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from New Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN)
were added as cosponsors of S. 1883, a
bill to maximize discovery, and accel-
erate development and availability, of

promising childhood cancer treat-
ments, and for other purposes.
S. 1926

At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the
names of the Senator from Maryland
(Mr. CARDIN) and the Senator from
North Dakota (Ms. HEITKAMP) were
added as cosponsors of S. 1926, a bill to
ensure access to screening mammog-
raphy services.

S. 1937

At the request of Mr. UDALL, the
name of the Senator from Montana
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 1937, a bill to amend the Richard
B. Russell National School Lunch Act
and the Child Nutrition Act of 1966 to
improve nutrition in tribal areas, and
for other purposes.

S. 1965

At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the
names of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania (Mr. CASEY) and the Senator
from Oklahoma (Mr. LANKFORD) were
added as cosponsors of S. 1965, a bill to
place restrictions on the use of solitary
confinement for juveniles in Federal
custody.

S. 1977

At the request of Mrs. BOXER, the
name of the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1977, a bill to provide fam-
ily members and close associates of an
individual who they fear is a danger to
himself, herself, or others new tools to
prevent gun violence.

S. 1992

At the request of Mr. ROUNDS, the
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr.
ROBERTS) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 1992, a bill to amend chapter 44 of
title 18, United States Code, to provide
that a member of the Armed Forces
and the spouse of that member shall
have the same rights regarding the re-
ceipt of firearms at the location of any
duty station of the member.

S. RES. 143

At the request of Mr. SCHATZ, the
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr.
WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor of S.
Res. 143, a resolution supporting efforts
to ensure that students have access to
debt-free higher education.

S. RES. 217

At the request of Mr. BLUMENTHAL,
the name of the Senator from Delaware
(Mr. CooNs) was added as a cosponsor
of S. Res. 217, a resolution designating
October 8, 2015, as ‘‘National Hydrogen
and Fuel Cell Day”’.

S. RES. 242

At the request of Ms. MIKULSKI, the
names of the Senator from Washington
(Ms. CANTWELL), the Senator from Ne-
braska (Mrs. FISCHER), the Senator
from New Hampshire (Mrs. SHAHEEN),
the Senator from Massachusetts (Ms.
WARREN), the Senator from New York
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND), the Senator from
Missouri (Mrs. McCASKILL), the Sen-
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ator from Michigan (Ms. STABENOW),
the Senator from West Virginia (Mrs.
CAPITO) and the Senator from Iowa
(Mrs. ERNST) were added as cosponsors
of S. Res. 242, a resolution celebrating
25 years of success from the Office of
Research on Women’s Health at the
National Institutes of Health.

———

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself
and Mrs. BOXER):

S. 2013. A bill to authorize the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs to enter into
certain leases at the Department of
Veterans Affairs West Los Angeles
Campus in Los Angeles, California, and
for other purposes; to the Committee
on Veterans’ Affairs.

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I
rise today to introduce legislation to
facilitate additional housing and serv-
ices for Southern California’s veterans.
It would allow the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs to leverage the resources
of local governments and non-profits to
build supportive housing for veterans
at the West Los Angeles VA Medical
Center Campus. My colleague Senator
BARBARA BOXER is a cosponsor of this
bill. Congressman TED LIEU is intro-
ducing companion legislation in the
House of Representatives.

The Department of Veterans Affairs,
Mayor of Los Angeles and Los Angeles
County Board of Supervisors all sup-
port this legislation.

Los Angeles has the largest con-
centration of homeless veterans in the
United States, currently estimated to
be 4,300. These are brave men and
women who served our nation with
honor, and I believe it is our duty to
ensure they have access to housing and
the clinical services of the Greater Los
Angeles VA Health System.

This legislation would provide two
authorities to the department. First, it
would allow the West Los Angeles VA
to use enhanced-use leases to engage in
public-private partnerships to provide
supportive housing for veterans. En-
hanced-use leases allow the depart-
ment to leverage private or local fund-
ing and partners to construct new
housing on the campus. For example,
California passed a bond measure in
2014 that provides $600 million in fund-
ing for the construction of supportive
veteran housing. I want to note that
this enhanced-use leasing authority is
the same authority that the depart-
ment has for every other VA campus in
the nation.

Second, my bill would allow the West
Los Angeles campus to enter into out-
leases to provide critical services to
veterans housed on the campus, rang-
ing from education to recreation. Serv-
ices must be provided to create a
healthy and sustainable community for
veterans. Veterans housed on the cam-
pus will need access to mental health
care options, job training, and physical
recreation. These services can be pro-
vided by community partners leasing
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property on the campus, such as the
University of California—Los Angeles.

