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Construction to conduct, supervise, and co-
ordinate audits, evaluations, and investiga-
tions into the planning, design, contracting,
execution, and construction of VA facilities
and infrastructure.

Compromise Agreement

Section 801 of the Compromise Agreement
follows the language in the House Bill.

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the bill be
considered read a third time.

The bill was ordered to a third read-
ing and was read the third time.

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I
know of no further debate on the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
having been read the third time, the
question is, Shall the bill pass?

The bill (H.R. 6416) was passed.

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the motion to
reconsider be considered made and laid
upon the table.

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

———

COMBAT-INJURED VETERANS TAX
FAIRNESS ACT OF 2016

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of H.R. 5015, which was received
from the House.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

A bill (H.R. 5015) to restore amounts im-
properly withheld for tax purposes from sev-
erance payments to individuals who retired
or separated from service in the Armed
Forces for combat-related injuries, and for
other purposes.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the bill be
considered read a third time and passed
and the motion to reconsider be consid-
ered made and laid upon the table.

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

The bill (H.R. 5015) was ordered to a
third reading, was read the third time,
and passed.

————

RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED TODAY

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
now proceed to the consideration of the
following Senate resolutions, which
were submitted earlier today: S. Res.
635, S. Res. 636, S. Res. 637, S. Res. 638,
and S. Res. 639.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolutions
en bloc.

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the resolu-
tions be agreed to, the preambles be
agreed to, and the motions to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon
the table en bloc.

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

The resolutions were agreed to.
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The preambles were agreed to.

(The resolutions, with their pre-
ambles, are printed in today’s RECORD
under ‘‘Submitted Resolutions.”’)

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon.

————

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—
H.R. 5456

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, in just a
few minutes, because it is very late or
very early, if one might characterize
the hour of the morning, I will be offer-
ing a unanimous consent request to
pass Calendar No. 527, H.R. 5456, the
Family First Prevention Services Act.

Just to give a short description of
this bill, there has been an enormous
amount of bipartisan effort and good
will to enact this legislation that many
policy experts consider the most sig-
nificant improvement in child welfare
policy in decades.

In the other body, the legislation
passed unanimously, and there was su-
perb work done by Chairman BRADY,
the Speaker, Congressman RYAN, VERN
BUCHANAN. There was a whole host of
colleagues on the Democratic side,
SANDY LEVIN, LLOYD DOGGETT, and
Leader PELOSI, a whole host of Mem-
bers and enormous effort. You had the
leadership, the Ways and Means Com-
mittee. They came together and passed
the legislation unanimously.

The reason they did is, 500 organiza-
tions, groups representing children and
pediatricians and the Catholic bishops,
the Children’s Defense Fund, all came
together. They said the current policy
today with respect to vulnerable chil-
dren just defies common sense. In ef-
fect, you cannot get help to the fami-
lies when it really is most critical.

When a family member or parent, for
example, is dealing with drug abuse or
mental health or a challenge where, if
they were able to get a modest amount
of assistance, the family could come
together again and be healthy, the
youngster would be able to stay in the
home. Very often, in these kinds of in-
stances, a grandparent or an uncle, if
we made some modest changes in Fed-
eral policy, could step up as well—
something I feel very strongly about
having written the kinship care law a
number of years ago to reward grand-
parents, aunts, and uncles when they
could meet the strict standards for
qualifying to take care of a youngster
in these circumstances.

Chairman HATCH, Chairman GRASS-
LEY, and many of our senior Members
have worked very hard with me and
our colleague Senator BENNET from
Colorado, who has devoted an enor-
mous amount of attention to the needs
of youngsters. I have been on the floor
tonight really for the last 5 or 6 hours
trying to resolve remaining concerns.

Now, we had a hotline months and
months ago on this bill, and there real-
ly wasn’t much reaction at the outset,
and finally there were three Members
who had concerns, and we moved to ad-
dress them. Chairman BRADY has been
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particularly gracious on the other side
of the Capitol, saying if a State needed
more time, if there were questions with
respect to whether they could meet
some of the criteria, he was open to
giving them that kind of additional
time.

I will tell my colleagues: I told my
constituents this fall that probably
nothing is more important to me than
to come back here and pursue what I
call principled bipartisanship. Biparti-
sanship is not about taking each oth-
er’s bad ideas. Anybody can do that.
That is a piece of cake. Principled bi-
partisanship is about taking good ideas
from both sides of the aisle.

