striking ‘2015°° and inserting
2020,

(9) ADVISORY COMMITTEE.—Section 21(e) of
the United States Grain Standards Act (7 U.S.C.
87j(e)) is amended by striking “2015”° and insert-
ing ““2020°.

SEC. 302. REPORT ON DISRUPTION IN FEDERAL
INSPECTION OF GRAIN EXPORTS.

Not later than 180 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary of Agriculture
shall submit to the Committee on Agriculture,
Nutrition, and Forestry of the Senate, the Com-
mittee on Agriculture of the House of Represent-
atives, the Subcommittee on Agriculture, Rural
Development, Food and Drug Administration,
and Related Agencies of the Committee on Ap-
propriations of the Senate, and the Sub-
committee on Agriculture, Rural Development,
Food and Drug Administration, and Related
Agencies of the Committee on Appropriations of
the House of Representatives a report that de-
scribes—

(1) the specific factors that led to disruption
in Federal inspection of grain exports at the
Port of Vancouver in the summer of 2014;

(2) any factors that contributed to the disrup-
tion referred to in paragraph (1) that were
unique to the Port of Vancouver, including a
description of the port facility, security mneeds
and available resources for that purpose, and
any other significant factors as determined by
the Secretary; and

(3) any changes in policy that the Secretary
has implemented to ensure that a similar disrup-
tion in Federal inspection of grain exports at
the Port of Vancouver or any other location
does not occur in the future.

SEC. 303. REPORT ON POLICY BARRIERS TO
GRAIN PRODUCERS.

Not later than 180 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary of Agri-
culture, in consultation with the United States
Trade Representative, shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry
of the Senate and the Committee on Agriculture
of the House of Representatives a report that de-
scribes—

(1) the policy barriers to United States grain
producers in countries the grain of which re-
ceives official grading in the United States but
which do mot offer official grading for United
States grain or provide only the lowest designa-
tion for United States grain, including an anal-
ysis of possible inconsistencies with trade obli-
gations; and

(2) any actions the Executive Branch is taking
to remedy the policy barriers so as to put United
States grain producers on equal footing with
grain producers in countries imposing the
barriers.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
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Texas (Mr. CONAWAY) and the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. PETERSON)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Texas.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous material on the bill
under consideration.

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

There was no objection.

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

I rise in support of H.R. 2051, the Ag-
riculture Reauthorizations Act of 2015.

Mr. Speaker, on June 9, the House
passed three individual bills: the Man-
datory Price Reporting Act of 2015; the
United States Grain Standards Reau-
thorization Act of 2015; and the Na-
tional Forest Foundation Reauthoriza-
tion Act of 2015. For each of these, the
Committee on Agriculture held hear-
ings and business meetings, and the
House acted in a timely manner to en-
sure the continuation of these critical
programs.

I am proud of the fact that the House
worked its will in a bipartisan manner
following regular order throughout.
Just last week the other body worked
its will, combining these three bills
into a single bill before us.

Though modifications were made
that I do not agree with, it is impera-
tive that the House pass this legisla-
tion in advance of the authority for
price reporting and grain inspection ex-
piring on Wednesday evening. Failure
to enact this legislation today will
have devastating impacts on our Na-
tion’s meat industries and grain ex-
porters.

I urge the House to adopt this legis-
lation.

Mr. Speaker, | rise today in support of H.R.
2051, a bill to reauthorize the Mandatory Price
Reporting Act, the United States Grain Stand-
ards Act, and the National Forest Foundation
Act. Legislative language to reauthorize each
of these was introduced, reported by the
House Agriculture Committee, and passed by
the House on voice vote as standalone meas-
ures on June 10th of this year. The first two,
the Mandatory Price Reporting Act and the
Grain Standards Act authorities are set to ex-
pire in just a few days.

As passed by the House, each of these
measures enjoyed wide bipartisan support
from Members as well as support from each of
the impacted industries. Unfortunately, after
passing through the other chamber, we are
left with bill language that is somewhat less
than ideal, but at least maintains these critical
program authorities for 5 more years.