I would like to make you aware of
the long history of the West Los Ange-
les VA campus. This campus is approxi-
mately 400 acres and is located at the
intersection of Wilshire Boulevard and
Interstate 405. The land was deeded to
the Federal government by former Sen-
ator John P. Jones, for use exclusively
as a ‘‘soldier’s home.”” The beautiful
campus has numerous historic build-
ings, including a church.

In 2007, I included language in an ap-
propriations bill to prohibit the ability
of the Department of Veterans Affairs
to lease or sale any property on the
West Los Angeles Campus, due to re-
ports of mismanagement and inappro-
priate leasing of VA property to com-
mercial entities. In several cases, these
commercial entities had nothing to do
with serving veterans.

After the ban was signed into law,
questionable practices continued
through land-sharing agreements. This
led to the American Civil Liberties
Union, ACLU, of Southern California
filing a lawsuit against the department
in 2011 over its mismanagement of the
campus.

In a large part due to our new Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs, Robert A.
McDonald, the department reached a
settlement with the ACLU earlier this
year to return the campus to its origi-
nal purpose to serve veterans. The
ACLU and the department are working
to create a new Master Plan for the
campus that includes community
input, which I expect will include a
focus on ending veteran homelessness
in Los Angeles. My legislation will pro-
vide the department with the tools it
needs to get veterans off the streets
and ensure the West Los Angeles cam-
pus truly serves the veterans of Los
Angeles.

This legislation contains important
oversight provisions to ensure the
management mistakes of the past are
not repeated.

First, it maintains a restriction put
in place in 2007 that prohibits any part
of the West Los Angeles campus from
being sold, transferred, or otherwise
disposed of.

Second, it requires the VA to report
to Congress 45 days before entering
into any lease, and to provide an an-
nual evaluation of all land-use and
leases on the campus.

Third, it requires regular audits by
the Office of the Inspector General,
OIG, and restricts the VA from enter-
ing into any new leases if the OIG finds
any violation of Federal law or policy,
or gross mismanagement of the cam-
pus. The VA would have to certify to
Congress that it addressed any issues
found by the OIG before entering into
new leases on the campus.

Finally, the legislation requires all
land-use, including leases, to be con-
sistent with the new Master Plan that
is agreed upon for the campus. It also
requires all leases to principally ben-
efit veterans.
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I believe these oversight provisions
will ensure that the historic mis-
management of the West Los Angeles
campus will not recur.

Let me conclude by saying that Con-
gress must meet its responsibility to
care for the veterans who have fought
for our Nation’s freedom and security.
It would be a shame to leave private re-
sources untapped in a city where 4,300
veterans are currently homeless. I hope
all of my colleagues will support enact-
ing this legislation as quickly as pos-
sible.

By Ms. MURKOWSKI:

S. 2017. A bill to amend the Alaska
Native Claims Settlement Act to rec-
ognize Alexander Creek, Alaska, as a
Native village, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President,
today I introduce legislation, already
pending in the House of Representa-
tives, where it was first introduced in
2009, 2011, and 2013 by Alaska Congress-
man DON YOUNG to finally settle a
long-standing injustice to the Native
residents of Alexander Creek, a Native
village built along the creek that runs
into the Susitna River near its en-
trance to Cook Inlet, north of Anchor-
age and southwest of Wasilla, AK.

The story of Alexander Creek’s Alas-
ka Natives is a sad story, in that it is
a story of Natives whose village hap-
pened to be located at the site of one of
the State’s prime salmon fishing loca-
tions, a site that may have prompted
efforts by some to deliberately prevent
the village from rightfully gaining the
lands it was entitled to receive under
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement
Act, ANCSA, passed by this Congress in
1971.

It is especially sad since the villagers
succeeded in the Federal courts in win-
ning confirmation of their status as a
village under ANCSA nearly four dec-
ades ago but because of decades of mis-
takes and misunderstandings, still
have received only about 10 percent of
the land village residents are entitled
to receive.

The legislation I am introducing
today would give the Secretary of the
Interior the authority to enter into ne-
gotiations to settle aboriginal land
claims with Alexander Creek, after
conferring village instead of group sta-
tus on the community. It gives the
Secretary wide latitude to find a just,
environmentally acceptable, and eco-
nomically reasonable means to bring
Alexander Creek to ‘‘approximate par-
ity”’ to the other more than 210 villages
that were established by the 1971 law
that settled all aboriginal lands claims
in Alaska.