For example, I know that with the
Presiding Officer, there was a question
about the type of providers in his home
State that might be eligible for this
service. So we said we had heard from
a number of conservatives that they
wanted to make sure that one type of
provider over another wasn’t favored.
So we said all of the providers can par-
ticipate as long as they meet the qual-
ity standards. That was essentially a
conservative concept.

We had a number on our side of the
aisle who wanted to make sure there
really were wrap-around services for
these kinds of families. There is good
foster care. Nobody has ever said that
is not the case. But we know that Fed-
eral policy shouldn’t create an incen-
tive to rip these families apart. It
should create incentives to keep fami-
lies together.

So I wanted to come tonight and
make one more appeal to pass what is,
according to many of the most authori-
tative experts of child welfare, the
most significant improvement in child
welfare law in decades.

There are no objections on our side of
the aisle. This is the second time I
brought up this unanimous consent re-
quest, and no Senator has come to the
floor on the other side of the aisle to
raise an objection in terms of policy
and substance. Frankly, I wish that
somebody would, because I think we
could accommodate them. Because of
the graciousness of Chairman BRADY,
the Republican chair on the other side,
I think we could accommodate them.
But no Senator has come now, for the
second time this week, to actually
offer a substantive objection.

So if you want what I call principled
bipartisanship, which is what Chair-
man HATCH, Chairman GRASSLEY,
Chairman BRADY—sSO many colleagues
on both sides of the aisle have been
working for—we have to have col-
leagues who will come and actually
voice their substantive objection. I am
making it clear again tonight that if
anyone on the other side of the aisle
has a substantive objection, my guess
is we could resolve it, because there
has been a lot of goodwill on both
sides. But if people won’t come and
make a substantive objection, then it
is hard to know what might satisfy
them and allow us to proceed with this
very important child welfare reform.
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So I want it understood that I am
going to prosecute this case of improv-
ing the lives of these vulnerable young-
sters and these families for as long as
I have the honor to represent Oregon in
the Senate. I think this is what public
service is supposed to be all about. I
will continue to work in a bipartisan
way. I think that is how we tackle the
big issues, the big challenges facing our
country. Nobody really has enough
votes to have it all their way. Cer-
tainly, if you want a policy that you
can sustain, it has to be bipartisan.

So we are going to stay at this until
we get it done.

With that in mind, I ask unanimous
consent that the Senate proceed to the
immediate consideration of Calendar
No. 527, H.R. 5456, the Family First
Prevention Services Act, that the
Wyden substitute amendment be
agreed to, and the bill, as amended, be
read a third time and passed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I do
not personally object to this bill, but
on behalf of Senator ENZI, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

————

RECESS SUBJECT TO THE CALL OF
THE CHAIR

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
stand in recess subject to the call of
the Chair.

There being no objection, the Senate,
at 2:56 a.m., recessed subject to the call
of the Chair and reassembled at 3:35
a.m. when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. TILLIS).

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Ohio.

RECOGNIZING THE DEATH OF
JOHN GLENN, FORMER SENATOR
FOR THE STATE OF OHIO AND
THE FIRST INDIVIDUAL FROM
THE UNITED STATES TO ORBIT
THE EARTH

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of S. Res. 640, submitted earlier
today.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the resolution by
title.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 640) recognizing the
death of John Glenn, former Senator for the
State of Ohio and the first individual from
the United States to orbit the Earth.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the resolution
be agreed to, the preamble be agreed
to, and the motions to reconsider be
considered made and laid upon the
table with no intervening action or de-
bate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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The resolution (S. Res. 640) was
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.

(The resolution, with its preamble, is
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub-
mitted Resolutions.”’)

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I ap-
preciate the fact that the Senate has
just adopted a resolution honoring
John Glenn. In fact, if you look at this
resolution, at the end of it, it indicates
that the adjournment today will be an
adjournment in further respect to the
memory of the late John Glenn. I ap-
preciate the fact that the Senate has
done that as well.

I spoke on the floor yesterday regard-
ing my friend John Glenn, and my col-
league SHERROD BROWN and I have in-
troduced this resolution. Senator
BROWN also spoke with regard to John
Glenn’s incredible life history. This is a
true icon whom we have lost, sadly,
this week at the age of 95.