In the development of the Mandatory Price
Reporting Act and with each of its subsequent
reauthorizations, we have asked the impacted
industries to work together in a cooperative
spirit to develop their legislative proposals and
submit only those that are unanimously sup-
ported. The meat and livestock industries did
just that this past spring. Those proposals
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were reviewed in a hearing in the Sub-
committee on Livestock and Foreign Agri-
culture on April 22nd, bill language was intro-
duced in the House, a business meeting was
held, and the House unanimously passed the
bill. Unfortunately, a demand was made in the
other body that the bill be modified to remove
language of critical importance to our constitu-
ents. Thus, we have before us today a bill that
is less than what our constituents requested.
Yet if we fail to act, a program of critical im-
portance to the meat and livestock industries
would expire leaving these industries in a
quandary. It is a shame that politics must
interfere with policy on even the simplest
measures, but we must move forward.

The United States Grain Standards Act re-
authorization faced similar challenges in the
other body. As my colleagues will recall, last
summer amid an ongoing labor dispute, the
Washington State Department of Agriculture
(WSDA) discontinued mandatory grain weigh-
ing and grading services.

In statements issued at the time, WSDA ac-
knowledged that they withheld inspection serv-
ices because of their belief that the “continued
provision of inspections services appears to
have been unhelpful in leading to any foresee-
able resolution” of the labor dispute.

Instead of fulfilling their statutory obligation,
the leadership of the U.S. Department of Agri-
culture politicized this situation when the agen-
cy declined to fulfill its statutory responsibility
to resume inspection and weighing services.
Services were eventually restored, but not be-
fore significant costs accrued to all parties in-
volved.

We have worked hard to gain access to
overseas markets. We are shooting ourselves
in the foot when we cannot ship our products
to these markets because State and Federal
agencies are unable or unwilling to comply
with their obligations. To not be able to ship
our grain because there are no inspectors at
a facility does a disservice to our farmers, and
it harms our economy.

To address this situation, the House could
have been punitive. In fact, there were some
in the industry that would have preferred that.
But that is not what we were interested in
doing. We simply wanted to develop a safe-
guard mechanism to avoid this situation being
repeated. To do that, we worked with the
Washington State delegation, the Washington
State Department of Agriculture, labor unions,
industry and even the USDA. What we devel-
oped was bipartisan consensus on a workable
safeguard provision. Nevertheless, the bill as
adopted in the other body provides little safe-
guard against future abuses of discretion. |
cannot emphasize this enough—it is impera-
tive that these inspection and weighing serv-
ices are provided in a reliable, uninterrupted,
consistent and cost-effective manner. To en-
sure that we fulfill this obligation, we must
learn the lessons of history or it is doomed to
repeat itself.

To this end, the Secretary of Agriculture is
instructed to take prompt action to provide for
restoration of official grain inspection service
as soon as he receives notice or otherwise
learns about the impending disruption from a
delegated State agency. In this regard, as a
way of not allowing the Secretary to sit on his
hands after learning that a disruption in official
service was imminent, the Secretary is re-
quired to:
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1. Immediately take such actions as are
necessary to address the disruption and re-
sume inspection and weighing services; and

2. Not later than 24 hours after receiving no-
tice or otherwise learning of the impending
disruption of such inspection or weighing, or
after the start of such disruption in official
service, whichever is earlier, submit to the
Committee on Agriculture of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition and Forestry of the Senate a
report that describes the disruptions and any
actions necessary to address the concerns of
the Secretary relating to the disruption so that
insgections or weighings may resume.

n a positive note, another critical element
of the House bill was retained wherein the
Secretary will be obligated to waive official
weighing and inspection requirements in both
cases of emergency as well as other cir-
cumstances as long as the waiver does not
impair the underlying objectives of the statute
and the buyers and sellers agree and provide
documentation of the agreement to the Sec-
retary. This waiver requirement is intended to
provide certainty to trading partners as well as
U.S. suppliers. . )

Since its charter in 1993, the National For-
est Foundation provides the ability to leverage
private and federal dollars to support our Na-
tion’s great forests in a variety of ways. In re-
cent years, the Foundation has leveraged
funds at over a 4 to 1 ratio and plans to con-
tinue on this success to raise at least $125
million for forest restoration activities. Simply
put, the National Forest Foundation works,
and this is a common-sense reauthorization.