Alexander Creek, whose Native name
is Tuqgentnu, traditionally was a
healthy Native village with abundant
resources, whose residents lived off fish
traps located near the mouth of the
Susitna River year round. While its
population suffered as a result of
whooping cough, measles, and influ-
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enza epidemics in the early 1900s
caused by the influx of the non-Native
population into upper Cook Inlet—the
village being literally decimated by the
1918 epidemic—by 1939 the village had
been reoccupied by Native families.
When the Alaska Native Claims Settle-
ment Act passed in December 1971,
there were 37 residents of the village,
12 more than the 25 needed to be enti-
tled to form a village corporation
under the act and to be entitled to re-
ceive 69,120 acres around the core town-
ships of the village.

The Bureau of Indian Affairs in 1971
made that determination. But the vil-
lage had the misfortunate of being lo-
cated in a prime salmon fishing area
that was sought by the State of Alaska
at the time of statehood in 1959 and
that was later conveyed by the State
to the then new Matanuska-Susitna
Borough at the time of its creation in
the early 1960s. Thus there was opposi-
tion to Alexander Creek being allowed
to claim its lands. The State, in fact,
protested its eligibility for land under
ANCSA. A hearing was held before an
administrative law judge on July 11,
1974, but oddly the hearing was not
widely noticed and a number of village
residents were specifically not told of
the hearing, so they were not in at-
tendance. When the appeals board re-
leased its decision on November 1, 1974,
the board ruled that the village only
contained 22 residents—3 short of the
required number for creation—simply
because 5 other families and their chil-
dren had not appeared at or testified at
the hearing.

The board’s decision was appealed to
U.S. district court that reversed the
appeals board’s decision on November
14, 1975, ordering the reinstatement of
Alexander Creek’s ANCSA eligibility.
While that decision was appealed by
the State of Alaska, the lower court
decision was upheld by the DC Circuit
Court of Appeals on August 29, 1976,
which ordered that the case be re-
manded back to the Secretary of the
Interior for further proceedings. But
since all of the land around Alexander
Creek had already been conveyed to
the State and to the Mat-Su Borough,
the village was required to join other
Cook Inlet region villages in selecting
“deficiency lands’ near Lake Clark to
the southwest of the region. But the
creation of the Lake Clark National
Monument in 1978, prior to passage of
the Alaska National Interest Lands
Conservation Act in 1980, further com-
plicated the land selection issue for the
village.

Alexander Creek villagers, who could
not afford independent legal counsel
following the 1976 district court and
court of appeals rulings, did not imme-
diately pursue their claims to full vil-
lage status and apparently did not un-
derstand the complexities of the Lake
Clark land conveyance decisions.
Somehow, they instead were convinced
to sign an agreement with Cook Inlet
Region, Inc., the regional corporation
for the area, and the Interior Depart-
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ment in December 1979, where the vil-
lage dropped its claim to be a village in
exchange for receiving ‘‘group’ status
under the ANCSA, and also in return
for being guaranteed 7,680 acres of land,
some of which was to come from the
State of Alaska and or the borough.
While the State did provide the village
with 1,686 acres, no borough or Federal
land was conveyed to complete the
7,680-acre ‘‘group’” agreement reached
in 1979 until just recently.

It wasn’t until the next generation of
Native leaders arrived in the village
that they realized that Alexander
Creek never received the lands it
should have received.

Over the past decade residents of the
village have been seeking to have the
original court of appeals decision af-
firmed and implemented. Over the
years they have been gaining support
for their efforts. First, BIA Alaska Re-
gion Field Representative Charles F.
Bunch concluded after ‘‘a thorough as-
sessment’” that the BIA’s original de-
termination was correct and that Alex-
ander Creek ‘‘met the requirement’’ for
village eligibility and that the land
conveyances should have been imple-
mented. Recently the Alexander Creek
village leaders have received support
from the Alaska Federation of Natives,
Cook Inlet Region, Inc., CIRI, the
State of Alaska and the Matanuska-
Susitna Borough, all agreeing that the
village should receive its full lands
promised under ANCSA—plus from a
host of other groups.

So this legislation will reinstate

Alexander Creek’s eligibility, over-
riding the 1979 ‘‘group’ agreement,
reached wunder section 1432(d) of

ANCSA, and giving the village the
right to negotiate a fair settlement
with the Interior Department. Under
the act the Secretary is free, at his sole
discretion, to propose what assets are
to be provided Alexander Creek to cap-
italize the corporation, not setting any
predetermined amount of land, cash,
surplus Federal property or other as-
sistance. The bill does hold the re-
gional corporation for the area, Cook
Inlet Region, Inc. harmless from any
impacts of the village corporation’s
creation.