He was a true hero in so many re-
spects. Long before he was an astro-
naut, he was a hero as a marine avi-
ator. He actually flew 59 combat mis-
sions in World War II. He also flew
combat missions in the Korean war and
was highly decorated. After that, he
was a test pilot. In fact, he broke the
transcontinental speed record as a test
pilot before becoming an astronaut.

As an astronaut, we all know the
story of Friendship 7, a capsule about
the size of two or three of these desks.
You can see it at the Air and Space
Museum. He somehow was able to get
inside of this capsule and orbit the
Earth at a time when the TUnited
States was in a space race with the So-
viet Union, and his splashing down in
the Atlantic Ocean off the coast of the
Caribbean was considered to be a major
change in terms of the U.S. positioning
on space and our ability to show that
yes, U.S. technology and innovation
could work.

He then came to the U.S. Congress to
speak to a joint session of Congress.
Imagine that. At age 40, you have an
astronaut speaking to a joint session—
something normally reserved for heads
of state.

He then was successful in business
and decided that he actually would
want to try his hand in politics. After
his military service, he decided to try
public service and of course became a
Senator from the State of Ohio. I had
the honor, and I am humbled, to be in
the seat he once held.

A couple of weeks ago, I called Sen-
ator Glenn to ask him to walk down
this aisle with me on January 3 of next
year in just a few weeks while I was
being sworn in for the second time in
his seat. I will say he was not just re-
elected, he was reelected with resound-
ing numbers. At the end of the day, he
ended up being the longest serving U.S.
Senator ever in the history of our
State.

After this amazing career in the mili-
tary, as an astronaut, and then serving
in the Senate, he ended up being the
longest representative ever from the
Buckeye State. What an amazing guy.
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After he left, he went to the Ohio
State University and asked if they
would like to start a leadership insti-
tute to encourage public service called
the Glenn Institute, and it later be-
came the Glenn School. I actually
taught there. Before running for the
U.S. Senate, I taught four courses
there; I co-taught with a wonderful
professor there at the Glenn School. I
also joined the board of advisors at
John Glenn’s request, and I am still on
that board. In fact, we had a meeting
in October, only about 6 weeks ago,
where John Glenn presided. He chaired
the meeting, as he always does. He was
in good humor. He was energetic. He
was energized about a new project—a
leadership institute for young legisla-
tors to help encourage even more peo-
ple to not just get into public service
but to gain the skills to be better pub-
lic servants. That is what really ex-
cited him.

I had the privilege of getting to know
him through the work we did also in
the U.S. Senate and in the House of
Representatives. I was in the House, he
was in the Senate. One of the passions
he had was to ensure that we had good
government in this country, and that
included not having the Federal Gov-
ernment send unfunded mandates down
to the State and local governments. So
I was the House author on the Repub-
lican side, he was the Senate author on
the Democratic side, and that legisla-
tion was passed to curb unfunded man-
dates and went to the desk of President
Clinton for signature. I got to be in the
Rose Garden with Senator Glenn for
that signing ceremony. What an honor
to be with him. He was a guy who was
willing to take on tasks like that, even
when, perhaps, it wasn’t as popular in
his party as it was in ours.

So I stand here today as someone
who has benefited from the model of
service that he has shown our country.
I will say, too, that my wife Jane and
I benefited from the model Annie
Glenn and John Glenn have shown. I
believe they were married for 76 years,
and they knew each other when they
were children. Never was Annie Glenn
far from his side—an incredible woman
in her own right, a brave and coura-
geous woman who overcame some ob-
stacles in her life that became very
public. Her stuttering, and her ability
to get over that disability, gave hope
to so many people. Young people par-
ticularly all over the country continue
to look to Annie Glenn as a great hero.
But Annie Glen was not just at his
side; they were partners in everything,
and she was the indispensable partner.

Our condolences today from the en-
tire U.S. Senate to Annie Glenn, to the
Glenn family, whom he loved so dearly,
and to our State of Ohio, which has
lost a true icon, a true American hero.

Tom Wolfe wrote a book called ‘‘The
Right Stuff.” John Glenn was one of
those Friendship astronauts who were
part of the right stuff. Today, as we ad-
journ, we pay tribute to John Glenn,
who had the right stuff and who showed
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