While | recognize that concessions were
made resulting in less than ideal bill text, at
the end of the day, H.R. 2051 provides cer-
tainty to American agriculture, and | would

ur%e my colleagues to supportit.
reserve the balance of my time.
Mr. PETERSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support
of H.R. 2051. This bipartisan legislation
reauthorizes the Mandatory Price Re-
porting Act, the National Forest Foun-
dation Act, and the U.S. Grain Stand-
ards Act. This bill continues the tradi-
tion of bipartisan, bicameral work done

by the Agriculture Committees.
Important livestock price reporting
programs will be continued under the
bill’s mandatory price reporting provi-
sions. Producers rely on access to
transparent, accurate, and timely mar-
ket information, and H.R. 2051 will pro-

vide that certainty.
The National Forest Foundation Act

is the type of public-private collabora-
tion we should all be able to support,
giving private groups and stakeholders
a chance to help in the stewardship and
management of our national forests
and grasslands. H.R. 2051 will ensure
that this partnership can continue.
Finally, the U.S. Grain Standards
Reauthorization Act will allow the
Federal Grain Inspection Service to
continue official weighing and inspec-
tion services. Both grain buyers and
sellers rely on a gold standard quality
assurance, backed by the Federal Gov-
ernment, when conducting business.
Again, this is good, commonsense
legislation, a bipartisan bill. I urge my
colleagues to vote ‘‘yes.”
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. CONAWAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield

myself such time as I may consume.
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Mr. Speaker, I also want to thank my
colleague, my ranking member, COLLIN
PETERSON. Throughout this work, he
and all the Members on both sides of
the aisle of the committee worked well
together. It is a tribute to the way bi-
partisan work ought to be done in the
House, and I am proud of the work the
Agriculture Committee has done.

I urge Members to join me in support
of this bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. CON-
AWAY) that the House suspend the rules
and concur in the Senate amendment
to the bill, H.R. 2051.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the Senate
amendment was concurred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 28 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

O 1830
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mrs. BLACK) at 6 o’clock and
30 minutes p.m.

——

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF
H.R. 3495, WOMEN’S PUBLIC
HEALTH AND SAFETY ACT, AND
WAIVING A REQUIREMENT OF
CLAUSE 6(a) OF RULE XIII WITH
RESPECT TO CONSIDERATION OF
CERTAIN RESOLUTIONS RE-
PORTED FROM THE COMMITTEE
ON RULES

Ms. FOXX, from the Committee on
Rules, submitted a privileged report
(Rept. No. 114-269) on the resolution (H.
Res. 444) providing for consideration of
the bill (H.R. 3495) to amend title XIX
of the Social Security Act to allow for
greater State flexibility with respect
to excluding providers who are in-
volved in abortions, and waiving a re-
quirement of clause 6(a) of rule XIII
with respect to consideration of certain
resolutions, which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered to be
printed.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on motions to suspend the
rules previously postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

H.R. 2835, by the yeas and nays;

H.R. 2786, by the yeas and nays.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. The second
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electronic vote will be conducted as a
5-minute vote.