The Alexander Creek case represents
a sad chapter in the story of the settle-
ment of Native aboriginal land claims
in Alaska. It is a story of Native land
owners being actively discouraged from
selecting their traditional lands, of
being deliberatively misinformed about
land selection processes so they would
not qualify for their lands, of being
pressured to accept inferior com-
promises so they would gain less land,
and of then being ignored for far too
long when it came time to consummate
the inferior deal they were encouraged
to accept. It clearly is time this Con-
gress rewrites that chapter and allows
it to have a happier ending.

By Ms. MURKOWSKI:
S. 2018. A bill to convey, without con-
sideration, the reversionary interests
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of the United States in and to certain
non-Federal land in Glennallen, Alas-
ka; to the Committee on Energy and
Natural Resources.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President,
today I introduce legislation to aid an
Alaska higher educational institution
obtain title to property it no longer
needs, and that the Federal Govern-
ment clearly no longer wants. I rise to
introduce legislation to clear the title
to a 210-acre parcel in Glennallen, AK,
so that the land can be put to more
productive uses in the future.

Back in 1926 the Central Alaska Mis-
sion began operations in Glennallen. In
1954 it received a Federal land grant
from Congress, modified in 1959, and re-
ceived 210 acres in ‘‘downtown”
Glennallen—the current site of the hos-
pital and radio station and former site
of the Alaska Bible College. In 1961 it
actually opened the Bible College on 80
acres of the tract, the site apparently
having about 64 separate buildings
erected on it. The 1959 land grant, like
many in first the Territory of Alaska
and later the State of Alaska, had a
clause that should the property no
longer be used for religious/public pur-
poses that it would revert to the fed-
eral government. The Bible College, be-
cause of a lack of students in
Glennallen, moved into the
Matanuska-Susitna Borough, to Palm-
er, AK, last decade. Now it wishes to be
able to sell the property to be rid of the
maintenance costs on the facilities.

The problem is that there apparently
are no non-profits or few businesses in
Glennallen that can afford to pay the
officially appraised value for the prop-
erties. The parent of the Bible College
3 years ago asked the Federal Bureau
of Land Management, BLM, adminis-
tratively to start a process where it
would decide the value of the prop-
erties and what it would have to pay
the government to buy out the value of
the ‘‘reversionary clause’ so it could
obtain clear title to sell the properties
for whatever amount it could get. That
appraisal was conducted mutually and
came back late last year that the 210-
acres, minus a sewage lagoon on the
property that has no sales value, is
worth $210,000. The college says the col-
lege can’t afford that amount to buy
out the value of the reversionary
clause—because regardless of the ap-
praisal, there 1is no entity in
Glennallen that can afford to pay any-
where near that amount for the prop-
erties given the level of economic ac-
tivity at present in the upper Copper
River Valley in Alaska.

The college is arguing, correctly,
that the Federal Government is wrong
in setting the value of the reversionary
clause as the full appraised value of the
property for tax purposes. If willing
sellers can’t be found who can afford to
pay the ‘“‘appraised’ value of the prop-
erty, then obviously the appraisal proc-
ess is faulty. Secondly, the college is
arguing that it has fully met the goal
of Congress in 1959 that the land be
used for the public purpose of operating
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an educational institution. For more
than 40 years the property was used by
Alaska Bible College, the college only
moving into a more urban part of Alas-
ka when student levels proved insuffi-
cient to support the school. Clearly it
makes no sense for the reversionary
clause to remain in effect in perpetuity
when land use patterns have changed.
Third, the Federal Government does
not need the land for any federal pur-
pose. The land, not located in an urban
setting in the small town of
Glennallen, population, 491, is not suit-
ed for a park. The land is not needed
for any Federal facility given its loca-
tion in sparsely populated east central
Alaska. Being inside the Glennallen
city limits, the land can not be allowed
to revert to a natural vegetative state
under the town’s ordinances. It simply
makes good sense for the land to be
sold for economic purposes so it can
generate more revenues for the town’s
tax rolls. Given the real estate market
in Glennallen, the Federal Government
will lose far more money than it will
make if it has to tear down the un-
wanted buildings in order to sell the
property, or maintain them until an-
other purpose for the structures can be
found, at the current appraised tax val-
ues of the properties.

In each case, reversion of the lands to
the Federal Government would result
in Federal ownership of tracts
unneeded for Federal purposes, but
lands that would produce greater con-
veyance and management costs to the
Federal treasury than are likely to be
recovered through fair market sales.
There is just no public policy purpose
in the 21st century not to permit these
very limited Federal reversion
extinguishments, especially since the
land did meet the purpose of the rever-
sionary clause for more than four dec-
ades.

