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We can’t do our job right now, and 

soon we will be leaving for election 
season without finishing the appropria-
tions process all because conservatives 
are obsessed with making discrimina-
tion legal. That’s right. They want to 
make discrimination legal. 

Who are they trying to serve? 
The American people and corporate 

America are not standing for this big-
oted behavior. Corporations around the 
country are canceling conventions in 
States that have passed legislation 
that prevents transgender bathrooms 
from being available. 

At the entryway to my congressional 
office stands a California flag bearing 
the rainbow stripes of the LGBT move-
ment. It is a mark of how far we have 
come that such a flag is now common-
place on Capitol Hill, but on this Pride 
Month, conservatives are debating how 
best to overturn anti-discrimination 
provisions and bar their own constitu-
ents from using the restroom. This is 
absolutely ridiculous, and, frankly, a 
tragic nadir in congressional action. 

I am sick and tired of my colleagues 
saying they oppose discrimination, 
that they are fighting for LGBT Ameri-
cans, and that they support equality 
when time and again they have voted 
just the opposite way. 

How about instead of bickering about 
bathrooms, we look at passing true 
anti-discrimination laws? 

Right now we don’t have laws pre-
venting housing, credit, workplace, or 
healthcare discrimination. We have 
lifted the ban on LGBT military serv-
ice, but our transgender servicemem-
bers continue to serve in the shadows, 
never knowing if this will be the day 
they are dismissed. Now is the time to 
ban so-called gay conversion therapy 
that harms so many of our children. 

Californians, and especially my be-
loved San Franciscans, have always 
been at the forefront of this fight for 
equality. As San Francisco Supervisor 
Harvey Milk said when he became one 
of the first openly gay elected officials, 
gay children who weren’t accepted by 
their parents and peers used to feel 
they had few options: ‘‘staying in the 
closet; suicide. And then one day that 
child might open a paper that says, 
‘Homosexual elected in San Fran-
cisco.’ ’’ 

That is what Harvey did many dec-
ades ago. One option is to go to Cali-
fornia, he said, and the other is to stay 
and fight. 

That is the fighting spirit we need to 
keep alive today as we work to make 
sure our laws live up to the promise of 
the Declaration of Independence, that 
all of us, each and every one of us, is 
created equal and that we should be 
treated that way. 

So I thank my colleague again for 
giving us the opportunity to have this 

Special Order to talk about Pride 
Month and the importance of not just 
being proud that there is a Pride 
Month, but redoubling our efforts to 
make sure that these really insidious 
amendments are not slipped into bills 
to enforce discrimination. Because that 
is what they do. They legalize discrimi-
nation. We don’t stand for that. That is 
not what this body is about, and that is 
not what this country is about. 

Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentlewoman 
from California for her wise and com-
passionate concern and sharing of in-
formation. 

I want to remind us that there are so 
many vestiges of discrimination 
against the LGBT community, not the 
least of which is also denying them ac-
cess to public accommodations. This 
isn’t what this country stands for. This 
isn’t who we are. We are better than 
that. So I am glad to have this oppor-
tunity to highlight some of our issues 
and concerns and the support that we 
have for the LGBT community. 

For everyone, anyone, and all of us 
celebrating this month, I wish you a 
happy Pride Month. 

Mr. Speaker, I conclude my Special 
Order hour, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. PAYNE (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today and June 10 on ac-
count of business in district. 
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PUBLICATION OF BUDGETARY 
MATERIAL 

UPDATED STATUS REPORT ON CURRENT SPEND-
ING LEVELS OF ON-BUDGET SPENDING AND 
REVENUES FOR FY2016 AND THE 10-YEAR PE-
RIOD FY2016, THROUGH FY2025 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET, 

Washington, DC, June 9, 2016. 
Hon. PAUL RYAN, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: To facilitate applica-
tion of sections 302 and 311 of the Congres-
sional Budget Act, I am transmitting an up-
dated status report on the current levels of 
on-budget spending and revenues for fiscal 
year 2016, and for the 10-year period of fiscal 
years 2016 through 2025. This status report is 
current through June 6, 2016. The term ‘‘cur-
rent level’’ refers to the amounts of spending 
and revenues estimated for each fiscal year 
based on laws enacted or awaiting the Presi-
dent’s signature. 

Table 1 in the report compares the current 
levels of total budget authority, outlays, and 
revenues to the overall limits, as adjusted, 
contained in the conference report on S. Con. 
Res. 11, as agreed to on May 5, 2015, for fiscal 
year 2016, and for the 10-year period of fiscal 

years 2016 through 2025. This comparison is 
needed to implement section 311(a) of the 
Congressional Budget Act, which creates a 
point of order against measures that would 
breach the budget resolution’s aggregate lev-
els. The table does not show budget author-
ity and outlays for years after fiscal year 
2016 because appropriations for those years 
have not yet been completed. 

Table 2 compares the current levels of 
budget authority and outlays for legislative 
action completed by each authorizing com-
mittee with the limits contained in the con-
ference report on S. Con. Res. 11, as agreed to 
on May 5, 2015, for fiscal year 2016 and for the 
10-year period of fiscal years 2016 through 
2025. For fiscal year 2016 and the 10-year pe-
riod of fiscal years 2016 through 2025, ‘‘legis-
lative action’’ refers to legislation enacted 
after the adoption of the levels set forth in 
the conference agreement on S. Con. Res. 11. 
This comparison is needed to enforce section 
302(f) of the Congressional Budget Act, which 
creates a point of order against measures 
that would breach the section 302(a) alloca-
tion of new budget authority for the com-
mittee that reported the measure. It is also 
needed to implement section 311(b), which 
exempts committees that comply with their 
allocations from the point of order under 
section 311(a). 

Table 3 compares the current status of dis-
cretionary appropriations for fiscal year 2016 
with the ‘‘section 302(b)’’ suballocations of 
discretionary budget authority and outlays 
among Appropriations subcommittees. The 
comparison is needed to enforce section 
302(f) of the Congressional Budget Act be-
cause the point of order under that section 
equally applies to measures that would 
breach the applicable section 302(b) sub-
allocation. The table also provides supple-
mentary information on spending in excess 
of the base discretionary spending limits al-
lowed under section 251(b) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act. 

Table 4 compares the levels of changes in 
mandatory programs (CHIMPs) contained in 
appropriations acts with the permissible lim-
its on CHIMPs as specified in sections 3103 
and 3104 of S. Con. Res. 11. The comparison is 
needed to enforce a point of order established 
in S. Con. Res. 11 against fiscal year 2016 ap-
propriations measures containing CHIMPs 
that would breach the permissible limits for 
fiscal year 2016. 

Table 5 displays the current level of ad-
vance appropriations for fiscal year 2017 of 
accounts identified for advance appropria-
tions under section 3304 of S. Con. Res. 11. 
The table is needed to enforce a point of 
order against appropriations bills containing 
advance appropriations that are: (i) not iden-
tified in the statement of managers and (ii) 
would cause the aggregate amount of such 
appropriations to exceed the level specified 
in the budget resolution. 

In addition, letters from the Congressional 
Budget Office are attached that summarize 
and compare the budget impact of enacted 
legislation that occurred after adoption of 
the budget resolution against the budget res-
olution aggregates in force. 

If you have any questions, please contact 
Jim Herz or Jim Bates at (202) 226–7270. 

Sincerely, 
TOM PRICE, M.D., 

Chairman. 
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