————

BORDER JOBS FOR VETERANS ACT
OF 2015

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 2835) to actively recruit mem-
bers of the Armed Forces who are sepa-
rating from military service to serve as
Customs and Border Protection offi-
cers, as amended, on which the yeas
and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Arizona (Ms.
McSALLY) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, as amended.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 410, nays 0,
not voting 24, as follows:

[Roll No. 519]

YEAS—410

Abraham Clarke (NY) Fitzpatrick
Adams Clawson (FL) Fleischmann
Aderholt Clay Fleming
Aguilar Clyburn Flores
Allen Coffman Forbes
Amash Cohen Fortenberry
Amodei Cole Foster
Ashford Collins (GA) Foxx
Babin Collins (NY) Frankel (FL)
Barletta Comstock Franks (AZ)
Barr Conaway Frelinghuysen
Barton Connolly Fudge
Bass Cook Gabbard
Beatty Cooper Gallego
Becerra Costa Garamendi
Benishek Costello (PA) Garrett
Bera Courtney Gibbs
Beyer Cramer Gibson
Bilirakis Crawford Gohmert
Bishop (GA) Crenshaw Goodlatte
Bishop (MI) Crowley Gosar
Bishop (UT) Cuellar Gowdy
Black Culberson Graham
Blackburn Cummings Granger
Blum Curbelo (FL) Graves (GA)
Bonamici Davis (CA) Graves (LA)
Bost Davis, Danny Graves (MO)
Boustany Davis, Rodney Grayson
Boyle, Brendan DeFazio Green, Gene

F. DeGette Griffith
Brady (PA) Delaney Grijalva
Brady (TX) DeLauro Grothman
Brat DelBene Guinta
Brooks (AL) Denham Guthrie
Brooks (IN) Dent Hahn
Brown (FL) DeSantis Hanna
Brownley (CA) DeSaulnier Hardy
Buchanan DesJarlais Harper
Buck Diaz-Balart Harris
Bucshon Dingell Hastings
Burgess Doggett Heck (NV)
Bustos Dold Heck (WA)
Butterfield Donovan Hensarling
Byrne Doyle, Michael Herrera Beutler
Calvert F. Hice, Jody B.
Capps Duckworth Higgins
Capuano Duffy Hill
Cardenas Duncan (SC) Himes
Carney Duncan (TN) Hinojosa
Carson (IN) Edwards Holding
Carter (GA) Ellison Honda
Carter (TX) Ellmers (NC) Hoyer
Cartwright Emmer (MN) Huelskamp
Castor (FL) Engel Huffman
Castro (TX) Eshoo Huizenga (MI)
Chabot BEsty Hultgren
Chaffetz Farenthold Hunter
Chu, Judy Farr Hurd (TX)
Cicilline Fattah Hurt (VA)
Clark (MA) Fincher Israel
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Issa
Jackson Lee
Jeffries
Jenkins (KS)
Jenkins (WV)
Johnson (GA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson, E. B.
Johnson, Sam
Jolly
Jones
Jordan
Joyce
Kaptur
Katko
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Knight
Kuster
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latta
Lawrence
Levin
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lummis
Lynch
MacArthur
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Marchant
Marino
Massie
Matsui
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClintock
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Meeks

Blumenauer
Bridenstine
Cleaver
Conyers
Deutch
Green, Al
Gutiérrez
Hartzler

Messer
Mica
Miller (MI)
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Moore
Moulton
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neugebauer
Newhouse
Noem
Nolan
Norcross
Nugent
Nunes
O’Rourke
Palazzo
Pallone
Palmer
Pascrell
Paulsen
Pearce
Pelosi
Perry
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pittenger
Pitts
Pocan
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Polis
Pompeo
Posey
Price (NC)
Price, Tom
Quigley
Rangel
Ratcliffe
Reed
Renacci
Ribble
Rice (NY)
Rice (SC)
Rigell
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rokita
Rooney (FL)
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Russell
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanford
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrader
Schweikert
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Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sewell (AL)
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Speier
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Stutzman
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
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Welch
Wenstrup
Westerman
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (FL)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Young (IN)
Zeldin
Zinke

NOT VOTING—24

Hudson
Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kirkpatrick
Lee

Meng
Miller (FL)
Olson

[ 1855

Payne
Perlmutter
Reichert
Richmond
Rohrabacher
Rush

Sanchez, Loretta
Yarmuth

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill, as amended, was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

—————

CROSS-BORDER RAIL SECURITY
ACT OF 2015

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 2786) to require the Commis-
sioner of U.S. Customs and Border Pro-
tection to submit a report on cross-bor-
der rail security, and for other pur-
poses, on which the yeas and nays were
ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Arizona (Ms.
McSALLY) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill.