Passage of this act would cost the
Federal Government nothing, but
would aid the citizens of Glennallen by
allowing the lands to be put to a better
use, hopefully adding to the city’s
economy and perhaps increasing its fu-
ture tax revenues. I hope this bill will
be able to advance and become law
within the 114th Congress.

———

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION  249—HON-
ORING THE RED LAND LITTLE
LEAGUE TEAM OF LEWISBERRY,
PENNSYLVANIA FOR THE PER-
FORMANCE OF THE TEAM IN
THE 2015 LITTLE LEAGUE WORLD
SERIES

Mr. CASEY (for himself and Mr.
TOOMEY) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary:

S. RES. 249

Whereas on Saturday, August 29, 2015, the
Red Land Little League team won the
United States championship at the Little
League Baseball World Series, defeating a
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versatile and dynamic team from Pearland,
Texas with a walk-off hit in the bottom of
the sixth inning to win 3-2;

Whereas on Sunday, August 30, 2015, the
Red Land Little League team competed
against the Kitasuna Little League team
from Tokyo, Japan in the 69th Annual Little
League World Series championship and set
the record for the most runs scored in the
first inning with 10 runs;

Whereas the Red Land Little League is the
first York County team to win a national
Little League championship and the first
team from Pennsylvania to win the national
Little League championship since 1990;

Whereas the Red Land Little League team
is comprised of: Camden Walter, Braden
Kolmansberger, Dylan Rodenhaber, Adam
Cramer, Jaden Henline, Chayton Krauss,
Kaden Peifer, Cole Wagner, Zack Sooy, Jake
Cubbler, Jarrett Wisman, Bailey Wirt, and
Ethan Phillips;

Whereas the Red Land Little League team
is managed by Tom Peifer and coached by
J.K. Kolmansberger and Bret Wagner, among
others; and

Whereas the Red Land Little League team
has brought tremendous excitement, pride,
and honor to the city of Lewisberry, the
county of York, the Commonwealth of Penn-
sylvania, and the United States: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) congratulates and honors the Red Land
Little League team and its loyal fans, affec-
tionately known as the ‘“Red Sea’, on the
performance of the team at the 69th Little
League World Series championship;

(2) recognizes and commends the hard
work, dedication, determination, and com-
mitment to excellence of the members, par-
ents, families, coaches, and managers of the
team; and

(3) recognizes and commends the people of
Lewisberry, Pennsylvania and the sur-
rounding area for their outstanding loyalty,
support, and countless hours of volunteerism
for the Red Land Little League team
throughout the season.

——
SENATE RESOLUTION  250—REL-
ATIVE TO THE DEATH OF RICH-
ARD SCHULTZ SCHWEIKER,

FORMER UNITED STATES SEN-

ATOR FOR THE COMMONWEALTH

OF PENNSYLVANIA

Mr. CASEY (for himself, Mr. TOOMEY,
Mr. McCONNELL, Mr. REID of Nevada,

Mr. ALEXANDER, Ms. AYOTTE, Ms.
BALDWIN, Mr. BARRASSO, Mr. BENNET,
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BLUNT, Mr.

BOOKER, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mrs. BOXER, Mr.
BROWN, Mr. BURR, Ms. CANTWELL, Mrs.
CAPITO, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. CARPER, Mr.
CASSIDY, Mr. CoATs, Mr. COCHRAN, Ms.
CoLLINS, Mr. COoONS, Mr. CORKER, Mr.
CORNYN, Mr. COTTON, Mr. CRAPO, Mr.
CRUZ, Mr. DAINES, Mr. DONNELLY, Mr.
DURBIN, Mr. ENzI, Mrs. ERNST, Mrs.
FEINSTEIN, Mrs. FISCHER, Mr. FLAKE,
Mr. FRANKEN, Mr. GARDNER, Mrs.
GILLIBRAND, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. GRASS-
LEY, Mr. HATCH, Mr. HEINRICH, Ms.
HEITKAMP, Mr. HELLER, Ms. HIRONO,
Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. ISAKSON,
Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. KAINE, Mr. KING, Mr.
KIRK, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. LANKFORD,
Mr. LEAHY, Mr. LEE, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
MARKEY, Mr. MCcCAIN, Mrs. MCCASKILL,
Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. MERKLEY, Ms. MI-
KULSKI, Mr. MORAN, Ms. MURKOWSKI,
Mr. MURPHY, Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. NEL-
SON, Mr. PAUL, Mr. PERDUE, Mr.
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