This is a b-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 412, nays 0,
not voting 22, as follows:

[Roll No. 520]

YEAS—412

Abraham Clyburn Foster
Adams Coffman Foxx
Aderholt Cohen Franks (AZ)
Aguilar Cole Frelinghuysen
Allen Collins (GA) Fudge
Amash Collins (NY) Gabbard
Amodei Comstock Gallego
Ashford Conaway Garamendi
Babin Connolly Garrett
Barletta Conyers Gibbs
Barr Cook Gibson
Barton Cooper Gohmert
Bass Costa Goodlatte
Beatty Costello (PA) Gosar
Becerra, Courtney Gowdy
Benishek Cramer Graham
Bera Crawford Granger
Beyer Crenshaw Graves (GA)
Bilirakis Crowley Graves (LA)
Bishop (GA) Cuellar Graves (MO)
Bishop (MI) Culberson Grayson
Bishop (UT) Cummings Green, Gene
Black Curbelo (FL) Griffith
Blackburn Davis (CA) Grijalva
Blum Davis, Danny Grothman
Bonamici Davis, Rodney Guinta
Bost DeFazio Guthrie
Boustany DeGette Hahn
Boyle, Brendan Delaney Hanna

F. DeLauro Hardy
Brady (PA) DelBene Harper
Brady (TX) Denham Harris
Brat Dent Hastings
Bridenstine DeSantis Heck (NV)
Brooks (AL) DeSaulnier Heck (WA)
Brooks (IN) DesJarlais Hensarling
Brown (FL) Diaz-Balart Herrera Beutler
Brownley (CA) Dingell Hice, Jody B.
Buchanan Doggett Higgins
Buck Dold Hill
Bucshon Donovan Himes
Burgess Doyle, Michael Hinojosa
Bustos F. Holding
Butterfield Duckworth Honda
Byrne Duffy Hoyer
Calvert Duncan (SC) Huelskamp
Capps Duncan (TN) Huffman
Capuano Edwards Huizenga (MI)
Cardenas Ellison Hultgren
Carney Ellmers (NC) Hunter
Carson (IN) Emmer (MN) Hurd (TX)
Carter (GA) Engel Hurt (VA)
Carter (TX) Eshoo Israel
Cartwright Esty Issa
Castor (FL) Farenthold Jackson Lee
Castro (TX) Farr Jeffries
Chabot Fattah Jenkins (KS)
Chaffetz Fincher Jenkins (WV)
Chu, Judy Fitzpatrick Johnson (GA)
Cicilline Fleischmann Johnson (OH)
Clark (MA) Fleming Johnson, E. B.
Clarke (NY) Flores Johnson, Sam
Clawson (FL) Forbes Jolly
Clay Fortenberry Jones

Jordan
Joyce
Kaptur
Katko
Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kennedy
Kildee
Kilmer
Kind
King (IA)
King (NY)
Kinzinger (IL)
Kline
Knight
Kuster
Labrador
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Lance
Langevin
Larsen (WA)
Larson (CT)
Latta
Lawrence
Levin
Lewis
Lieu, Ted
Lipinski
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Long
Loudermilk
Love
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lummis
Lynch
MacArthur
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Marchant
Marino
Massie
Matsui
McCarthy
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
McSally
Meadows
Meehan
Meeks
Messer
Mica
Miller (MI)
Moolenaar
Mooney (WV)
Moore
Moulton

Blumenauer
Cleaver
Deutch
Frankel (FL)
Green, Al
Gutiérrez
Hartzler
Hudson

Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neugebauer
Newhouse
Noem
Nolan
Norcross
Nugent
Nunes
O’Rourke
Palazzo
Pallone
Palmer
Pascrell
Paulsen
Pearce
Pelosi
Perlmutter
Perry
Peters
Peterson
Pingree
Pittenger
Pitts
Pocan
Poe (TX)
Poliquin
Polis
Pompeo
Posey
Price (NC)
Price, Tom
Quigley
Rangel
Ratcliffe
Reed
Renacci
Ribble
Rice (NY)
Rice (SC)
Rigell
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rokita
Rooney (FL)
Ros-Lehtinen
Roskam
Ross
Rothfus
Rouzer
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Russell
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanford
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schrader
Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin

Keating
Kelly (IL)
Kirkpatrick
Lee

Meng
Miller (FL)
Olson
Payne

0 1904
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Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sewell (AL)
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Speier
Stefanik
Stewart
Stivers
Stutzman
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
Walorski
Walters, Mimi
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters, Maxine
Watson Coleman
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Welch
Wenstrup
Westerman
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (FL)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Womack
Woodall
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IA)
Young (IN)
Zeldin
Zinke

NOT VOTING—22

Reichert
Richmond
Rohrabacher
Rush

Sanchez, Loretta
Yarmuth

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, due
to unforeseen circumstances, | missed the fol-
lowing votes: H.R. 2835—Border Jobs for Vet-
erans Act of 2015, as amended. Had | been
present, | would have voted “yes” on this bill.
H.R. 2786—Cross Border Rail Security Act of
2015. Had | been present, | would have voted
“yes” on this bill.
PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Mr. MILLER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, | at-
tended the funeral of Deputy William B. “Bill”
Myers, a law enforcement officer in my district
who was killed in the line of duty, and |
missed the following rollcall votes: Nos. 519
and 520, today, September 28, 2015. If
present | would have voted: rollcall vote No.
519—H.R. 2835—Border Jobs for Veterans
Act of 2015, as amended, “aye”; and rollcall
vote No. 520—H.R. 2786—Cross-Border Rail
Security Act of 2015, “aye.”
PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, | was un-
avoidably absent in the House Chamber for
votes on Monday, September 28, 2015. |
would like the record to show that, had | been
present, | would have voted “yea” on rollcall
votes 519 and 520.

———
RICKY’S WHEELS

(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, I rise today in honor of a
nonprofit organization in my district
that is providing a valuable service to
the region.

The organization, Ricky’s Wheels, is
dedicated to providing electric wheel-
chairs to those in need.

Rick Worthy and his wife, Diane, cre-
ated Ricky’s Wheels after the death of
their son Ricky in 2009, following a
brief battle with melanoma.

After donating Ricky’s wheelchair to
a local couple, Rick and Diane noticed
a need across their community, espe-
cially since Medicare will not pay for a
chair once someone is accepted into
hospice.

Since its founding 6 years ago,
Ricky’s Wheels has grown from a few
donated electric wheelchairs in the
Worthys’ garage to a warehouse filled
with mobility assistance devices, along
with push chairs, walkers, and baby
strollers.

Mr. Speaker, Ricky’s Wheels recently
was named a local Jefferson Award re-
cipient, after being nominated by the
local television station, WJAC. This
award, which was created by the Amer-
ican Institute for Public Service, hon-
ors ordinary people who do extraor-
dinary things without expectation of
recognition.

Mr. Speaker, I believe that Rick and
Diane are more than worthy of recogni-
tion for their efforts.

———
JEB BUSH SHOULD CONSIDER THE

POPE’S CALL TO PRESERVE OUR

ENVIRONMENT

(Mr. FOSTER 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. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, many of
my colleagues on the other side of the
aisle have continually reminded us
that they are not scientists. We have
also heard this from several of the Re-
publican candidates seeking our Na-
tion’s hig